
 

CITY COUNCIL CLOSED & REGULAR SESSION 

550 E. Sixth Street, Beaumont, CA 

Tuesday, January 18, 2022 
Closed Session: 5:00 PM | Regular Meeting: 6:00 PM 

Materials related to an item on this agenda submitted to the City Council after distribution of the agenda 
packets are available for public inspection in the City Clerk’s office at 550 E. 6th Street during normal business 

hours. 

AGENDA 

MEETING PARTICIPATION NOTICE 

This meeting will be conducted utilizing teleconference communications and will be recorded for live 
streaming as well as open to public attendance subject to social distancing and applicable health 
orders. All City of Beaumont public meetings will be available via live streaming and made available 
on the City's official YouTube webpage. Please use the following link during the meeting for live 
stream access. 

beaumontca.gov/livestream 

Public comments will be accepted using the following options. 

1.  Written comments will be accepted via email and will be read aloud during the corresponding  
     item of the meeting. Public comments shall not exceed three (3) minutes unless otherwise  
     authorized by City Council. Comments can be submitted anytime prior to the meeting as well 
     as during the meeting up until the end of the corresponding item. Please submit your 
     comments to: nicolew@beaumontca.gov 

2.  Phone-in comments will be accepted by joining a conference line prior to the corresponding 
     item of the meeting. Public comments shall not exceed three (3) minutes unless otherwise 
     authorized by City Council. Please use the following phone number to join the call 
     (951) 922 - 4845. 

3.  In person comments subject to the adherence of the applicable health orders and social 
     distancing requirements. 
 

In compliance with the American Disabilities Act, if you require special assistance to participate in this 

meeting, please contact the City Clerk's office using the above email or call (951) 572 - 3196. 

Notification 48 hours prior to a meeting will ensure the best reasonable accommodation 

arrangements. 
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CLOSED SESSION - 5:00 PM 
A Closed Session of the City Council / Beaumont Financing Authority / Beaumont Utility Authority / Beaumont Successor 
Agency (formerly RDA)/Beaumont Parking Authority / Beaumont Public Improvement Authority may be held in accordance 
with state law which may include, but is not limited to, the following types of items: personnel matters, labor negotiations, 
security matters, providing instructions to real property negotiators and conference with legal counsel regarding pending 
litigation. Any public comment on Closed Session items will be taken prior to the Closed Session. Any required 
announcements or discussion of Closed Session items or actions following the Closed Session with be made in the City 
Council Chambers. 

CALL TO ORDER 

Mayor White, Mayor Pro Tem Martinez, Council Member Fenn, Council Member Santos, Council 
Member Lara 

Public Comments Regarding Closed Session 

1. Conference with Legal Counsel – Anticipated Litigation: Significant Exposure to 
Litigation Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(2) - Claim by Weka, Inc. 

2. Conference with Legal Counsel Regarding Potential Initiation of Litigation Pursuant to 
Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(4): One Potential Case 

3. Conference with Legal Counsel - Anticipated Litigation Significant to Litigation 
Pursuant to Paragraph (2) or (3) of subdivision (d) of Section 54956.9 - Mozafar Behzad, 
Hamid Roknian and Rozita Roknian: Tract 32850. 

4. Conference with Labor Negotiators Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957.6 
Agency Designated Representatives: Councilmember Mike Lara and Mayor Pro Tem 
Julio Martinez.  Unrepresented Employee:  City Manager 

Adjourn to Regular Session 

REGULAR SESSION - 6:00 PM 

CALL TO ORDER 

Mayor White, Mayor Pro Tem Martinez, Council Member Fenn, Council Member Santos, Council 
Member Lara 

Report out from Closed Session 

Action on any Closed Session Items 

Action of any Requests for Excused Absence 

Pledge of Allegiance 

Invocation 

Adjustments to the Agenda 
Conflict of Interest Disclosure 

ANNOUNCEMENTS/ RECOGNITION / PROCLAMATIONS / CORRESPONDENCE 

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD (ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA) 
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Any one person may address the City Council on any matter not on this agenda. If you wish to speak, please fill out a 
“Public Comment Form” provided at the back table and give it to the City Clerk. There is a three (3) minute time limit on 
public comments. There will be no sharing or passing of time to another person. State Law prohibits the City Council from 
discussing or taking actions brought up by your comments. 

CONSENT CALENDAR 
Items on the consent calendar are taken as one action item unless an item is pulled for further discussion here or at the 
end of action items. Approval of all Ordinances and Resolutions to be read by title only. 

1. Approval of Minutes 

Recommended Action: 

Approve Minutes dated:  
December 21, 2021, and 
January 4, 2022. 

2. Ratification of Warrants 

Recommended Action: 

Ratify Warrants dated: 
December 22, 2021, and 
December 30, 2021. 

3. Quarterly Status of City Council Travel and Training Reimbursements 

Recommended Action: 

Receive and file. 

4. Approval of Corrected Gann Limit for FY2021 and FY2022 

Recommended Action: 
Waive the full reading and adopt by title only a “Resolution of the City Council of 

the City of Beaumont, approving the Appropriation Limit for the 2020-21 and 

2021-22 Fiscal Years.” 

5. Accept Security Agreement and Performance and Payment Bond No. CMS0346632 for 

Street Improvements Associated with Tract Map No. 27971-9 and Accept Security 

Agreement and Performance and Payment Bond No. 30128141 for Street Improvements 

Associated with Tract Map No. 36307 

Recommended Action: 
Accept Security Agreement and Performance and Payment Bond No. 

CMS0346632 for street improvements associated with Tract Map No. 27971-9, 

and 

Accept Security Agreement and Performance and Payment Bond No. 30128141 

for street improvements associated with Tract Map No. 36307. 

6. FY2022 General Fund and Wastewater Budget to Actual through December 2021, and 

Second Quarter Investment Report and Certification 

Recommended Action: 
Receive and file the attached reports. 
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7. Consider Adopting a Resolution Waiving the Facility Use and Staff Fees at the Albert A. 

Chatigny Sr. Community Recreation Center (CRC) for Boy Scout Troop 322 

Recommended Action: 
Waive the full reading and adopt by title only, “A Resolution of the City of 

Beaumont Authorizing the Waiver of a One-Time Facility Use Fee at the Albert A. 

Chatigny Sr. Community Recreation Center (CRC) for Boy Scout Troop 322.” 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 
Approval of all Ordinances and Resolutions to be read by title only. 

ACTION ITEMS 
Approval of all Ordinances and Resolutions to be read by title only. 

8. FY2021 Annual Comprehensive Financial Report and Report of Internal Control Over 

Financial Reporting 

Recommended Action: 
Receive and file the FY2021 Annual Comprehensive Report and associated 

reports. 

9. FY2022 Mid-Year Budget Amendment 3/CIP/Wastewater/General Fund and Ratification 

of Emergency Wastewater Vehicle Purchase 

Recommended Action: 
Approve the Capital Improvement Plan budget adjustments as outlined in 

Attachment A, 

Approve the budget adjustments as outlined in Attachment B, 

Approve the budget adjustments as outlines in Attachment C, and 

Ratify the cost of emergency vehicle purchase paid to Fritts Ford in the amount 

of $41,943.78. 

10. Pension Funding Policy and Investment Strategy for PARS 115 Trust 

Recommended Action: 
Approve Example 2 of the pension funding policy with an active moderate 

investment strategy for the PARS 115 Trust.  

11. Traffic Signal Update for the First Street and Highway 79 Intersection, and the Sixth 

Street and Beaumont Avenue Intersection 

Recommended Action: 
Receive and File the Traffic Signal Update for the First Street and Highway 79 

Intersection, and the Sixth Street and Beaumont Avenue Intersection Project. 

12. Capital Improvement Drainage Projects Update  

Recommended Action: 

Receive and file the Capital Improvement Drainage Projects Update. 

13. Community Development Department Update 
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Recommended Action: 
Receive and file. 

14. Adoption of a Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Accept the Offer of Dedication 

for Park Purposes and Approve a Park Dedication Agreement between the City of 

Beaumont and SDC Fairway Canyon, LLC, for Mickelson Park (APN 413-801-012) 

Recommended Action: 
Waive the full reading and adopt by title only, “A Resolution of the City of 

Beaumont Authorizing the City Manager to Accept the Offers of Dedication for 

Park Purposes,” 

Authorize City staff to record the certificate of acceptance of an interest in real 

property by the City of Beaumont, and  

Authorize a Park Dedication Agreement between the City of Beaumont and SDC 

Fairway Canyon, LLC, for Mickelson Park (APN 413-801-012) and authorize the 

City Manager to execute the agreement on behalf of the City of Beaumont. 

15. Homeless Outreach Approach for Beaumont 

Recommended Action: 
Receive and file. 

16. Request City Council to Approve the Memorandum of Understanding between the City 
of Beaumont and Managers/Professional/Technical as Individuals 

Recommended Action: 

Approve the Memorandum of Understanding between the City of Beaumont and 
Managers/Professional/Technical as Individuals and authorize the City Manager 
to execute the agreement.   

17. Approve the Draft Request for Proposal for Landscape Architecture and Engineering 

Design Services and Construction Documents for Stewart Park Improvement Project 

Recommended Action: 
Approve the draft Request for Proposals for Landscape Architecture and 

Engineering Design Services and Construction Documents for Stewart Park 

Improvement Project and direct City staff to publish the document on 

PublicPurchase.com. 

18. Rangel Park Update 

Recommended Action: 
Receive and provide direction to City staff. 

19. Discussion and Direction to City Staff Regarding Updates to the City of Beaumont 
Development Impact Fee (DIF) Program 

Recommended Action: 

Direct City staff to begin preparing requests for proposals (RFPs) for the impact 
fee nexus studies; 

Direct City staff to include updates to the DIF nexus studies and the DIF program 
in the FY2022-2023 budget; and 
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Add an item on the next City Council agenda to discuss updates to the City’s DIF 
program. 

20. Review of Local Emergency Declaration Established via the Adoption of City of 

Beaumont Resolution No. 2020-07 Adopted on March 17, 2020 

Recommended Action: 
City staff recommends that there be no change regarding the local emergency 

declaration. This is due to the fact that there have been no significant changes in 

the original conditions, a State emergency declaration remains in effect and local 

emergency declaration helps to ensure that Beaumont remains eligible for 

federal and state emergency aid.   

21. Approval of City Attorney Invoices for the Month of December 2021 

Recommended Action: 

Approve invoices in the amount of $135,795.98. 

LEGISLATIVE UPDATES AND DISCUSSION 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT UPDATE  
Economic Development Committee Report Out and City Council Direction 

CITY TREASURER REPORT  
Finance and Audit Committee Report Out and City Council Direction 

CITY CLERK REPORT 

CITY ATTORNEY REPORT 

CITY MANAGER REPORT 

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 

COUNCIL REPORTS 
     -   Lara 
     -   Santos 
     -   Fenn 
     -   Martinez 
     -   White 

ADJOURNMENT 
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The next regular meeting of the Beaumont City Council, Beaumont Financing Authority, the Beaumont 
Successor Agency (formerly RDA), the Beaumont Utility Authority, the Beaumont Parking Authority and 
the Beaumont Public Improvement Agency is scheduled for Tuesday, February 1, 2022, at 5:00 p.m., 
unless otherwise posted. 
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CITY COUNCIL CLOSED & REGULAR SESSION 
550 E. Sixth Street, Beaumont, CA 

Tuesday, December 21, 2021  
Closed Session: 4:30 PM | Regular Meeting: 6:00 PM 

Materials related to an item on this agenda submitted to the City Council after distribution of the agenda packets 
are available for public inspection in the City Clerk’s office at 550 E. 6th Street during normal business hours 

MINUTES 

 
CLOSED SESSION - 4:30 PM 

A Closed Session of the City Council / Beaumont Financing Authority / Beaumont Utility Authority / Beaumont Successor 
Agency (formerly RDA)/Beaumont Parking Authority / Beaumont Public Improvement Authority may be held in accordance 
with state law which may include, but is not limited to, the following types of items: personnel matters, labor negotiations, 
security matters, providing instructions to real property negotiators and conference with legal counsel regarding pending 
litigation. Any public comment on Closed Session items will be taken prior to the Closed Session. Any required 
announcements or discussion of Closed Session items or actions following the Closed Session with be made in the City 
Council Chambers. 

CALL TO ORDER at 4:32 p.m. 

Present: Mayor White, Mayor Pro Tem Martinez, Council Member Fenn, Council Member Santos, 
Council Member Lara 

Public Comments Regarding Closed Session 

No comments 
1. Conference with Labor Negotiators - Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957.6 City 

Designated Representatives City Manager Todd Parton and Administrative Services Director 
Kari Mendoza. Employee Organizations: Beaumont Police Officers Association, SEIU and 
Managers Professional Technical Unit 

No reportable action. 
 
2. Annual Public Employee Performance Evaluation Pursuant to Government Code Section 

54957 Title: City Manager 
No reportable action. 
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3. Conference with Legal Counsel Regarding Potential Initiation of Litigation Pursuant to 
Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(4): One Potential Case 

No reportable action. 
 
4. Conference with Legal Counsel Regarding Existing Litigation Pursuant to Government Code 

Section 54956.9(d)(1): Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters v. City of Beaumont, Riv. 
Co. Sup. Case No. CVRI2000635 

No reportable action. 

Adjourn to Regular Session 

REGULAR SESSION - 6:00 PM 

CALL TO ORDER at 6:28 p.m. 

Present: Mayor White, Mayor Pro Tem Martinez, Council Member Fenn, Council Member Santos, 
Council Member Lara 

Report out from Closed Session: see above 
Action on any Closed Session Items: None 
Action of any Requests for Excused Absence: None 
Pledge of Allegiance 
Adjustments to the Agenda: None 
Conflict of Interest Disclosure: None 

ANNOUNCEMENTS/ RECOGNITION / PROCLAMATIONS / CORRESPONDENCE 

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD (ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA) 
Any one person may address the City Council on any matter not on this agenda. If you wish to speak, please fill out a 
“Public Comment Form” provided at the back table and give it to the City Clerk. There is a three (3) minute time limit on 
public comments. There will be no sharing or passing of time to another person. State Law prohibits the City Council from 
discussing or taking actions brought up by your comments. 
 
No comments. 

CONSENT CALENDAR 
Items on the consent calendar are taken as one action item unless an item is pulled for further discussion here or at the 
end of action items. Approval of all Ordinances and Resolutions to be read by title only. 
 
Request to pull Item 1 by Council Member Fenn so that he may abstain from the vote due to 
being absent at the December 7 meeting. 

1. Approval of Minutes 
Motion by Mayor White 
Second by Mayor Pro Tem Martinez 
To approve Minutes dated: November 15, 2021, and December 7, 2021. 
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Ayes: Lara, Santos, Martinez, White 
Abstain: Fenn 
 

2. Ratification of Warrants 
Recommended Action: 

Ratify Warrants dated: 
November 24, 2021, and 
December 2, 2021. 

3. Amendment to the Western Riverside Council of Governments’ Joint Powers Agreement  

Recommended Action: 
Approve the Amendment to the Western Riverside Council of 
Governments’ Joint Powers Agreement. 

4. Annual and Fifth Year Compliance Report of AB 1600 Development Impact Fees (DIF) 

Recommended Action: 
Receive and file the AB 1600 report on development impact fee activity that 
occurred during the period July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021. 

 
Motion by Council Member Lara 
Second by Council Member Santos 
To approve Consent Calendar Items 2 through 4. 
Approved by a unanimous vote. 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 
Approval of all Ordinances and Resolutions to be read by title only. 

5. Public Hearing to Adopt Resolution to Amend the Prior Year Capital Improvement Plan 2016-
2021  

Public Hearing opened at 6:35 p.m. 
No comments 
Public Hearing closed at 6:35 p.m. 
 
Motion by Council Member Lara 
Second by Mayor Pro Tem Martinez 
To waive the full reading and adopt by title only, “A Resolution of the City Council of the City 
of Beaumont Amending the Prior Year Capital Improvement Plan for Fiscal Years 2016 – 
2021.”  
Approved by a unanimous vote. 
 
 
Call to Order of the Successor Agency at 6:36 p.m. 
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SUCCESSOR AGENCY ACTION ITEMS 
Approval of all Ordinances and Resolutions to be read by title only. 

6. Resolution to Transfer Ownership of a 52 Acre Property Owned by the Dissolved Beaumont 
Redevelopment Agency to the City of Beaumont and Authorize the Retention of the Property 
by the City of Beaumont 

Motion by Chairman White 
Second by Member Lara 
To waive the full reading and adopt by title only, “A Resolution of the City of Beaumont 
Successor Agency to Approve the Transfer of Ownership of One Property (APN 417-020-034) 
Owned by the Dissolved Redevelopment Agency to the City of Beaumont and Authorize the 
Retention of the Property by the City of Beaumont,” and 
Adjourn the meeting of the Beaumont Successor Agency and reconvene the City Council 
meeting. 
Approved by a unanimous vote. 

ACTION ITEMS 
Approval of all Ordinances and Resolutions to be read by title only. 

7. Resolution Authorizing the Acceptance of Property (APN 417-020-034) from the Former 
Redevelopment Agency Approval of Agreement Among Taxing Entities and Addendum 
Number One 

Motion by Council Member Lara 
Second by Council Member Santos 
To approve the agreement among taxing entities and addendum number one, and 
Waive the full reading and adopt by title only, “A Resolution of the City of Beaumont 
Authorizing Acceptance of Property (APN 417-020-034) from the Dissolved Redevelopment 
Agency.”   
Approved by a unanimous vote. 
 

8. City Council Approval of the Third Amendment to the Webb Engineering Contract for the 
Wastewater Treatment Plant and Brine Line Project in an Amount of $530,809 for the Design 
and Construction Services for a MBR Replacement System for a Total Contract Not to Exceed 
$4,250,699 

Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Martinez 
Second by Mayor White 
To approve the Third Amendment to the Webb Engineering Contract for the Wastewater 
Treatment Plant and Brine Line Project in an amount of $530,809 for the design and 
construction services for a MBR replacement system for a total contract not to exceed 
$4,250,699. 
Approved by a unanimous vote. 
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9. Resolution Authorizing the Execution of Change Order No. 23 with W.M. Lyles, Co. to Install a 
New Membrane System in the Wastewater Treatment Plant for the Wastewater Treatment 
Plant Upgrade/Expansion in the Amount Not to Exceed $5,143,400 for the Replacement MBR 
System. 

Motion by Council Member Lara 
Second by Mayor White  
To approve a resolution authorizing the execution of Change Order No. 23 with W.M. Lyles, 
Co. to install a new membrane system in the Wastewater Treatment Plan for the 
Wastewater Treatment Plant Upgrade/Expansion in the amount not to exceed $5,143,400 
for the replacement MBR system. 
Approved by a unanimous vote.  
 
10. Consideration of PLAN2021-0665, Related to the Conceptual Park Design of Planning Area 

21B of the Fairway Canyon Development (Assessor Parcel Number: Portion of 413-790-010 
and -057) Located in the Oak Valley and SCPGA Golf Course Specific Plan, North of San 
Timoteo Canyon Road, West of Tukwet Canyon Parkway 

 Direction to consider adding a half basketball court to the park.  
 
11. FY20/21 Street Projects Summary and Construction Update 
Consensus to receive and file the FY20/21 Street Projects Summary and Construction 
Update. 
 
12. Microsoft Office 365 License Renewal 

Motion by Mayor White  
Second by Council Member Fenn 
 
To authorize the City Manager to execute the three-year renewal licensing agreement of 
Microsoft Office 365 with CDW-G. 
 
Approved by a unanimous vote. 
 
13. Discussion and Direction to City Staff to Draft a Code of Ethics and Conduct for City Council, 

Boards, Committees, and Commissions 
Appointment of Council Member Lara and Mayor Pro Tem Martinez to an Ad Hoc 
subcommittee to establish a Code of Ethics and conduct policy. 
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14. Mayoral Appointments to Various Boards, Commissions and Committees 

Appointments were made as follows: 

 
Riverside Transit Agency 

A collaboration of cities within the County of Riverside to discuss transportation within the County. 
Representative - Santos 

Alternate Representative - Fenn 
Meets the fourth Thursday of the month @ 2:00pm  

1825 Third Street, Board Room, Riverside 
 

Transportation Now 
Regional meeting of Transit providers and community advocates to discuss regional transit issues 

Representative - Fenn 
Alternate Representative - Santos  

Meets the first Thursday of the month @ 12 noon  
550 E 6th St, City Hall, Beaumont 

 
Riverside County Transportation Commission* 

Oversees transportation capital projects in the Western Riverside County. 
Representative - White 

Alternate Representative - Fenn 
Meets the Second Wednesday of the month at 9:30am  

4080 Lemon Street, First Floor 
 

Western Riverside County Regional Conservation Authority 
A joint powers authority for the purpose of acquiring, administering, operating and maintaining land 

and facilities for ecosystem conservation 
Board Member - Martinez 

Alternate Board Member - White 
Meets the first Monday of the month at 12:30pm  

4080 Lemon Street, First Floor 
 

Beaumont Cherry Valley Parks and Recreation District 
Operates parks and recreation centers in the Beaumont/Cherry Valley Area 

Liaison - White 
Alternate Liaison - Lara 

Meets the second Wednesday of the month at 5:00pm  

390 W. Oak Valley Pkwy, Beaumont 
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Beaumont Cherry Valley Water District 

Water distribution for the Beaumont, Cherry Valley and a portion of Calimesa 
Liaison - Martinez 

Alternate Liaison - White 
Meets the second Wednesday of the month at 7:00pm  

560 Magnolia Ave, Beaumont 
 

Beaumont Unified School District 
Meeting for the Board of Trustees to discuss topics within the district. 

Liaison - Lara 
Alternate Liaison - White 

Meets the second and fourth Tuesday of the month at 6:30pm  

350 W. Brookside Ave, Beaumont 
 

Legislative Liaison 
Representation of Beaumont at Sacramento and Washington DC events. 

White 
 

Collaborative Agency 
A joint meeting between agencies within the City to collaborate on events and issues, initially started 

as an emergency operations agency. 
Representative - Martinez 

Alternate Representative – Fenn  
Meets every two months 

 
City Manager and Mayor’s Breakfast 

A joint meeting between the Mayors and City Mangers of Banning, Beaumont, Morongo, Calimesa 
and Riverside County Supervisor. 
Mayor      White    Representative 

City Manager, Todd Parton – Representative 
Meets the first Thursday of the month at 7:00am 

 
Eastern Riverside County Interoperable Communications Authority (ERICA) 

Joint Powers authority of cities regarding radio communications 
Representative – Lloyd White 

Kari Mendoza – Board Member Meets on the even months at 2:00 
68700 Avenida Lalo Guerrero, City Hall, Cathedral City 
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Committees and Boards 
 

Southern California Association of Governments* 
Joint Powers Authority under State Law to address regional issues 

Representative - Santos 
Alternate - Martinez 

Meets on the first Thursday of the month  
818 West 7th Street, 12th Floor, Los Angeles 

 
League of California Cities 

Association of California City Officials to combine resources and information to influence policy 
Voting Delegate - Martinez 

Alternate - Fenn 
Rotating locations 

 
Memorial Committee 

Committee to oversee the City memorials (i.e Police and Fire Memorial, Veteran’s Memorial) 
Committee Member - Martinez 

Alternate Committee Member - Lara 
Meets on an as‐needed basis  

550 E 6th St, City Hall, Beaumont 
 

Finance and Audit Committee 
Promotes enhanced fiscal responsibility, accountability, integrity and transparency. 

Committee Member/Council Member - Fenn 
Committee Member/Council Member - Santos 

Meets the first Monday of the month at 6:00pm  

550 E 6th St, City Hall, Beaumont 
 

Economic Development Committee 
Evaluate and provide advice and recommendations to the City Council concerning Economic 

Development matters. 
Committee Member/Council Member - White 
Committee Member/Council Member - Lara 

Meets the second Wednesday of the month at 4:00pm  

550 E 6th St, City Hall, Beaumont 
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San Gorgonio Integrated Regional Water Management Region Stakeholder Advisory Committee 

Collaborative committee to manage water resources on a regional scale 
Committee Member/Council Member - TBD 
Committee Member/Council Member - TBD 

Meets the third Wednesday of the month at 5:30pm 
125 E Ramsey St, Banning Police Department, Banning 

 
Western Riverside Council of Governments* 

Comprised of cities in Riverside County to discuss regional issues 
Committee Member/Council Member - Lara 
Alternate Member/Council Member - Fenn 

Meets the first Monday of the month at 2:00pm 

4080 Lemon St, County of Riverside Administrative Building, Riverside 
 

Water Re-Use Ad-Hoc 2x2 Committee 
Collaborative meeting with the Beaumont Cherry Valley Water District to discuss logistics of re-use 

water from the Treatment Plant 

Committee Member/Council Member - Martinez 
Committee Member/Council Member - White 

BCVWD Board Member 

BCVWD Board Member 

Meets on an as needed basis 
550 E 6th ST., City Hall, Beaumont 

 

Passcom 
Board Member - Fenn 

Alternate Board Member - White 
Meets on the 2nd Tuesday of the month at 8:30am 

Four Seasons Meeting Room at Main Clubhouse 

 
Beaumont Basin Watermaster Board 

Council Member - Martinez 
City Manager Todd Parton 

Meets on the 1st Wednesday of even months at 10:00 am 

560 Magnolia Ave. Beaumont 
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Memorial Ad-Hoc Committee 
Council Member - Martinez 

Alternate - Lara 
To be determined 

 

15. Approval of City Attorney Invoices for the Month of November 2021 
Motion by Council Member Fenn 
Second by Council Member Lara 
To approve invoices in the amount of $105,006.07. 

LEGISLATIVE UPDATES AND DISCUSSION 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT UPDATE  
Economic Development Committee Meeting scheduled for January 12, 2022. 

CITY TREASURER REPORT ,  
Finance and Audit Committee Meeting scheduled for January 10, 2022 

CITY CLERK REPORT 
No report. 

CITY ATTORNEY REPORT 
16. Current Pending Litigation 

CITY MANAGER REPORT 
17. November 2021 Department Project Schedule Updates 

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 
 - Update of the Downtown Specific Plan and implementation 
 - Review of properties owned by the City after EDC and their findings 

COUNCIL REPORTS 
Lara - Attended Shop with a Cop and thanked the officers that volunteered to attend. 
Santos – Attended an RTA retirement, and thanked Mike Lara for his mayorship. 
Fenn – No report 
Martinez – Gave a report out from the Finance and Audit Committee, the ACA 7 committee, the Cal 
Cities Environment Committee Division, and the RCA Meeting. Thanked Mayor Lara. 
White – Attended Shop with a Cop and the Christmas Light parade 
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ADJOURNMENT at 8:32 p.m. 

The next regular meeting of the Beaumont City Council, Beaumont Financing Authority, the Beaumont 
Successor Agency (formerly RDA), the Beaumont Utility Authority, the Beaumont Parking Authority and 
the Beaumont Public Improvement Agency is scheduled for Tuesday, January 4, 2022, at 5:00 p.m., 
unless otherwise posted. 
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CITY COUNCIL CLOSED & REGULAR SESSION 
550 E. Sixth Street, Beaumont, CA 

Tuesday, January 04, 2022  
Closed Session: 5:00 PM | Regular Meeting: 6:00 PM 

Materials related to an item on this agenda submitted to the City Council after distribution of the agenda packets 
are available for public inspection in the City Clerk’s office at 550 E. 6th Street during normal business hours 

MINUTES 

CLOSED SESSION - 5:00 PM 
A Closed Session of the City Council / Beaumont Financing Authority / Beaumont Utility Authority / Beaumont Successor 
Agency (formerly RDA)/Beaumont Parking Authority / Beaumont Public Improvement Authority may be held in accordance 
with state law which may include, but is not limited to, the following types of items: personnel matters, labor negotiations, 
security matters, providing instructions to real property negotiators and conference with legal counsel regarding pending 
litigation. Any public comment on Closed Session items will be taken prior to the Closed Session. Any required 
announcements or discussion of Closed Session items or actions following the Closed Session with be made in the City 
Council Chambers. 
 

CALL TO ORDER at 5:00 p.m. 

Present: Mayor White, Mayor Pro Tem Martinez, Council Member Fenn, Council Member Santos, 
Council Member Lara 

Public Comments Regarding Closed Session 

No comments 
1. Conference with Labor Negotiators - Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957.6 City 

Designated Representatives City Manager Todd Parton and Administrative Services Director 
Kari Mendoza. Employee Organizations: Beaumont Police Officers Association, SEIU and 
Managers Professional Technical Unit 
Motion by Council Member Lara  
Second by Mayor White 
To approve a Memorandum of Understanding between the City of Beaumont and  the 
Beaumont Police Officers Association. 
Approved by a unanimous vote. 
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2. Conference with Legal Counsel Regarding Potential Initiation of Litigation Pursuant to 
Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(4): One Potential Case 
No reportable action. 
 

3. Conference with Legal Counsel – Anticipated Litigation: Significant Exposure to Litigation 
Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(2) - Claim by Weka, Inc. 
No reportable action. 
 

4. Annual Public Employee Performance Evaluation Pursuant to Government Code Section 
54957 Title: City Manager 
Not concluded and will resume after the Regular Session. 

Adjourn to Regular Session 

 

REGULAR SESSION - 6:00 PM 

 

CALL TO ORDER at 6:22 p.m. 

Present: Mayor White, Mayor Pro Tem Martinez, Council Member Fenn, Council Member Santos, 
Council Member Lara 

Report out from Closed Session: see above. 
Action on any Closed Session Items 
Action of any Requests for Excused Absence: None 
Pledge of Allegiance 
Adjustments to the Agenda: None 
Conflict of Interest Disclosure: None 

ANNOUNCEMENTS/ RECOGNITION / PROCLAMATIONS / CORRESPONDENCE 

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD (ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA) 

No comments. 
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CONSENT CALENDAR 
Items on the consent calendar are taken as one action item unless an item is pulled for further discussion here or at the 
end of action items. Approval of all Ordinances and Resolutions to be read by title only. 

1. Ratification of Warrants 
Recommended Action: 

Ratify Warrants dated: 
December 13, 2021, and 
December 20, 2021. 

 
2. FY2022 General Fund and Wastewater Budget to Actual through November, 2021 

Recommended Action: 
Receive and file the attached reports. 

 

3. Re-Ratification of Local Emergency and Re-Authorizing the Use of Teleconferencing to 
Conduct Public Meetings 

Recommended Action: 
Waive the full reading and adopt by title only, “A Resolution of the City 
Council of the City of Beaumont Proclaiming a Local Emergency Persists, 
Re-Ratifying the Proclamation of a State of Emergency by Executive Order 
N-09-21, and Re-Authorizing Remote Teleconference Meetings of the 
Legislative Bodies of the City of Beaumont for the Period of January 6, 
2022, through February 5, 2022, Pursuant to Provisions of the Ralph M. 
Brown Act.”  

  

4. Consider Adopting a Resolution Waiving the Monthly Facility Use at the Albert A. Chatigny Sr. 
Community Recreation Center (CRC) for Beaumont Community Youth Basketball (BCYB) 

Recommended Action: 
Waive the full reading and approve by title only, “A Resolution of the City 
of Beaumont authorizing the waiver of monthly facility use fees at the 
Albert A.  Chatigny Sr. Community Recreation Center (CRC) for Beaumont 
Community Youth Basketball (BCYB).” 

Motion by Council Member Lara 
Second by Council Member Santos 

To approve the Consent Calendar. 

Approved by a unanimous vote. 
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ACTION ITEMS 
Approval of all Ordinances and Resolutions to be read by title only. 

5. Notice of Upcoming Vacancy on the Beaumont Planning Commission 

Direction to staff to notice the upcoming vacancy of one seat with a partial term on the 
Beaumont Planning Commission.  

 

6. City of Beaumont Grant Policies and Procedures 

Motion by Council Member Lara 
Second by Mayor White 

To approve the proposed City of Beaumont Grant Policies and Procedures. 

Approved by a unanimous vote. 

 

7. Discussion of Beaumont Police Department Response to Calls for Illegal Fireworks and 
Provide Direction to City Staff 

Direction to staff to increase the fines associated with firework violations and establish 
a campaign of the penalties especially prior to July and New Years.   

 

8. Direct the Beaumont Economic Development Committee to Assist Downtown Business and 
Landowners to Promote Business Growth and Development in the Central Business District 

Consensus to direct the Beaumont Economic Development Committee to assist 
downtown business and landowners to promote business growth and development in 
the central business district by providing ideas and goals to the City Council to 
approve. 

 

9. Discussion and Direction to City Staff on Comments to the Draft Initial Study/Environmental 
Assessment Report Prepared for the IH-10/Cherry Valley Interchange Project 
Authorize Mayor Lloyd White to execute a letter conveying City Council comments of 
support to Caltrans no later than January 24, 2022. 

LEGISLATIVE UPDATES AND DISCUSSION 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT UPDATE  
Economic Development Committee will meet on January 12, 2022. 

CITY TREASURER REPORT  
Finance and Audit Committee Report will meet  January 10, 2022. 
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CITY CLERK REPORT 
No report. 

CITY ATTORNEY REPORT 
No report. 

CITY MANAGER REPORT 

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 
 - Stewart Park RFP 
 - Update on Rangel Park 

COUNCIL REPORTS 
Lara - Thanked Commissioner Paul St. Martin for his tenure on the Planning Commission. 
Santos - No report. 
Fenn - No report. 
Martinez - No report. 
White – No report. 

Adjourn to Closed Session 

Annual Public Employee Performance Evaluation Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957 Title: 
City Manager 

No reportable action. 

ADJOURNMENT at 8:57 p.m. 

The next regular meeting of the Beaumont City Council, Beaumont Financing Authority, the Beaumont 
Successor Agency (formerly RDA), the Beaumont Utility Authority, the Beaumont Parking Authority and 
the Beaumont Public Improvement Agency is scheduled for Tuesday, January 18, 2022, at 5:00 p.m., 
unless otherwise posted. 
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Nicole Wheelwright, Deputy City Clerk 

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  Quarterly Status of City Council Travel and Training Reimbursements 
  

Background and Analysis:  

Included in the FY2022 approved budget is a line item of $12,500 allocated for City 

Council travel, training and meetings. Per City Council instruction, City staff is to provide 

quarterly reports on reimbursed travel expenses to City Council. Attachment A reflects 

the reimbursements processed during the months of October through December 2021.  

Fiscal Impact: 

The reimbursements are currently within the budgeted allotment. 

 
Recommended Action: 

Receive and file. 

Attachments: 

A. Travel Training and Meeting Reimbursement Quarterly Report 
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Council Travel and Training Reimbursements  Oct - Dec 2021
Council Travel Training and Local Meeting Budget
FY 2021-2022 Budget

$12,500.00

Balance $11,436.04

Date Elected Travel/Training/ Meeting
Reimbursed 

Amount
Notes

11/15/2021 Lloyd White Board of Supervisor's Meeting $39.36
Mileage and 

Parking

Travel and Training and Local 
Meetings 
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Jennifer Ustation, Finance Director 

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  Approval of Corrected Gann Limit for FY2021 and FY2022 
  

Background and Analysis:  

In November 1979, Proposition 4 (Gann Initiative) was adopted by the State of 

California.  Proposition 4 created Article XIIIB of the State Constitution placing limits on 

the amount of revenue which can be spent by all entities of government.  Proposition 4 

was modified by Proposition 111 in June 1990.  Proposition 111 provided new 

adjustment formulas for the calculation of the annual appropriations limit. 

 

The appropriations limit is based on actual appropriations during the 1978-79 fiscal year 

and is increased each year using the growth of population and inflation.  Not all 

revenues are restricted by the appropriations limit, only those that are referred to as 

“proceeds of taxes.” 

 

The limit is calculated by taking the prior year’s limit and applying growth factors as 

appropriate. The growth factors are determined by 1) the change in population in either 

the City or the County, and 2) the change in per capita income or non-residential new 

construction.   

 

It was discovered that the original calculation of the FY2021 had an incorrect per capita 

income growth rate of 4.63%. A rate of 3.73% should have been applied instead. Since 

the calculation begins with the prior year’s limit the FY2022 calculation has also been 

corrected.  

 

The City’s actual appropriation level remains well below the limit of $94.9 million for 

FY2021 

Fiscal Impact: 

City staff estimates the cost to prepare this report to be $290. 
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Recommended Action: 

Waive the full reading and adopt by title only a “Resolution of the City Council of 

the City of Beaumont, approving the Appropriation Limit for the 2020-21 and 

2021-22 Fiscal Years.” 

Attachments: 

A. Appropriation Limit Calculation for the Fiscal Year ending June 30, 2021 

B. Appropriation Limit Calculation for the Fiscal Year ending June 30, 2022 

C. Resolution of the City Council approving the FY2020-21 and FY2021-22 

Appropriation Limit 
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CITY OF BEAUMONT
APPROPRIATION LIMIT CALCULATION

FOR THE YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 2021

APPROPRIATION LIMIT JUNE 30, 2020 88,187,926$     

PRICE CHANGE (1):

PER CAPITA INCOME 3.73%

NON-RESIDENTIAL 

       NEW CONSTRUCTION 2.87%

GREATER OF TWO OPTIONS 3.73%

POPULATION CHANGE (2):

BEAUMONT 1/1/20 3.72%

RIVERSIDE COUNTY 1/1/20 0.83%

GREATER OF TWO OPTIONS 3.72%

CALCULATION FACTOR FOR JUNE 30, 2020

PER CAPITA PERCENTAGE INCREASE 1.0373

POPULATION PERCENTAGE INCREASE 1.0372

TOTAL (PER CAPITA  x  POPULATION) 1.07588756

GROSS APPROPRIATION LIMIT JUNE 30, 2021 94,880,293$     

ADJUSTMENTS: 0

APPROPRIATIONS LIMIT FOR 2020-2021 94,880,293$     

PROCEEDS OF TAXES SUBJECT TO APPROPRIATION 18,311,953       

AMOUNT LIMIT EXCEEDS TAXES SUBJECT TO LIMIT 76,568,340$     

CONCLUSION:  THE CITY HAS NOT EXCEEDED ITS APPROPRIATION LIMIT FOR THE '19-'20 YEAR.

                             THE CITY WILL NOT EXCEEDED ITS APPROPRIATION LIMIT FOR THE '20-'21 YEAR.

(1) ALLOWED TO USE THE LARGER OF THE STATE'S PER CAPITA INCOME INCREASE OR THE CITY'S

INCREASE IN TAXABLE PROPERTY VALUES DUE TO NON-RESIDENTIAL CONSTRUCTION AS A 

PERCENTAGE OF THE TOTAL TAXABLE VALUE INCREASE. 

(2) ALLOWED TO USE THE LARGER OF CITY'S OR COUNTY'S PERCENTAGE POPULATION INCREASE
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CITY OF BEAUMONT
APPROPRIATION LIMIT CALCULATION

FOR THE YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 2022

APPROPRIATION LIMIT JUNE 30, 2021 94,880,293$     

PRICE CHANGE (1):

PER CAPITA INCOME 5.73%

NON-RESIDENTIAL 

       NEW CONSTRUCTION 1.91%

GREATER OF TWO OPTIONS 5.73%

POPULATION CHANGE (2):

BEAUMONT 1/1/21 1.85%

RIVERSIDE COUNTY 1/1/21 0.67%

GREATER OF TWO OPTIONS 1.85%

CALCULATION FACTOR FOR JUNE 30, 2021

PER CAPITA PERCENTAGE INCREASE 1.0573

POPULATION PERCENTAGE INCREASE 1.0185

TOTAL (PER CAPITA  x  POPULATION) 1.07686005

GROSS APPROPRIATION LIMIT JUNE 30, 2022 102,172,797$   

ADJUSTMENTS: 0

APPROPRIATIONS LIMIT FOR 2021-2022 102,172,797$   

PROCEEDS OF TAXES SUBJECT TO APPROPRIATION 21,424,656       

AMOUNT LIMIT EXCEEDS TAXES SUBJECT TO LIMIT 80,748,141$     

CONCLUSION:  THE CITY HAS NOT EXCEEDED ITS APPROPRIATION LIMIT FOR THE '20-'21 YEAR.

                             THE CITY WILL NOT EXCEEDED ITS APPROPRIATION LIMIT FOR THE '21-'22 YEAR.

(1) ALLOWED TO USE THE LARGER OF THE STATE'S PER CAPITA INCOME INCREASE OR THE CITY'S

INCREASE IN TAXABLE PROPERTY VALUES DUE TO NON-RESIDENTIAL CONSTRUCTION AS A 

PERCENTAGE OF THE TOTAL TAXABLE VALUE INCREASE. 

(2) ALLOWED TO USE THE LARGER OF CITY'S OR COUNTY'S PERCENTAGE POPULATION INCREASE
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RESOLUTION NO. 2022- 

 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BEAUMONT, 

CALIFORNIA APPROVING THE APPROPRIATION LIMIT FOR THE 2020-21 

AND 2021-22 FISCAL YEAR 

 

WHEREAS, this resolution is rescinding resolutions 2020-19 and 2021-27; and 

 

WHEREAS, Article XIIIB of the Constitution of the State of California was adopted in 

November 1979, establishing Proposition 4, placing limits on the amount of revenue which 

can be appropriated by any governmental agency in any fiscal year; and 

 

WHEREAS, Proposition 111 was adopted in June 1990, amending Proposition 4, to 

change adjustments factor’s to using the greater of the percentage change in population in 

the City or the County, and greater of the percentage change in per capita income or non-

residential new construction; and  

 

WHEREAS, the percentage change in population was 3.72% for FY2021 and 1.85% for 

FY2022 in the City of Beaumont and the percentage change in State per capital personal 

income was 3.73% for Fiscal Year 2020-21 and 5.73% for Fiscal Year 2021-22, and  

 

WHEREAS, the “proceeds of taxes” for the City of Beaumont will not exceed the 

appropriations limit for Fiscal Year 2020-21 and Fiscal Year 2021-22, 

 

NOW, THEREFORE IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of 

Beaumont, California, as follows: 

 

Section 1.  That the appropriations limit for the City of Beaumont for Fiscal Year 2020-

21 shall be $94,880,293 and for Fiscal Year 2021-22 shall be $103,059,285 

 

Section 2.   That the adjustment factors used in calculating the new limit shall be the 

percentage changes 1) in the population of the City of Beaumont, and 2) State per capita 

personal income change over prior year 

 

MOVED, PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of January 2022, by the following 

vote: 

 

AYES:    

NOES:  

ABSTAIN:  

ABSENT:  

 

       __________________________ 

       Lloyd White, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

 

______________________________ 

Deputy City Clerk 
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Robert Vestal, Assistant Public Works Director 

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  Accept Security Agreement and Performance and Payment Bond No. 

CMS0346632 for Street Improvements Associated with Tract Map No. 

27971-9 and Accept Security Agreement and Performance and 

Payment Bond No. 30128141 for Street Improvements Associated 

with Tract Map No. 36307 
  

Background and Analysis:  

The City requires all developers to provide security for public improvements consisting 

of, but not limited to, sewer improvements, street improvements, storm drain 

improvements, utility improvements, and monument improvements.  

 

RSI COMMUNITIES-CALIFORNIA, LLC 

 

The developer, RSI Communities-California, LLC (acquired by Taylor Morrison) is 

proposing to construct all work associated with the following improvements: 

 

 Public Works Project No. 17-4291, as shown on City File No. 3378, under 

Performance and Payment Bond No. CMS0346632 for Tract Map No. 27971-9. 

Improvements generally consist of curb and gutter, sidewalks, ac pavement, etc., 

along Santa Fe Court, Winchester Place, Topeka Way, Little Rock Place, and 

Albany Lane.  

 

RSI Communities-California, LLC has provided a security agreement and security in the 

form of a bond for the public improvements. The agreement has been reviewed by City 

staff and found to be consistent with the Beaumont Municipal Code.  
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Figure 1- Olivewood Community (Tract Map No. 27971-9) 

TRI POINTE HOMES IE-SD, INC. 

 

The developer, Tri Pointe Homes IE-SD, Inc. is proposing to construct all work 

associated with the following improvements: 

 

 Public Works Project No. 2021-0634, as shown on City File No. 3386, under 

Performance and Payment Bond No. 30128141 for Tract Map No. 36307. 

Improvements generally consist of sewer mains, manholes, and residential 

laterals within the tract boundary and along Oak Valley Parkway.  

 

Tri Pointe Homes IE-SD, Inc. has provided a security agreement and security in the 

form of a bond for the public improvements. The agreement has been reviewed by City 

staff and found to be consistent with the Beaumont Municipal Code.  
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Figure 2- Tract Map No. 36307 

 

The following table is a summary of the security recommended for acceptance: 

 

Table 1 

Security No. Security Type Type of 
Improvement 

Principal 

CMS0346632 Performance & 
Payment Bond 

Street  
Tract 27971-9 

RSI Communities-California, 
LLC 

30128141 Performance & 
Payment Bond 

Sewer 
Tract 36307 

Tri Pointe Homes IE-SD, Inc 

Fiscal Impact: 

The cost of preparing the staff report is estimated to be $750. 

 

Recommended Action: 

Accept Security Agreement and Performance and Payment Bond No. 

CMS0346632 for street improvements associated with Tract Map No. 27971-9, 

and 

Accept Security Agreement and Performance and Payment Bond No. 30128141 

for street improvements associated with Tract Map No. 36307. 
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Attachments: 

A. Performance and Payment Bond No. CMS0346632 and security agreement 

B. Performance and Payment Bond No. 30128141 and security agreement 
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V:\2042\active\2042495810\design\cost\tract-9\Tr. 27971-9 Total-City Bond Est.-170721.xls Page 2

PROJECT: DATE: 24-Aug-17

QTY. UNIT ITEM UNIT COST AMOUNT

Roadway Excavation

2,156        C.Y.
1. Projects with a grading plan area x 0.50'
(hinge point to hinge point)(134,571 sf) 20.00$                   43,120$                 
2. Projects without a grading plan (road 
area and side slopes to daylight
Cut (C) =                           Fill (f) = 

C.Y. (c or f) (a.) Excavate and Fill 0.40$                     -$                       

C.Y. (f - c) (b.) Excavate and Export 1.10$                     -$                       

(c.) Import and Fill 2.80$                     -$                       

If balance, provide (a.) only, either cut or fill

If export, provide (a.) & (b.), a = fill, b = cut - fill

If import, provide (a. ) & (c.), a = cut, c= fill - cut

(Unit costs for (a.), (b.) & (c.) are 20% of acrual

costs to assure that work will be corrected to 

eliminate hazardous conditions.)

-$                       

S.F. Remove A.C. Pavement 1.45$                     -$                       

L.F. Remove Curb and Gutter 18.00$                   -$                       

L.F. Remove A.C. Dike 3.00$                     -$                       

S.F. Remove Sidewalk 3.00$                     -$                       

110           L.F. Sawcut & Remove Exist. A.C. Pavement 2.45$                     270$                      

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

STREET IMPROVEMENTS

CITY OF BEAUMONT PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
IMPROVEMENT REQUIREMENT WORKSHEET

Tract 27971-9 Street, Storm Drain, and Sewer

76
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V:\2042\active\2042495810\design\cost\tract-9\Tr. 27971-9 Total-City Bond Est.-170721.xls 8/24/2017

PROJECT: DATE: 24-Aug-17

QTY. UNIT ITEM UNIT COST AMOUNT

L.F. Remove Chain Link Fence 7.50$                     -$                       

EA. Remove Barricade  $                 200.00 -$                       

2,422         TON
Asphalt Concrete - 144 lbs/cu. Ft. 
 (134,571   OnSite SF @ 3") 90.00$                   217,980$               

2,700         C.Y. Aggregate Base Class II (134,571  OnSite SF @ 6.50") 50.00$                   135,000$               

5                TON
Asphalt Emulsion (Fog Seal/Paint Binder)
                (1 ton = 240 gals) (134,571  OnSite SF) 600.00$                 3,000$                   

                apply at 0.05 + 0.03 = 0.08 gal/SY -$                       
S.F AC overlay (min. 0.10')

If export, provide (a) & (b), a=fill, b=cut-fill
If import, provide (a)&(C), a=cut, c=fill-cut
(Unit costs for (a), (b) & (C) are 20% of 
actual costs to assure that work will be
corrected to eliminate hazardous conditions.) 0.90$                     -$                       

S.F. Remove A.C. Pavement 1.45$                     -$                       

L.F. Curb and Gutter (Wedge Curb) 12.00$                   -$                       

7,860         L.F. Curb and Gutter (Type A-6) 15.00$                   117,900$               

L.F. Curb and Gutter (Type A-8) 17.00$                   -$                       

L.F. Type "C" Curb 12.00$                   -$                       

L.F. Type "D" Curb 15.00$                   -$                       

L.F. A.C. Dike (6") (incl. material & labor) 10.00$                   -$                       

L.F. A.C. Dike (8") (incl. Material & labor) 15.00$                   -$                       

S.F. P.C.C. Cross Gutter and Spandrels 10.00$                   -$                       

47,160       S.F. P.C.C. Sidewalk 6.00$                     282,960$               

SF P.C.C. Drive Approach 8.00$                     -$                       

20              EA. Handicapped Access Ramp 2,000.00$              40,000$                 

EA. P.C.C. Drive Approach 12.00$                   -$                       
(individual lot driveway approach per finished grading plan)

S.F. Cold Plane & Overlay Exist. A.C. Paving 4.00$                     -$                       

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

CITY OF BEAUMONT PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
IMPROVEMENT REQUIREMENT WORKSHEET

STREET IMPROVEMENTS (Cont'd.)

Tract 27971-9 Street, Storm Drain, and Sewer
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8/24/2017

PROJECT: DATE: 24-Aug-17

QTY. UNIT ITEM UNIT COST AMOUNT

7               EA. Street Name Sign 400.00$                 2,800$                   

EA.
Delineators-per Caltrans Std. A73C, 
Class 1, Type F 40.00$                   -$                       

EA.
Object Markers - Modified Type F 
Delineators, Riverside County 45.00$                   -$                       

L.F. Barricades 100.00$                 -$                       

L.F.
Utility Trench, one side (Edison, Telephone, Cable) 
(Total length of streets) 10.00$                   -$                       

L.F. Chain Link Fence (6') 80.00$                   -$                       

L.F. Remove Fence 4.00$                     -$                       

EA. Remove Power Pole 1,200.00$              -$                       

6               EA. Street Lights (including conduit) 5,000.00$              30,000$                 

EA. Street Trees (15 gallon) 150.00$                 -$                       

L.S. Landscape and Irrigation -$                       -$                       

EA. Concrete Bulkhead 200.00$                 -$                       

C.Y. Structural Reinforced Concrete 400.00$                 -$                       

EA. Slope Anchors for Pipes 300.00$                 -$                       

L.F. Cut Off Wall (Std. 2') 5.50$                     -$                       

EA. A.C. Overside Drain 800.00$                 -$                       

EA. Under Sidewalk Drain 2,000.00$              -$                       

S.F. Terrace Drains and Down Drains 6.50$                     -$                       

S.F. Interceptor Drains 6.50$                     -$                       

2 EA. Gutter Depression for Curb Opening Catchbasin 1,500.00$              3,000$                   

EA. Access Driveway for Storm Drain at Cul-de-Sac 640.00$                 -$                       

6 EA. "STOP" Pavement Marking 200.00$                 1,200$                   

L.F. Limit Line 2.00$                     -$                       

6 EA. RI "STOP SIGN" 250.00$                 1,500$                   

EA. W53 "NOT A THROUGH STREET" Sign 250.00$                 -$                       

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

CITY OF BEAUMONT PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
IMPROVEMENT REQUIREMENT WORKSHEET

STREET IMPROVEMENTS (Cont'd.)

Tract 27971-9 Street, Storm Drain, and Sewer
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8/24/2017

PROJECT: DATE: 24-Aug-17

QTY. UNIT ITEM UNIT COST AMOUNT

C.Y. Rip Rap (1/4 Ton) Method B 40.00$                   -$                       

C.Y. Rip Rap (1/2 Ton) Method B 45.00$                   -$                       

C.Y. Rip Rap (1 Ton) Method B 50.00$                   -$                       

C.Y. Rip Rap (2 Ton) Method B 55.00$                   -$                       

C.Y. Grouted Rip Rap (1/4 Ton) Method B 60.00$                   -$                       

C.Y. Grouted Rip Rap (1/2 Ton) Method B 67.00$                   -$                       

C.Y. Grouted Rip Rap (1Ton) Method B 75.00$                   -$                       

C.Y. Grouted Rip Rap (2 Ton) Method B 80.00$                   -$                       

L.F. 18" R.C.P. 113.00$                 -$                       

L.F. 24" R.C.P. 140.00$                 -$                       

L.F. 30" R.C.P. 150.00$                 -$                       

L.F. 36" R.C.P. 155.00$                 -$                       

L.F. 42" R.C.P. 160.00$                 -$                       

L.F. 48 " RCP 165.00$                 -$                       

L.F. 54" RCP 170.00$                 -$                       

L.F. 60" RCP 175.00$                 -$                       

L.F. 72" RCP 250.00$                 -$                       

0.001  1.00$                     -$                       

L.F.  1.00$                     -$                       

EA. H.D.P.E. Clean Out 400.00$                 -$                       

EA. Drain Basin 500.00$                 -$                       

EA. Curb Outlet 3,000.00$              -$                       

EA. Fossil Filters 500.00$                 -$                       

EA. 18" C.M.P. Wye 500.00$                 -$                       

EA. Riprap Headwall 1,000.00$              -$                       

EA. Concrete Collar 500.00$                 -$                       

EA. Outlet Structure 10,000.00$            -$                       

EA. -$                       

-$                       

-$                       

CITY OF BEAUMONT PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
IMPROVEMENT REQUIREMENT WORKSHEET

STREET IMPROVEMENTS (Cont'd.)

Tract 27971-9 Street, Storm Drain, and Sewer
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8/24/2017

PROJECT: DATE: 24-Aug-17

QTY. UNIT ITEM UNIT COST AMOUNT

L.F. 60" C.S.P. 120.00$                 -$                       

EA. Catch Basin W = 4' 2,200.00$              -$                       

EA. Catch Basin W = 7' 4,000.00$              -$                       

EA. Catch Basin W = 10' 6,000.00$              -$                       

EA. Catch Basin W = 14' 7,800.00$              -$                       

EA. Catch Basin W = 21' 12,000.00$            -$                       

EA. Type IX Inlet 3,000.00$              -$                       

EA. Type X Inlet 3,000.00$              -$                       

EA. Junction Structure No. 1 3,000.00$              -$                       

EA. Junction Structure No. 2 3,000.00$              -$                       

EA. Junction Structure No. 6 3,700.00$              -$                       

EA. Transition Structure No. 1 12,500.00$            -$                       

EA. Transition Structure No. 3 2,700.00$              -$                       

EA. Manhole No. 1 2,700.00$              -$                       

EA. Manhole No. 2 3,300.00$              -$                       

EA. Manhole No. 3 2,700.00$              -$                       

EA. Manhole No. 4 5,000.00$              -$                       

EA. Adjust Water Valve (if no water plan) 250.00$                 -$                       

EA. Adjust MH to grade (if no sewer plan) 600.00$                 -$                       

EA. Headwall 5,000.00$              -$                       

Remove & Dispose of Interferring 30" Storm Drain

L.S. and 36" Riser 700.00$                 -$                       

EA. Remove & Dispose of RCB Headwall & Wingwall 12,000.00$            -$                       

L.F. and Concrete Bulkhead 30.00$                   -$                       

EA. Outlet Structure (Line A & B) 7,000.00$              -$                       

EA. Remove Existing Headwall 1,500.00$              -$                       

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

CITY OF BEAUMONT PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
IMPROVEMENT REQUIREMENT WORKSHEET

STREET IMPROVEMENTS (Cont'd.)

Tract 27971-9 Street, Storm Drain, and Sewer
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8/24/2017

PROJECT: DATE: 24-Aug-17

QTY. UNIT ITEM UNIT COST AMOUNT

EA. Water Quality Structure 5,000.00$              -$                       

LS Concrete Inlet Apron 11,000.00$            -$                       

LS Emergency Spillway 27,000.00$            -$                       

LS 84" Storm Drain Grate 8,500.00$              -$                       

SF 3' Wide V-Gutter (945 LF) 7.00$                     -$                       

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

-$                       

Subtotal: -$                    

A. Subtotal 878,730$            

B.  Contingency (15%) 131,809$            

C. Streets/Drainage Total (A + B) 1,010,539$         

CITY OF BEAUMONT PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
IMPROVEMENT REQUIREMENT WORKSHEET

STREET IMPROVEMENTS (Cont'd.)

*************************************************************************************************************************************

Tract 27971-9 Street, Storm Drain, and Sewer
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8/24/2017

PROJECT: DATE: 24-Aug-17

Show quantities on this sheet only if project has a sewer plan. If no water plan, then show applicable
quantities as part of street improvements.

QTY. UNIT ITEM UNIT COST AMOUNT

L.F. 4" V.C.P. (45 Lots @ 25' Avg. Length & 5' for cleanout) 15.00$                   -$                       

L.F. 4" P.V.C. Force Main & Fittings 26.00$                   -$                       

L.F. 8" V.C.P. 30.00$                   -$                       

L.F. 10" V.C.P. 35.00$                   -$                       

L.F. 12" V.C.P. 40.00$                   -$                       

L.F. 15" V.C.P. 50.00$                   -$                       

17             EA. Standard or Terminus Manholes 2,500.00$              42,500$                 

EA. Drop Manholes 4,000.00$              -$                       

EA. Cleanouts 500.00$                 -$                       

EA. Sewer Y's 30.00$                   -$                       

EA. Chimneys 400.00$                 -$                       

17             EA. Adjust M.H. to grade 500.00$                 8,500$                   

L.F. Concrete Encasement 35.00$                   -$                       

EA. 4" P.V.C. Misc. Fittings 120.00$                 -$                       

L.F. Sewer Pipe Sleeving 45.00$                   -$                       

EA. Sewer Lift Station -$                       

61             EA. Backflow prevention device 400.00$                 24,400$                 

2,870        L.F. 4" P.V.C Sewer Lateral 17.00$                   48,790$                 

3,610        L.F. 8" P.V.C. 35.00$                   126,350$               

1               L.F. 8" P.V.C. Misc. Fittings and Plugs 200.00$                 200$                      

1               EA. Remove 8" Plug 200.00$                 200$                      

-$                       

A. Subtotal 250,940$            

B. Contingency (15% x A) 37,641$              

C. Sewer Total (A + B) 288,581$            

CITY OF BEAUMONT PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
IMPROVEMENT REQUIREMENT WORKSHEET

SEWER IMPROVEMENTS

*************************************************************************************************************************************

Tract 27971-9 Street, Storm Drain, and Sewer
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PROJECT NAME:

DATE:

PP, CUP NO.: BY:

IMPROVEMENTS FAITHFUL PERFORMANCE 100%

Streets/Drainage

Sewer

Total

Warranty Retension (22.5%)

Street/Drainage Plan Check Fees = 

Sewer Plan Check Fees = 

Street Inspection Fees = 

Sewer Inspection Fees = 

determining bonding, plan check and inspection costs.

Above amounts do include additional 20% for recordation prior to having signed plans 

 

Above amounts do not x include additional 20% for recordation prior to having signed plans 

Engineer's Signature Date

Name typed or printed

FORM $ UNIT COSTS REVISED 09/06

1. Quantities to be taken from improvement plans, Unit costs to be as provided on "City of Beaumont

Improvement Requirement Worksheet".

2. Show Bond Amounts to the nearest $500.

3.

Engineer should be used.

CITY OF BEAUMONT PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

CONSTRUCTION COST WORKSHEET

Samuel Menache

Tournament Hills - Tract 36307 Sewer Improvements

19-Nov-21

LABOR & MATERIALS SECURITY         100%

 

Construction Costs)

-$                             

394,657.00$                 

determined to be too low in the opinion of the Design Engineer, the higher costs as provided by the Design

John D. Tanner III

Civil Engineer's Stamp

*****PLEASE READ INSTRUCTIONS BELOW*****

For construction items not covered by "City of Beaumont Improvement Worksheet", Design Engineer 

is to provide his opinion of construction cost and use of that cost. If City of Beaumont Unit Costs are 

394,657.00$                 

to construct the above project and the mathematical extensions using City's unit costs are accurate for 

Construction items and their quantities as shown on attached sheets are accurate for the improvements required  

DESIGN ENGINEERS CALCULATIONS OF IMPROVEMENT BONDING COSTS

-$                             

-$                             

9,866.43$                     

15,786.28$                   

88,797.83$                   

11/19/2021

10/8/202112/1/2021

Approved
NV5

12/09/2021
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PROJECT: DATE: 11/19/2021

Show quantities on this sheet only if project has a sewer plan. If no water plan, then show applicable

quantities as part of street improvements.

QTY. UNIT ITEM UNIT COST AMOUNT

4,092        L.F. 4" P.V.C. (124 Lots @ 28' Avg. Length & 5' for cleanout) 15.00$                   61,380$                 

L.F. 4" P.V.C. Force Main & Fittings 26.00$                   -$                       

4,625        L.F. 8" P.V.C. 30.00$                   138,750$               

L.F. 10" V.C.P. 35.00$                   -$                       

L.F. 12" V.C.P. 40.00$                   -$                       

L.F. 15" V.C.P. 50.00$                   -$                       

24             EA. Standard or Terminus Manholes 2,500.00$              60,000$                 

3               EA. Deep Manholes 4,000.00$              12,000$                 

125           EA. Cleanouts 500.00$                 62,500$                 

EA. Sewer Y's 25.00$                   -$                       

EA. Chimneys 400.00$                 -$                       

EA. Adjust M.H. to grade 500.00$                 -$                       

L.F. Concrete Encasement 35.00$                   -$                       

1               EA. Remove 8" Plug and join to exist. sewer 300.00$                 300$                      

L.F. Sewer Pipe Sleeving 36.00$                   -$                       

1               EA. Core Drill & Connect 8" Sewer into Ex Manhole 1,500.00$              1,500$                   

27             EA. Backflow prevention device 250.00$                 6,750$                   

L.F. 12" P.V.C. 40.00$                   -$                       

LS Remove Existing Manhole and Sewer Line 20,000.00$            -$                       

A. Subtotal 343,180$            

B. Contingency (15% x A) 51,477$              

C. Sewer Total (A + B) 394,657$            

CITY OF BEAUMONT PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

IMPROVEMENT REQUIREMENT WORKSHEET

SEWER IMPROVEMENTS

***************************************************************************************************************************************************************

Tournament Hills - Tract 36307 Sewer Improvements

11/19/2021
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Jennifer Ustation, Finance Director 

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  FY2022 General Fund and Wastewater Budget to Actual through 

December 2021, and Second Quarter Investment Report and 

Certification 
  

Background and Analysis:  

City staff has updated the analysis of the General Fund and Wastewater Fund for 

FY2022 with results through December 2021.  

 

General Fund Analysis: 

 

 Four months of sales tax has been received and is trending higher than budget; 

 Increased building permit activity in comparison to prior years while reporting of 

other permitting revenues appear to be lower, mostly due to applying invoices 

directly to deposits; 

 Low-rate market is continuing to keep interest earnings estimated lower than 

budget, however, funds have been deposited with the trustee for investment with 

Public Trust. Will monitor results and report quarterly; 

 13 of 26 pay periods have been reported and costs are trending lower than 

budget; 

 Recruitment costs are trending high; 

 Utilities are trending high; and 

 Contractual services are trending lower than budget. The first quarter fire service 

invoice has been paid and was $914,004.51.  

 

The attached report (Attachment A) provides preliminary estimates reflecting the initial 

six months of FY2022. Estimates will be reviewed and revised as actual fiscal activity is 

recorded. Property tax is received in January and May of each year. Four months of 

sales tax has been received and has outperformed forecasts thus far. Building permit 

activity is also trending high however other permit activity will be decreased due to a 

change in deposit accounting. Investment income remains lower than budget and will be 
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closely monitored.  Personnel costs are trending to have a savings; however, 

recruitment is trending high. On August 3, 2021, City Council approved a budget 

amendment for unspent prior year appropriations and reappropriated $214,799 for 

FY2022. This allows for $741,845 of available funds for City Council to appropriate 

throughout the year.  

 

Wastewater Fund Analysis: 

 

 Two of six utility billings recorded; 

 Low-rate market continuing to keep interest earnings estimated lower than 

budget, will monitor continuing results; 

 13 of 26 pay periods recorded and costs are trending lower than budget; 

 Fuel costs are trending higher than budget; 

 Utilities are trending higher than budget; and 

 One of two debt service payments have been recorded. 

 

Based on year-end projections the Wastewater Fund is trending to have approximately 

$574,000 to be retained for utility reserves for FY2022. This is driven by savings in both 

personnel and operating costs and a slight increase of revenues. 

 

FY2022 2nd Quarter Investment Report and Certification 
 
Pursuant to the City’s Investment Policy approved on May 18, 2021, and in accordance 

with Government Code Section 53646(8)(1), the Quarterly Investment Report is 

included in this report. City staff has added investments held with the third-party 

trustees to the report for compliance with the investment policy and a Pooled Cash 

Report to complement the quarterly reports.  

 

The significant transactions during the quarter were as follows: 

 

 Wire transfer from Citibank to Trustee US Bank in the amount of $15,000,000 for 

investment within the portfolio managed by Public Trust Advisors, and 

 

 LAIF interest for the quarter ended September 30, 2021, was credited to the 

City’s LAIF account in October in the amount of $45,437.24. In comparison, the 

interest earned in the same quarter for the previous year was $127,958.26 which 

is due to an interest rate decrease from .84% to .24%. 

Fiscal Impact: 
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City staff estimates the cost to prepare this report to be $1,072. 

 

Recommended Action: 

Receive and file the attached reports. 

Attachments: 

A. General Fund Budget to Actual through December 2021 

B. Wastewater Fund Budget to Actual through December 2021 

C. Pooled Cash Investments Holding Report as of December 31, 2021 

D. Pooled Cash Report as of December 31, 2021 

E. Investment Certification for Quarter Ending December 31, 2021 

F. Wilmington Trust Security Listing as of December 31, 2021 

G. Public Trust Investment Report as of December 31, 2021 
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Budget Comparison Report
General Fund Budget to Actual through December 2021

Estimated Beginning Fund Balance: 17.6M

 Parent Budget 
 2019‐2020
YTD Activity
Through Per 

 2020‐2021
YTD Activity
Through Per 

 2021‐2022
YTD Activity
Through Per 

 2021‐2022
V3 

 FY2022 
Estimate 

Notes

Category: 40 ‐ TAXES
400 ‐ Real Property Taxes 1,546,664.86         1,948,016.49         1,958,435.29         6,516,588.00         6,516,588.00     
403 ‐ Personal Property Taxes 235,787.70             210,630.22             207,936.32             277,822.00             236,232.00        
409 ‐ Sales Taxes 1,967,724.51         2,701,167.22         3,882,578.33         6,926,638.00        

7,992,630.00     
 Sales Tax higher 
than anticipated 

420 ‐ Other Taxes 782,188.11             924,782.06             879,471.83             8,462,873.00         8,570,667.00     
Total Category: 40 ‐ TAXES: 4,532,365.18         5,784,595.99         6,928,421.77         22,183,921.00       23,316,117.00   

Category: 41 ‐ LICENSES
430 ‐ Business Licenses 128,456.28             208,637.10             128,138.20             405,000.00             402,350.00        

Total Category: 41 ‐ LICENSES: 128,456.28             208,637.10             128,138.20             405,000.00             402,350.00        

Category: 42 ‐ PERMITS
450 ‐ Building Permits 1,216,346.50         885,555.66             1,676,864.79         2,857,250.00         3,153,727.00     
453 ‐ Inspections 98,753.05               187,800.70             25,000.00               376,200.00             113,520.00        
456 ‐ Other Permits 226,416.39             281,031.96             320,663.23             746,575.00             641,326.00        
515 ‐ Public Works ‐                           ‐                           2,039.98                 ‐                           2,040.00            

Total Category: 42 ‐ PERMITS: 1,541,515.94         1,354,388.32         2,024,568.00         3,980,025.00         3,910,613.00     

Category: 43 ‐ FRANCHISE FEES
406 ‐ Franchise Fees 6,747,833.31         1,222,949.47         1,694,124.31         3,111,474.00         3,033,112.00     

Total Category: 43 ‐ FRANCHISE FEES: 6,747,833.31         1,222,949.47         1,694,124.31         3,111,474.00         3,033,112.00     

Category: 45 ‐ INTERGOVERNMENTAL
465 ‐ State ‐                           ‐                           ‐                           ‐                          
470 ‐ Local 2,549.65                 ‐                           ‐                           ‐                          

Total Category: 45 ‐ INTERGOVERNMENTAL: 2,549.65                 ‐                           ‐                           ‐                          

Category: 47 ‐ CHARGES FOR SERVICE
500 ‐ Sanitation 112,614.53             19,428.94               ‐                           ‐                           -                     
505 ‐ Animal Control 46,142.88               52,142.31               42,460.24               111,564.00             84,920.00          
510 ‐ Community Development 2,534.00                 1,982.00                 1,906.00                 6,135.00                 3,812.00            
515 ‐ Public Works 3,829.00                 43,520.06               ‐                           15,500.00               5,500.00            
525 ‐ Abatements 6,173.50                 16,838.47               11,175.20               67,399.00               56,318.00          
530 ‐ Public Safety 46,254.73               71,600.90               284,989.04             450,496.00             569,978.00        
535 ‐ Facilities 65,680.74               44,893.68               107,947.47             131,020.00             215,894.00        
540 ‐ Programs 53,737.00               500.00                     7,216.00                 18,750.00               14,432.00          
545 ‐ Other 25,774.34               76,019.65               14,310.45               280,050.00             247,050.00        
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Total Category: 47 ‐ CHARGES FOR SERVICE: 362,740.72             326,926.01             470,004.40             1,080,914.00         1,197,904.00     

Category: 50 ‐ FINES AND FORFEITURES
555 ‐ Vehicle 37,997.56               28,552.95               34,212.93               76,608.00               68,424.00          
557 ‐ Other 19,532.88               6,587.60                 22,323.36               52,195.00               53,575.00          

Total Category: 50 ‐ FINES AND FORFEITURES: 57,530.44               35,140.55               56,536.29               128,803.00             121,999.00        

Category: 53 ‐ COST RECOVERY
465 ‐ State 24,854.02               ‐                           13,226.32               20,000.00               26,592.00          
565 ‐ Other Income 292,247.92             102,732.89             281,649.96             432,500.00             542,335.00        

Total Category: 53 ‐ COST RECOVERY: 317,101.94             102,732.89             294,876.28             452,500.00             568,927.00        

Category: 54 ‐ MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES
560 ‐ Investment Earnings (134,576.89)           (54,393.94)              10,054.33               275,000.00             75,000.00           Interest rates 

continue to be 
low 

565 ‐ Other Income 24,191.55               15,401.68               17,221.37               34,000.00               34,442.00          
Total Category: 54 ‐ MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES: (110,385.34)           (38,992.26)              27,275.70               309,000.00             109,442.00        

Category: 58 ‐ OTHER FINANCING SOURCES
595 ‐ Sale of Assets 13,400.00               ‐                           1,128.51                 ‐                           1,128.00            
599 ‐ Other (33.82)                      (26.99)                      94.06                       ‐                           94.00                 

Total Category: 58 ‐ OTHER FINANCING SOURCES: 13,366.18               (26.99)                      1,222.57                 ‐                           1,222.00            

Category: 90 ‐ TRANSFERS
900 ‐ Transfers 1,408,140.30         5,046,491.66         2,410,134.81         7,859,575.00         7,859,575.00      All transfers 

expected to be 
made 

Total Category: 90 ‐ TRANSFERS: 1,408,140.30         5,046,491.66         2,410,134.81         7,859,575.00         7,859,575.00     

Total Revenue 15,001,214.60   14,042,842.74   14,035,302.33   39,511,212.00   40,521,261.00   

Category: 60 ‐ PERSONNEL SERVICES
600 ‐ SALARIES AND WAGES 5,476,952.63         6,187,209.01         6,907,454.24         14,705,777.00       14,467,504.00   

 13 of 26 pay 
periods recorded 

610 ‐ BENEFITS 4,039,956.98         3,484,045.84         3,425,820.35         6,538,910.00         5,905,141.00     
615 ‐ OTHER 120,130.58             125,292.17             148,046.34             299,816.00             296,092.00        
699 ‐ OTHER 8,517.49                 8,501.25                 9,531.80                 95,850.00               95,850.00          

Total Category: 60 ‐ PERSONNEL SERVICES: 9,645,557.68         9,805,048.27         10,490,852.73       21,640,353.00       20,764,587.00   

Category: 65 ‐ OPERATING COSTS
615 ‐ OTHER 18,077.56               20,783.70               29,389.00               35,000.00               58,778.00          
650 ‐ UTILITIES 894,882.03             853,558.00             1,016,838.11         1,624,392.00         2,033,676.00      Utilities running 

high 
655 ‐ ADMINISTRATIVE 202,574.96             186,780.74             194,049.61             642,892.00             579,132.00        
660 ‐ FLEET COSTS 189,890.10             194,349.33             238,571.25             415,389.00             552,571.00        
665 ‐ PROGRAM COSTS 359,860.48             463,146.19             333,522.66             750,250.00             697,044.00        
670 ‐ REPAIRS AND MAINTENANCE 150,369.48             328,426.03             367,679.80             885,627.00             835,500.00        
675 ‐ SUPPLIES 148,305.47             113,582.46             264,793.45             998,261.00             885,486.00        
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680 ‐ SPECIAL SERVICES 395,743.24             77,201.04               302,389.07             946,200.00             804,778.00        
690 ‐ CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 1,340,077.50         1,283,132.51         1,913,450.58         7,337,385.00         7,126,901.00      1st Qtr Fire 

Invoice Paid 
697 ‐ ADMIN OVERHEAD (375,000.00)           ‐                           ‐                           ‐                           -                     
699 ‐ OTHER 1,157,062.72         1,539,979.68         1,809,749.30         1,915,874.00         1,915,874.00     

Total Category: 65 ‐ OPERATING COSTS: 4,481,843.54         5,060,939.68         6,470,432.83         15,551,270.00       15,489,740.00   
Category: 70 ‐ CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

700 ‐ EQUIPMENT 25,047.51               41,115.21               141,249.30             344,751.00             344,751.00        
703 ‐ FURNITURE 6,465.81                 ‐                           ‐                           ‐                          
705 ‐ VEHICLE 180,960.09             171,957.72             268,520.11             848,626.00             848,626.00        
710 ‐ STRUCTURE ‐                           ‐                           62,500.00               ‐                          

Total Category: 70 ‐ CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS: 212,473.41             213,072.93             472,269.41             1,193,377.00         1,193,377.00     

Category: 77 ‐ CONTINGENCY
770 ‐ CONTINGENCY ‐                           ‐                           ‐                           150,000.00             150,000.00        

Total Category: 77 ‐ CONTINGENCY: ‐                           ‐                           ‐                           150,000.00             150,000.00        

Category: 90 ‐ TRANSFERS
900 ‐ Transfers 5,527.53                 8,226.53                 ‐                           449,166.00             449,166.00        

Total Category: 90 ‐ TRANSFERS: 5,527.53                 8,226.53                 ‐                           449,166.00             449,166.00        

Total Expense 14,345,402.16   15,087,287.41   17,433,554.97   38,984,166.00   38,046,870.00   

Total Fund 100 - General Fund 655,812.44        (1,044,444.67)    (3,398,252.64)    527,046.00        2,474,391.00     

Add Back Reaapropriation of Unspent Funds 214,799.00        214,799.00        

Funds Over/(Under) Budget 741,845.00        2,689,190.00     

Estimated Ending Fund Balance $20.2m
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Budget Comparison Report
City of Beaumont, CA
through December 2021

Estimated Beginning Fund Balance: $6.4m
 Parent Budget 

 2019‐2020
YTD Activity
Through Per 

 2020‐2021
YTD Activity
Through Per 

 2021‐2022
YTD Activity
Through Per 

 2021‐2022
V3 

 FY2022 Estimate Notes

Category: 42 ‐ PERMITS
453 ‐ Inspections ‐                          ‐                          150.00                  ‐                           150.00                   

Total Category: 42 ‐ PERMITS: ‐                          ‐                          150.00                  ‐                           150.00                   

Category: 50 ‐ FINES AND FORFEITURES
557 ‐ Other ‐                          1,945.93                ‐                         5,000.00                 5,000.00                

Total Category: 50 ‐ FINES AND FORFEITURES: ‐                          1,945.93                ‐                         5,000.00                 5,000.00                

Category: 53 ‐ COST RECOVERY
565 ‐ Other Income 6,236.10                ‐                          283.28                  5,000.00                 5,000.00                

Total Category: 53 ‐ COST RECOVERY: 6,236.10                ‐                          283.28                  5,000.00                 5,000.00                

Category: 54 ‐ MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES
560 ‐ Investment Earnings 26,906.66              15,155.56              2,528.65              25,000.00               25,000.00              

Total Category: 54 ‐ MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES: 26,906.66             15,155.56             2,528.65              25,000.00               25,000.00              

Category: 56 ‐ PROPRIETARY REVENUES
570 ‐ WasteWater 3,358,563.51        3,342,710.74        3,705,206.17      12,300,500.00       12,305,162.00       2 of 6 billings 

recorded
Total Category: 56 ‐ PROPRIETARY REVENUES: 3,358,563.51        3,342,710.74        3,705,206.17      12,300,500.00       12,305,162.00       

Category: 58 ‐ OTHER FINANCING SOURCES
599 ‐ Other ‐                          ‐                          1,260.00              ‐                           1,260.00                

Total Category: 58 ‐ OTHER FINANCING SOURCES: ‐                          ‐                          1,260.00              ‐                           1,260.00                

Total Revenue 3,391,706.27        3,359,812.23        3,709,428.10      12,335,500.00       12,341,572.00          

Category: 60 ‐ PERSONNEL SERVICES
600 ‐ SALARIES AND WAGES 552,765.76           556,643.36           703,042.78          1,743,067.00         1,576,389.00         13 out of 26 

pay periods 
recorded

610 ‐ BENEFITS 195,939.56           184,079.40           259,226.47          648,237.00             497,775.59            
615 ‐ OTHER 9,207.22                8,647.60                10,613.06            24,103.00               21,226.00              
699 ‐ OTHER 545.37                   1,387.70                1,305.29              12,300.00               12,300.00              

Total Category: 60 ‐ PERSONNEL SERVICES: 758,457.91           750,758.06           974,187.60          2,427,707.00         2,107,690.59         

Category: 65 ‐ OPERATING COSTS
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615 ‐ OTHER ‐                          ‐                          ‐                         ‐                           -                        
650 ‐ UTILITIES 420,336.18           334,364.01           409,419.51          767,796.00             818,839.00            Utilities 

running high
655 ‐ ADMINISTRATIVE 46,137.09              118,296.50           67,541.35            187,475.00             163,717.00            
660 ‐ FLEET COSTS 13,870.48              13,763.29              22,903.02            34,820.00               45,806.00              Fuel costs 

running high
670 ‐ REPAIRS AND MAINTENANCE 38,351.75              21,473.86              50,100.66            96,200.00               100,200.00            
675 ‐ SUPPLIES 89,123.44              176,710.71           201,911.36          553,900.00             490,122.00            
690 ‐ CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 325,316.35           365,341.84           521,365.32          1,318,816.00         1,261,996.00         
697 ‐ ADMIN OVERHEAD 325,000.00           ‐                          ‐                         ‐                           -                        
699 ‐ OTHER 89,702.09              30,557.98              140,007.85          649,050.00             456,399.00            

Total Category: 65 ‐ OPERATING COSTS: 1,347,837.38        1,060,508.19        1,413,249.07      3,608,057.00         3,337,079.00         

Category: 70 ‐ CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS
700 ‐ EQUIPMENT ‐                          76,137.94              221,278.85          198,638.00             221,279.00            
705 ‐ VEHICLE ‐                          ‐                          98,347.60            215,000.00             215,000.00            
750 ‐ OTHER ‐                          ‐                          ‐                         263,693.00             263,693.00            

Total Category: 70 ‐ CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS: ‐                          76,137.94             319,626.45          677,331.00             699,972.00            

Category: 90 ‐ TRANSFERS
900 ‐ Transfers 3,013,214.96        3,496,843.75        3,030,398.25      5,622,405.00         5,622,405.00         All transfers 

expected to be 
made

Total Category: 90 ‐ TRANSFERS: 3,013,214.96        3,496,843.75        3,030,398.25      5,622,405.00         5,622,405.00         

Total Expense 5,119,510.25    5,384,247.94    5,737,461.37   12,335,500.00   11,767,146.59       

Total Fund 700 - Wastewater Fund (1,727,803.98)  (2,024,435.71)  (2,028,033.27) -                     574,425.41            

Estimated Ending Fund Balance: $6.9m
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DESCRIPTION OF SECURITY
COUPON 
RATE

MATURITY 
DATE

*INVEST 
RATING

PURCH 
DATE COST VALUE MARKET VALUE

Deposit Accounts
Citibank Checking (Pooled Cash) N/A N/A NR N/A 28,069,033.24    28,069,033.24   
Bank of Hemet ‐ Payroll N/A N/A NR N/A 429,674.39         429,674.39        
Bank of Hemet ‐ Gas Tax 0.1 N/A NR N/A 2,797,138.76      2,797,138.76     
Bank of Hemet ‐ Evidence and Seizure Fund 0.1 N/A NR N/A 308,502.00         308,502.00        
Bank of Hemet ‐ Construction 0.1 N/A NR N/A 4,701,937.31      4,701,937.31     

36,306,285.70   

Certificates of Deposit
Bank of Hemet 0.75 3/27/2023 NR 3/27/2019 200,000.00         204,175.96        

Local Agency Investment Fund (LAIF) N/A Varies NR Varies 74,664,036.40    74,664,036.40   

Cash & Equivalents N/A N/A NR N/A 18,174,505.91    18,174,505.91   

Fixed Income Securities Varies Varies Varies Varies 26,378,293.00    26,378,293.00   

Cash & Equivalents N/A N/A NR N/A 5,448,646.28      5,448,646.28     

Fixed Income Securities Varies Varies Varies Varies 9,551,353.72      9,532,883.91     

CITY OF BEAUMONT
POOLED INVESTMENT PORTFOLIO HOLDINGS

December 31, 2021

Cash and Investment Held by Third Party Trustee (Wilmington Trust)

Cash and Investment Held by Third Party Trustee (US Bank)
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Pooled Cash Report
For the Period Ending 12/31/2021

Fund (Claim 
on Cash) Account Name Beginning Balance Current Activity  Current Balance 

100 General Fund 24,923,132.77      (6,510,624.74)      18,412,508.03     
110 Successor Agency (RDA) 176.86                    ‐                         176.86                   
120 Self Insurance 2,850,703.71        1,583.14               2,852,286.85       
200 Highway Users Tax (GAS) (1,092,527.10)       54,354.31             (368,698.40)         
201 SB1 1,344,647.81        ‐                         240,119.48           
202 Measure A 2,188,730.26        649,309.22           2,838,039.48       
205 Motor Vehicle Subvention (AB2766) 604,838.88            (130,300.11)          474,538.77           
210 Public, Education, Govt (PEG) 17,578.10              (2,300.20)              15,277.90             
215 Community Development/Grants (CDBG) 1,621,203.61        (287,090.45)          1,334,113.16       
220 Citizen Option Public Safety (COPS) 344,212.65            52,345.91             396,558.56           
225 Asset Seizures ‐ State 53,684.69              48.38                     53,733.07             
230 Asset Seizures ‐ Federal ‐                          1.04                       1.04                       
240 Other Special Revenue Fund 251,662.35            30,435.41             282,097.76           
250 Community Facitlities District (CFD)‐Admin 1,605,650.01        (126,652.77)          1,478,997.24       
255 Community Facilities District (CFD)‐Maint 562,956.76            54,415.57             617,372.33           
260 Community Facilities District (CFD)‐Public Safety 530,228.80            8,714.60               538,943.40           
500 General Capital Projects 8,913,471.72        (3,445,450.39)      5,468,021.33       
505 Equipment Replacement 213,859.86            (78,655.72)            135,204.14           
510 Community Facilities District 13,674,329.23      (18,605.18)            13,655,724.05     
550 Other Mitigation 13,386.87              6.18                       13,393.05             
552 Basic Services Mitigation 1,304,736.11        93,381.56             1,398,117.67       
554 General Plan Mitigation 15,057.03              56,854.55             71,911.58             
555 Recreational Facilities Mitigation 1,542,055.62        168,614.82           1,710,670.44       
556 Traffic Signal Mitigation 1,776,866.76        (15,227.95)            1,761,638.81       
558 Railroad Crossing Mitigation 2,464,172.48        103,702.45           2,567,874.93       
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559 Police Facilities Mitigation 1,219,577.30        154,369.51           1,373,946.81       
560 Fire Station Mitigation 4,939,419.93        173,903.98           5,113,323.91       
562 Road and Bridge Mitigation 11,602,401.73      617,086.26           12,219,487.99     
564 Recycled Water Mitigation 3,310,143.88        759,008.93           4,069,152.81       
566 Emergency Preparedness Mitigation (928,736.64)          402,029.76           (526,706.88)         
567 Community Park Mitigation 1,177,004.94        188,147.84           1,365,152.78       
568 Regional Park Mitigation 1,940,879.42        903.33                   1,941,782.75       
569 Neighborhood Parks Mitigation 1,545,416.48        227,746.55           1,773,163.03       
570 Pass Thru DIF Fund 6,748,659.25        (413,004.33)          6,335,654.92       
600 Internal Service Fund 6,418,539.73        229,001.55           6,647,541.28       
700 Wastewater 7,735,008.83        (5,113,636.49)      2,621,372.34       
705 Wastewater Mitigation 8,718,656.65        1,741,843.29        10,460,499.94     
710 Wastewater Capital Projects (2,096,324.02)       2,096,324.02        ‐                         
750 Transit 1,215,145.09        127,210.69           1,342,355.78       
755 Transit GASB 89,213.00              ‐                         89,213.00             
760 Transit Capital Projects 107,108.29            (597,158.66)          (490,050.37)         
840 City of Beaumont CFD 18,458,673.90      (12,553,805.81)    5,904,868.09       
850 Beaumont Finance Authority ‐                          ‐                         ‐                         
855 Beaumont Public Improv Authority 0.01                        ‐                         0.01                       
860 Evidence 31,426.05              (49.42)                    31,376.63             

137,957,029.66    (21,736,273.31)    116,220,756.35   
Total Claim on Cash

Cash In Bank
Pooled Cash 61,721,777.79      (33,652,744.55)    28,069,033.24     
LAIF 74,557,724.93      106,311.47           74,664,036.40     

Total Cash in the Bank 136,279,502.72    (33,546,433.08)    102,733,069.64   

Due to Other Funds
999 Due to Other Funds 63,399,304.73      (21,842,584.70)    41,556,720.03     

Total Due to Other Funds 63,399,304.73      (21,842,584.70)    41,556,720.03     

Cash in Bank 136,279,502.72    102,733,069.64   
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Claim on Cash 137,957,029.66    116,220,756.35   
Difference (1,677,526.94)       (13,487,686.71)    

Pooled Cash 61,721,777.79      28,069,033.24     
Due to Other Funds 63,399,304.73      41,556,720.03     

(1,677,526.94)       (13,487,686.79)    

Total Difference (0.00)                       0.08                       
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Security Listing
For 630 Accounts

As of Date 12/31/2021

Portfolio Type/Currency(Local) Account Short Title Issue ID Short Description
Original

Unit Cost
Market
Value

Interest
Rate

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 1994 A & B 99Y805WV4
BEAU CFD 94A NO.1 7.99% R2 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y805WV4 100.0000 1.00 7.9900

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 1994 A & B 99Y805WW2
BEAU CFD 94A NO.2 7.99% R2 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y805WW2 100.0000 1.00 7.9900

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 1994 A & B 99Y805WX0
BEAU CFD 94A NO.4 8.35% R2 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y805WX0 100.0000 1.00 8.3500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 1994 A & B 99Y805WY8
BEAU CFD 94A NO.5 7.99% R2 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y805WY8 100.0000 1.00 7.9900

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 1994 A & B 99Y805WZ5
BEAU CFD 94A NO.6B 7.99% R2 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y805WZ5 100.0000 1.00 7.9900

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 1994 A & B 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.48 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 5.48

5.48

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 1994 - REVENUE FUND 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 107,619.81 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 107,619.81

107,619.81

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 1994 - INTEREST ACCT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 8,107.80 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 8,107.80

8,107.80

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 1994 - RESIDUAL ACCT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 157,852.43 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 157,852.43

157,852.43

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 1994 - RESERVE FUND 99Y806TG9

BAYERISCHE LANDESBANK INVMT AGMT
CUSIP: 99Y806TG9

100.0000 780,000.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 1994 - RESERVE FUND 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 124,852.28 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 904,852.28

904,852.28

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 1994 BONDS 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.04 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.04

1.04

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 AREA 1 SPEC TAX FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 2,306.71 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 2,306.71

2,306.71

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 AREA 2 SPEC TAX FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 228.23 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 228.23
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228.23

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 AREA 4 SPEC TAX FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 14,124.57 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 14,124.57

14,124.57

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 AREA 5 SPEC TAX FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 3,587.31 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 3,587.31

3,587.31

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 AREA 6B SPEC TAX FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.18 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.18

0.18

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 - PRINCIPAL ACCT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 335.04 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 335.04

335.04

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 - ADMIN EXPENSE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.01 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.01

0.01

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 - REDEMPTION FUND 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 2,062.06 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 2,062.06

2,062.06

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FINC AUTH 2007A REV BDS 99Y805YL4
BEAU CFD 07A NO.11 4.50% R16 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y805YL4 100.0000 1.00 4.5000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FINC AUTH 2007A REV BDS 99Y805YE0
BEAU CFD 07A NO.3 4.50% R16 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y805YE0 100.0000 1.00 4.5000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FINC AUTH 2007A REV BDS 99Y805YM2
BEAU CFD 07A NO.11 4.50% R17 9/1/32
CUSIP: 99Y805YM2 100.0000 1.00 4.5000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FINC AUTH 2007A REV BDS 99Y805YF7
BEAU CFD 07A NO.3 4.50% R17 9/1/32
CUSIP: 99Y805YF7 100.0000 1.00 4.5000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 4.00

4.00
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2007A - INTEREST ACCT 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 76.42 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 76.42

76.42
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2007A - RESIDUAL ACCT 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 283.16 0.0000
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TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 283.16

283.16

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2007A - RESERVE ACCT 99Y806NZ3
AMBAC SURETY BOND 2007A
CUSIP: 99Y806NZ3 1.0000 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2007A - RESERVE ACCT 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 232.75 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 232.75

232.75
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2007A REDEMPTION ACCT 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 1.14 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.14

1.14
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 AREA 3 - SPEC TAX FD 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 11.45 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 11.45

11.45
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 AREA 11 - SPEC TAX FD 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 4.22 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 4.22

4.22
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 07A - PRIN ACCT 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 0.38 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.38

0.38

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 07 C/D REV BONDS 99Y805ZR0
BEAU CFD 07CD N.10A 5.00% R14 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y805ZR0 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 07 C/D REV BONDS 99Y805ZY5
BEAU CFD 07CD N.12A 5.00% R14 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y805ZY5 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 07 C/D REV BONDS 99Y805ZK5
BEAU CFD 07CD NO.9 5.00% R14 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y805ZK5 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 07 C/D REV BONDS 99Y805ZS8
BEAU CFD 07CD N.10A 5.00% R15 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y805ZS8 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 07 C/D REV BONDS 99Y805ZZ2
BEAU CFD 07CD N.12A 5.00% R15 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y805ZZ2 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 07 C/D REV BONDS 99Y805ZL3
BEAU CFD 07CD NO.9 4.75% R15 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y805ZL3 100.0000 1.00 4.7500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 07 C/D REV BONDS 99Y805ZT6
BEAU CFD 07CD N.10A 4.75% R16 9/1/28
CUSIP: 99Y805ZT6 100.0000 1.00 4.7500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 07 C/D REV BONDS 99Y806AA2
BEAU CFD 07CD N.12A 4.75% R16 9/1/28
CUSIP: 99Y806AA2 100.0000 1.00 4.7500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 07 C/D REV BONDS 99Y805ZM1
BEAU CFD 07CD NO.9 4.75% R16 9/1/28
CUSIP: 99Y805ZM1 100.0000 1.00 4.7500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 07 C/D REV BONDS 99Y805ZU3
BEAU CFD 07CD N.10A 4.75% R17 9/1/33
CUSIP: 99Y805ZU3 100.0000 1.00 4.7500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 07 C/D REV BONDS 99Y806AB0
BEAU CFD 07CD N.12A 4.75% R17 9/1/33
CUSIP: 99Y806AB0 100.0000 1.00 4.7500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 07 C/D REV BONDS 99Y805ZN9
BEAU CFD 07CD NO.9 4.75% R17 9/1/33
CUSIP: 99Y805ZN9 100.0000 1.00 4.7500

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 12.00
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12.00
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2007C/D - INTEREST ACCT 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 96.18 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 96.18

96.18
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2007C/D - RESIDUAL ACCT 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 138.52 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 138.52

138.52

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2007C/D - RESERVE ACCT 99Y806NY6
AMBAC SURETY BOND 2007CD
CUSIP: 99Y806NY6 1.0000 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2007C/D - RESERVE ACCT 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 141.92 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 141.92

141.92
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 AREA 9 - SPEC TAX FD 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 1.90 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.90

1.90
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 AREA 10A - SPEC TX FD 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 6.27 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 6.27

6.27
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 AREA 12A - SPEC TX FD 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 4.05 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 4.05

4.05
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 07C/D - INTEREST 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 0.37 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.37

0.37
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 07C/D - 12A PREPAYMT 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 5.40 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 5.40

5.40

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 07 8C - SPEC TAX FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.62 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.62

1.62

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 07 8C - PRINCIPAL ACC 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.67 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.67
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0.67

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 8C - DIST RESIDUAL FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 2.50 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 2.50

2.50

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8C 2017A RESERVE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 156,584.02 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 156,584.02

156,584.02

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA 8C REDEMPTION FD 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 1,780.09 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1,780.09

1,780.09

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2011A REVENUE BDS 99Y806BF0
BEAU CFD 11A NO.17B 5.00% R08 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y806BF0 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2011A REVENUE BDS 99Y806BQ6
BEAU CFD 11B N.17B 5.00% R05 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y806BQ6 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2011A REVENUE BDS 99Y806BG8
BEAU CFD 11A NO.17B 5.00% R09 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y806BG8 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2011A REVENUE BDS 99Y806BR4
BEAU CFD 11B N.17B 5.00% R06 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y806BR4 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2011A REVENUE BDS 99Y806BH6
BEAU CFD 11A NO.17B 5.25% R10 9/1/24
CUSIP: 99Y806BH6 100.0000 1.00 5.2500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2011A REVENUE BDS 99Y806BS2
BEAU CFD 11B N.17B 5.25% R07 9/1/24
CUSIP: 99Y806BS2 100.0000 1.00 5.2500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2011A REVENUE BDS 99Y806BI4
BEAU CFD 11A N.17B 5.375% R11 9/1/25
CUSIP: 99Y806BI4 100.0000 1.00 5.3750

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2011A REVENUE BDS 99Y806BT0
BEAU CFD 11B N.17B 5.375% R08 9/1/25
CUSIP: 99Y806BT0 100.0000 1.00 5.3750

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2011A REVENUE BDS 99Y806BJ2
BEAU CFD 11A N.17B 5.50% R12 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y806BJ2 100.0000 1.00 5.5000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2011A REVENUE BDS 99Y806BU7
BEAU CFD 11B N.17B 5.50% R09 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y806BU7 100.0000 1.00 5.5000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2011A REVENUE BDS 99Y806BK9
BEAU CFD 11A N.17B 6.125% R13 9/1/31
CUSIP: 99Y806BK9 100.0000 1.00 6.1250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2011A REVENUE BDS 99Y806BV5
BEAU CFD 11B N.17B 6.125% R10 9/1/31
CUSIP: 99Y806BV5 100.0000 1.00 6.1250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2011A REVENUE BDS 99Y806BL7
BEAU CFD 11A N.17B 6.375% R14 9/1/39
CUSIP: 99Y806BL7 100.0000 1.00 6.3750

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2011A REVENUE BDS 99Y806BW3
BEAU CFD 11B N.17B 6.375% R11 9/1/42
CUSIP: 99Y806BW3 100.0000 1.00 6.3750

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2011A REVENUE BDS 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.08 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 14.08

14.08

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2011A-BF INTEREST ACCOUNT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.50 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.50

0.50
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Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2011A-RESERVE FUND 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 14.02 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 14.02

14.02

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2011A-CASH FLOW MGMT FUND 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 2.17 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 2.17

2.17

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 NO.17B-SPECIAL TAX FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 2.08 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 2.08

2.08

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 NO.17B-RESIDUAL FUND 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 58,200.42 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 58,200.42

58,200.42

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2012A REV BDS 99Y806CC6
BEAU CFD 12A N.8C 4.375% R06 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y806CC6 100.0000 1.00 4.3750

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2012A REV BDS 99Y806CD4
BEAU CFD 12A N.8C 4.50% R07 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y806CD4 100.0000 1.00 4.5000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2012A REV BDS 99Y806CE2
BEAU CFD 12A N.8C 4.75% R08 9/1/24
CUSIP: 99Y806CE2 100.0000 1.00 4.7500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2012A REV BDS 99Y806CF9
BEAU CFD 12A N.8C 4.75% R09 9/1/25
CUSIP: 99Y806CF9 100.0000 1.00 4.7500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2012A REV BDS 99Y806CG7
BEAU CFD 12A N.8C 5.00% R10 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y806CG7 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2012A REV BDS 99Y806CH5
BEAU CFD 12A N.8C 5.00% R11 9/1/27
CUSIP: 99Y806CH5 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2012A REV BDS 99Y806CI3
BEAU CFD 12A N.8C 5.125% R12 9/1/28
CUSIP: 99Y806CI3 100.0000 1.00 5.1250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2012A REV BDS 99Y806CJ1
BEAU CFD 12A N.8C 5.25% R13 9/1/29
CUSIP: 99Y806CJ1 100.0000 1.00 5.2500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2012A REV BDS 99Y806CK8
BEAU CFD 12A N.8C 5.625% R14 9/1/32
CUSIP: 99Y806CK8 100.0000 1.00 5.6250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2012A REV BDS 99Y806CL6
BEAU CFD 12A N.8C 5.875% R15 9/1/42
CUSIP: 99Y806CL6 100.0000 1.00 5.8750

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 10.00

10.00

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012A-BF INTEREST ACC 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.36 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.36

0.36

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012A-RESERVE FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 6.72 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 6.72
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6.72

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012A-RESIDUAL FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.01 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.01

0.01

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012A-CASH FLOW MGMT FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.74 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.74

1.74

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 NO.8C-SPECIAL TAX FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 6.66 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 6.66

6.66

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 NO.8C-INTEREST ACCT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.78 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.78

1.78

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 NO.8C-PRINCIPAL ACCT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.20 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.20

0.20

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 NO.8C-RESIDUAL FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 28,624.62 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 28,624.62

28,624.62

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 NO.8C-RATE STABLIZAT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 155,407.99 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 155,407.99

155,407.99

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8C 2018A RESERVE 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 1,482,760.48 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1,482,760.48

1,482,760.48

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8C 2018A COI 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 6,785.54 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 6,785.54

6,785.54
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Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2012B REVENUE BDS 99Y806CR3
BEAU CFD 12B N.20 4.875% R08 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y806CR3 100.0000 1.00 4.8750

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2012B REVENUE BDS 99Y806CS1
BEAU CFD 12B N.20 5.00% R09 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y806CS1 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2012B REVENUE BDS 99Y806CT9
BEAU CFD 12B N.20 5.125% R10 9/1/24
CUSIP: 99Y806CT9 100.0000 1.00 5.1250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2012B REVENUE BDS 99Y806CU6
BEAU CFD 12B N.20 5.25% R11 9/1/25
CUSIP: 99Y806CU6 100.0000 1.00 5.2500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2012B REVENUE BDS 99Y806CV4
BEAU CFD 12B N.20 5.50% R12 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y806CV4 100.0000 1.00 5.5000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2012B REVENUE BDS 99Y806CW2
BEAU CFD 12B N.20 5.95% R13 9/1/35
CUSIP: 99Y806CW2 100.0000 1.00 5.9500

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 6.00

6.00

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012B-BF INTEREST ACCT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.60 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.60

0.60

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012B-RESERVE FUND 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 5.63 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 5.63

5.63

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012B-CASH FLOW MGMT FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.97 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.97

0.97

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1-SPECIAL TAX FUND 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.24 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.24

0.24

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1-CONSTRUCTION FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 937,065.99 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 937,065.99

937,065.99

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 SPL MAND REDMPT A/C 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.01 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.01

0.01

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806DC5
BEAU CFD 12C N.7B 4.125% R10 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y806DC5 100.0000 1.00 4.1250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806DQ4
BEAU CFD 12E N.7C 4.125% R10 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y806DQ4 100.0000 1.00 4.1250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806EA8
BEAU CFD 12F N.7C 4.125% R10 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y806EA8 100.0000 1.00 4.1250
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Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806DD3
BEAU CFD 12C N.7B 4.00% R11 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y806DD3 100.0000 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806DH4
BEAU CFD 12D N.7B 4.00% R01 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y806DH4 100.0000 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806DR2
BEAU CFD 12E N.7C 4.00% R11 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y806DR2 100.0000 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806EB6
BEAU CFD 12F N.7C 4.00% R11 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y806EB6 100.0000 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806DE1
BEAU CFD 12C N.7B 4.125% R12 9/1/24
CUSIP: 99Y806DE1 100.0000 1.00 4.1250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806DI2
BEAU CFD 12D N.7B 4.125% R02 9/1/24
CUSIP: 99Y806DI2 100.0000 1.00 4.1250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806DS0
BEAU CFD 12E N.7C 4.125% R12 9/1/24
CUSIP: 99Y806DS0 100.0000 1.00 4.1250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806EC4
BEAU CFD 12F N.7C 4.125% R12 9/1/24
CUSIP: 99Y806EC4 100.0000 1.00 4.1250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806DF8
BEAU CFD 12C N.7B 4.25% R13 9/1/25
CUSIP: 99Y806DF8 100.0000 1.00 4.2500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806DJ0
BEAU CFD 12D N.7B 4.25% R03 9/1/25
CUSIP: 99Y806DJ0 100.0000 1.00 4.2500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806DT8
BEAU CFD 12E N.7C 4.25% R13 9/1/25
CUSIP: 99Y806DT8 100.0000 1.00 4.2500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806ED2
BEAU CFD 12F N.7C 4.25% R13 9/1/25
CUSIP: 99Y806ED2 100.0000 1.00 4.2500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806DG6
BEAU CFD 12C N.7B 5.25% R14 9/1/39
CUSIP: 99Y806DG6 100.0000 1.00 5.2500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806DK7
BEAU CFD 12D N.7B 5.25% R04 9/1/39
CUSIP: 99Y806DK7 100.0000 1.00 5.2500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806DU5
BEAU CFD 12E N.7C 5.25% R14 9/1/39
CUSIP: 99Y806DU5 100.0000 1.00 5.2500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH-2012C REVENUE BDS 99Y806EE0
BEAU CFD 12F N.7C 5.25% R14 9/1/39
CUSIP: 99Y806EE0 100.0000 1.00 5.2500

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 19.00

19.00

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012 C BF INTEREST ACCT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 6.12 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 6.12

6.12

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012 C CASH FLOW MGMT FUND 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.97 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.97

0.97

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 7B SPEC TAX FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.10 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.10

0.10

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 7C SPECIAL TX FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.10 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.10

0.10
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Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 7B SER D CONST FND 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.63 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.63

0.63

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 7C SER F CONST FND 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.93 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.93

0.93

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 7BSPEC MAND RDPT AC C 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.01 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.01

0.01

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-7B 2018A SP TX FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.89 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.89

0.89

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-7B 2018A RESERVE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 186,001.63 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 186,001.63

186,001.63

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-7B 18A CONSTRUCTION 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 447.95 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 447.95

447.95

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 7BSPEC MAND RDPT AC A 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 4,667.92 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 4,667.92

4,667.92

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2013A REV BDS 99Y806EK6
BEAU CFD 13A N.19C 4.25% R10 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y806EK6 100.0000 1.00 4.2500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2013A REV BDS 99Y806EL4
BEAU CFD 13A N.19C 5.00% R11 9/1/27
CUSIP: 99Y806EL4 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2013A REV BDS 99Y806EM2
BEAU CFD 13A N.19C 5.00% R12 9/1/36
CUSIP: 99Y806EM2 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 3.00

3.00

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH BF INT ACCT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.77 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.77
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0.77

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH RESERVE FUND 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 11.34 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 11.34

11.34

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH RESIDUAL FUND 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.29 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.29

0.29

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 NO. 19C SPEC TAX FUND 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 5.13 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 5.13

5.13

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 NO. 19C CONST FUND 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.65 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.65

0.65

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-19C 2017A RESERVE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 377,186.52 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 377,186.52

377,186.52

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 19C SP MAND RDPT 2017A 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 5,970.94 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 5,970.94

5,970.94

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2013B REV BDS 99Y806ES9
BEAU CFD 13A N.17A 5.00% R10 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y806ES9 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2013B REV BDS 99Y806ET7
BEAU CFD 13A N.17A 5.00% R11 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y806ET7 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2013B REV BDS 99Y806EU4
BEAU CFD 13A N.17A 5.00% R12 9/1/28
CUSIP: 99Y806EU4 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2013B REV BDS 99Y806EV2
BEAU CFD 13A N.17A 5.00% R13 9/1/34
CUSIP: 99Y806EV2 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 4.00

4.00

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH BF INTEREST AC 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.77 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.77

0.77

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH RESERVE FUND 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 14.83 0.0251
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TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 14.83

14.83

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 NO. 17A SP TAX FD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.86 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.86

0.86

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT PFA 2015 BONDS A IA7A1 TTE 99Y806GW8
BEAU CFD 15A N.7A1 2.75% R08 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y806GW8 100.0000 1.00 2.7500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT PFA 2015 BONDS A IA7A1 TTE 99Y806FB5
BEAU CFD 15A N.7A1 3.00% R09 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y806FB5 100.0000 1.00 3.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT PFA 2015 BONDS A IA7A1 TTE 99Y806FC3
BEAU CFD 15A N.7A1 3.00% R10 9/1/24
CUSIP: 99Y806FC3 100.0000 1.00 3.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT PFA 2015 BONDS A IA7A1 TTE 99Y806FD1
BEAU CFD 15A N.7A1 5.00% R11 9/1/28
CUSIP: 99Y806FD1 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT PFA 2015 BONDS A IA7A1 TTE 99Y806FE9
BEAU CFD 15A N.7A1 3.75% R12 9/1/29
CUSIP: 99Y806FE9 100.0000 1.00 3.7500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT PFA 2015 BONDS A IA7A1 TTE 99Y806FF6
BEAU CFD 15A N.7A1 3.625% R13 9/1/30
CUSIP: 99Y806FF6 100.0000 1.00 3.6250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT PFA 2015 BONDS A IA7A1 TTE 99Y806GX6
BEAU CFD 15A N.7A1 4.00% R14 9/1/35
CUSIP: 99Y806GX6 100.0000 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT PFA 2015 BONDS A IA7A1 TTE 99Y806GY4
BEAU CFD 15A N.7A1 5.00% R15 9/1/45
CUSIP: 99Y806GY4 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 8.00

8.00

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT PFA 2015 BONDS A IA7A1 INT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.62 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.62

0.62

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT PFA 2015 BONDS A IA7A1 RES 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 674,626.87 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 674,626.87

674,626.87

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT PFA 2015 BONDS A IA7A1 RSD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 39.40 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 39.40

39.40

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT PFA 2015 BONDS A IA7A1 REV 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 32,897.97 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 32,897.97

32,897.97

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA7A1 TTE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.04 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.04

Run Date 1/6/2022 3:28:37 PM Page 12 of 32
137

Item 6.



Security Listing
For 630 Accounts

As of Date 12/31/2021

Portfolio Type/Currency(Local) Account Short Title Issue ID Short Description
Original

Unit Cost
Market
Value

Interest
Rate

1.04

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA7A1 INT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.32 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.32

0.32

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA7A1 PRI 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.37 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.37

1.37

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA7A1 ADME 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.02 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.02

0.02

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA7A1 SP1 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 2.17 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 2.17

2.17

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA7A1 RSD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 4.42 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 4.42

4.42

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA7A1 RDP 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1,262.68 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1,262.68

1,262.68
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 15A IA7A1 SP MAND 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 26,229.03 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 26,229.03

26,229.03

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015B IA-19A TTE 99Y806FK5
BEAU CFD 15A N.19A 2.75% R08 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y806FK5 100.0000 1.00 2.7500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015B IA-19A TTE 99Y806FL3
BEAU CFD 15A N.19A 5.00% R09 9/1/25
CUSIP: 99Y806FL3 100.0000 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015B IA-19A TTE 99Y806FM1
BEAU CFD 15A N.19A 3.125% R10 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y806FM1 100.0000 1.00 3.1250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015B IA-19A TTE 99Y806FN9
BEAU CFD 15A N.19A 3.25% R11 9/1/27
CUSIP: 99Y806FN9 100.0000 1.00 3.2500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015B IA-19A TTE 99Y806FO7
BEAU CFD 15A N.19A 3.375% R12 9/1/28
CUSIP: 99Y806FO7 100.0000 1.00 3.3750

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015B IA-19A TTE 99Y806FP4
BEAU CFD 15A N.19A 3.50% R13 9/1/29
CUSIP: 99Y806FP4 100.0000 1.00 3.5000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015B IA-19A TTE 99Y806HA5
BEAU CFD 15A N.19A 5.00% R14 9/1/35
CUSIP: 99Y806HA5 100.0000 1.00 5.0000
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Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015B IA-19A TTE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.04 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 8.04

8.04

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015B IA-19A INT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 67,213.71 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 67,213.71

67,213.71

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015B IA-19A PRI 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 37.70 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 37.70

37.70

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015B IA-19A RDP 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 265.04 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 265.04

265.04

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015B IA-19A RES 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1,501,474.06 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1,501,474.06

1,501,474.06

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015B IA-19A RSD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 4,948.08 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 4,948.08

4,948.08

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015B IA-19A EXP 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 22,413.90 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 22,413.90

22,413.90

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA-19A TTE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.04 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.04

1.04

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA-19A INT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.48 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.48

0.48

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA-19A PRI 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.10 0.0251
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TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.10

1.10

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA-19A ADME 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.03 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.03

0.03

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA-19A COI 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 2,876.35 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 2,876.35

2,876.35

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA-19A SP1 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 5.53 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 5.53

5.53

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA-19A RDP 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1,577.03 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1,577.03

1,577.03

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015C IA-18 TTE 99Y806FV1
BEAU CFD 15A N.18 3.00% R08 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y806FV1 100.0000 1.00 3.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015C IA-18 TTE 99Y806FW9
BEAU CFD 15A N.18 3.00% R09 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y806FW9 100.0000 1.00 3.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015C IA-18 TTE 99Y806FX7
BEAU CFD 15A N.18 3.25% R10 9/1/24
CUSIP: 99Y806FX7 100.0000 1.00 3.2500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015C IA-18 TTE 99Y806FY5
BEAU CFD 15A N.18 3.375% R11 9/1/25
CUSIP: 99Y806FY5 100.0000 1.00 3.3750

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015C IA-18 TTE 99Y806FZ2
BEAU CFD 15A N.18 3.50% R12 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y806FZ2 100.0000 1.00 3.5000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015C IA-18 TTE 99Y806GA6
BEAU CFD 15A N.18 3.625% R13 9/1/27
CUSIP: 99Y806GA6 100.0000 1.00 3.6250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015C IA-18 TTE 99Y806GB4
BEAU CFD 15A N.18 3.75% R14 9/1/28
CUSIP: 99Y806GB4 100.0000 1.00 3.7500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015C IA-18 TTE 99Y806GC2
BEAU CFD 15A N.18 3.875% R15 9/1/29
CUSIP: 99Y806GC2 100.0000 1.00 3.8750

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015C IA-18 TTE 99Y806GD0
BEAU CFD 15A N.18 4.00% R16 9/1/30
CUSIP: 99Y806GD0 100.0000 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015C IA-18 TTE 99Y806GE8
BEAU CFD 15A N.18 4.125% R17 9/1/34
CUSIP: 99Y806GE8 100.0000 1.00 4.1250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015C IA-18 TTE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.04 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 11.04

11.04

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015C IA-18 INT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 16,781.10 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 16,781.10
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16,781.10

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015C IA-18 RES 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 384,874.28 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 384,874.28

384,874.28

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015C IA-18 RSD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1,257.99 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1,257.99

1,257.99

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA18 TTE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.04 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.04

1.04

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA18 INT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.10 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.10

0.10

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA18 PRI 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.32 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.32

0.32

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA18 CON 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 868,488.31 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 868,488.31

868,488.31

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 2015A IA18 SP1 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.47 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.47

1.47

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015D IA16 TTE 99Y806GJ7
BEAU CFD 15A N.16 2.875% R08 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y806GJ7 100.0000 1.00 2.8750

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015D IA16 TTE 99Y806GK4
BEAU CFD 15A N.16 3.00% R09 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y806GK4 100.0000 1.00 3.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015D IA16 TTE 99Y806GL2
BEAU CFD 15A N.16 3.125% R10 9/1/24
CUSIP: 99Y806GL2 100.0000 1.00 3.1250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015D IA16 TTE 99Y806GM0
BEAU CFD 15A N.16 3.375% R11 9/1/25
CUSIP: 99Y806GM0 100.0000 1.00 3.3750

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015D IA16 TTE 99Y806GN8
BEAU CFD 15A N.16 3.50% R12 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y806GN8 100.0000 1.00 3.5000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015D IA16 TTE 99Y806GO6
BEAU CFD 15A N.16 3.625% R13 9/1/27
CUSIP: 99Y806GO6 100.0000 1.00 3.6250

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015D IA16 TTE 99Y806GP3
BEAU CFD 15A N.16 3.75% R14 9/1/28
CUSIP: 99Y806GP3 100.0000 1.00 3.7500
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Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015D IA16 TTE 99Y806GQ1
BEAU CFD 15A N.16 3.875% R15 9/1/29
CUSIP: 99Y806GQ1 100.0000 1.00 3.8750

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015D IA16 TTE 99Y806GR9
BEAU CFD 15A N.16 4.00% R16 9/1/30
CUSIP: 99Y806GR9 100.0000 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015D IA16 TTE 99Y806GS7
BEAU CFD 15A N.16 4.25% R17 9/1/34
CUSIP: 99Y806GS7 100.0000 1.00 4.2500

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015D IA16 TTE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.04 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 11.04

11.04

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015D IA16 INT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 25,039.31 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 25,039.31

25,039.31

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015D IA16 RES 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 569,716.66 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 569,716.66

569,716.66

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT FIN AUTH 2015D IA16 RSD 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1,854.09 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1,854.09

1,854.09

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD93-1 2015A IA16 TTE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.04 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.04

1.04

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD93-1 2015A IA16 INT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.16 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.16

0.16

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD93-1 2015A IA16 PRI 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 2.01 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 2.01

2.01

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD93-1 2015A IA16 ADME 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 52,319.67 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 52,319.67

52,319.67

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD93-1 2015A IA16 CON 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1,846,178.21 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1,846,178.21
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1,846,178.21

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD93-1 2015A IA16 SP1 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 2.16 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 2.16

2.16

Principal Portfolio -                       USD CITY OF BEAUMONT DEP AGMT IA7A1 AGY 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.82 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.82

1.82

Principal Portfolio -                       USD CITY OF BEAUMONT DEP AGMT IA7A1 DEP 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 12.56 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 12.56

12.56

Principal Portfolio -                       USD CITY OF BEAUMONT DEP AGMT IA19A AGY 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.82 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.82

1.82

Principal Portfolio -                       USD CITY OF BEAUMONT DEP AGMT IA19A DEP 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 20.74 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 20.74

20.74

Principal Portfolio -                       USD CITY OF BEAUMONT DEP AGMT IA18 AGY 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.82 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.82

1.82

Principal Portfolio -                       USD CITY OF BEAUMONT DEP AGMT IA18 DEP 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 4.64 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 4.64

4.64

Principal Portfolio -                       USD CITY OF BEAUMONT DEP AGMT IA16 AGY 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.82 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.82

1.82

Principal Portfolio -                       USD CITY OF BEAUMONT DEP AGMT IA16 DEP 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 6.85 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 6.85

6.85
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Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-14B 2017A SPEC TAX 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 1.26 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.26

1.26

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-14B 2017A RESERVE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 378,551.71 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 378,551.71

378,551.71

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8D 2017A SPEC TAX 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 1.42 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.42

1.42

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8D 2017A RESERVE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 13,101.10 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 13,101.10

13,101.10

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8D 2017A COI 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 6,904.03 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 6,904.03

6,904.03

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8D 2018A RESERVE 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 659,179.37 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 659,179.37

659,179.37

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8D 2018A COI 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 6,781.18 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 6,781.18

6,781.18

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8A 2017A SPEC TAX 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 2.34 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 2.34

2.34

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8A 2017A RESERVE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 121,521.26 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 121,521.26

121,521.26

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8A 2017A COI 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 5,477.46 0.0251
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TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 5,477.46

5,477.46

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-6A1 2017A SPEC TAX 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 11.34 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 11.34

11.34

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-6A1 2017A RESERVE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 818,966.32 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 818,966.32

818,966.32

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-6A1 2017A COI 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1,887.31 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1,887.31

1,887.31

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8 2017A SPEC TAX 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 3.24 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 3.24

3.24

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8 2017A RESERVE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 159,910.67 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 159,910.67

159,910.67

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8 2017A COI 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 10,289.04 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 10,289.04

10,289.04

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8B 2017A SPEC TAX 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 1.98 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.98

1.98

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8B 2017A RESERVE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 105,967.72 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 105,967.72

105,967.72
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8B 2017A COI 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 1.45 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.45
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1.45

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-14 2017A SPEC TAX 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 3.15 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 3.15

3.15

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-14 2017A REDEMPT 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 3,566.20 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 3,566.20

3,566.20

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-14 2017A RESERVE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 152,135.97 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 152,135.97

152,135.97

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-14 2017A COI 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 7,981.96 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 7,981.96

7,981.96
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-14 SPEC MAND RDPT 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 1,470.90 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1,470.90

1,470.90

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-14A 2017A SPEC TAX 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 5.59 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 5.59

5.59

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-14A 2017A REDEMPT 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 3,387.59 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 3,387.59

3,387.59

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-14A 2017A RESERVE 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 280,669.20 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 280,669.20

280,669.20
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-14A 2017A COI 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 1.61 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.61

1.61
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-14A SPEC MAND RDPT 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 3,908.28 0.0000
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TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 3,908.28

3,908.28

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-17C 2018 SPEC TAX 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 1.51 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.51

1.51

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-17C 2018 RESERVE 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 732,904.74 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 732,904.74

732,904.74

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-17C 18 COI 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 6,784.45 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 6,784.45

6,784.45

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT WASTEWATER 18A BD PMT FD DC2493229
AGM MUNI BOND INS POLICY #219021-N
CUSIP: DC2493229 1.0000 0.00 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.00

0.00

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT WASTEWATER 18A INTEREST ACC09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 19.80 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 19.80

19.80

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT WASTEWATER 18A RESERVE FD LI5952286

AGM MB DEBT SERVICE POLICY #219021-
R
CUSIP: LI5952286 1.0000 1.00 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.00

1.00

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT WASTEWATER 18A ACQUISITION 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 1.17 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.17

1.17

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-7D 2018A PRIN ACCT 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 0.34 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.34

0.34

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-7D 2018A RESERVE 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 215,000.43 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 215,000.43
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215,000.43

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-7D 2018A SURPLUS 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 180.76 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 180.76

180.76

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-7D 18A ACQUISITION 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 6,770.39 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 6,770.39

6,770.39

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8E 2018A SPEC TX FD 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 2.14 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 2.14

2.14

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8E 2018A PRIN ACCT 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 0.24 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.24

0.24

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8E 2018A RESERVE 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 1,044,879.13 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1,044,879.13

1,044,879.13

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-8E 18A ACQ CONST 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 9,714.94 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 9,714.94

9,714.94

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD  16-1 2019 PRINCIPAL 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 0.75 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.75

0.75

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD  16-1 2019 SURPLUS FD 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 1,403.57 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1,403.57

1,403.57

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD  16-1 2019 RESERVE ACCT 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 546,984.34 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 546,984.34

546,984.34

Run Date 1/6/2022 3:28:37 PM Page 23 of 32
148

Item 6.



Security Listing
For 630 Accounts

As of Date 12/31/2021

Portfolio Type/Currency(Local) Account Short Title Issue ID Short Description
Original

Unit Cost
Market
Value

Interest
Rate

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD  16-1 2019 ACQ CONST 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 12,266.03 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 12,266.03

12,266.03

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD  16-1 2019 COI 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 2.00 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 2.00

2.00

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA3 2019 PRINCIPAL 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 0.12 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.12

0.12

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA3 2019 SURPLUS 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 1.08 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.08

1.08

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA9 2019 PRINCIPAL 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 0.02 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.02

0.02

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA9 2019 SURPLUS 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 0.18 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.18

0.18

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA10A 19 PRINCIPAL 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 0.08 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.08

0.08

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA10A 2019 SURPLUS 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 0.63 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.63

0.63

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA11 2019 PRNCIPAL 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 0.05 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.05

0.05

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA11 2019 SURPLUS 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 0.45 0.0251
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TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.45

0.45

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA12A 19 PRINCIPAL 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 0.05 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.05

0.05

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA12A 2019 SURPLUS 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 0.45 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.45

0.45

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JZ4
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-11 4.00% 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y813JZ4 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813IM4
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-3 4.00% 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y813IM4 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813IZ5
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-9 4.00% 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y813IZ5 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JM3

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA10A 4.00% 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y813JM3

1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KM1

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA12A 4.00% 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y813KM1

1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KA7
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-11 5.00% 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y813KA7 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813IN2
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-3 5.00% 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y813IN2 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JA9
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-9 5.00% 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y813JA9 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JN1

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA10A 5.00% 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y813JN1

1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KN9

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA12A 5.00% 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y813KN9

1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KB5
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-11 5.00% 9/1/24
CUSIP: 99Y813KB5 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813IO0
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-3 5.00% 9/1/24
CUSIP: 99Y813IO0 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JB7
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-9 5.00% 9/1/24
CUSIP: 99Y813JB7 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JO9

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA10A 5.00% 9/1/24
CUSIP: 99Y813JO9

1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KO7

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA12A 5.00% 9/1/24
CUSIP: 99Y813KO7

1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KC3
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-11 5.00% 9/1/25
CUSIP: 99Y813KC3 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813IP7
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-3 5.00% 9/1/25
CUSIP: 99Y813IP7 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JC5
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-9 5.00% 9/1/25
CUSIP: 99Y813JC5 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JP6

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA10A 5.00% 9/1/25
CUSIP: 99Y813JP6

1.00 5.0000
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Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KP4

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA12A 5.00% 9/1/25
CUSIP: 99Y813KP4

1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KD1
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-11 5.00% 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y813KD1 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813IQ5
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-3 5.00% 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y813IQ5 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JD3
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-9 5.00% 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y813JD3 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JQ4

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA10A 5.00% 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y813JQ4

1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KQ2

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA12A 5.00% 9/1/26
CUSIP: 99Y813KQ2

1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KE9
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-11 5.00% 9/1/27
CUSIP: 99Y813KE9 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813IR3
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-3 5.00% 9/1/27
CUSIP: 99Y813IR3 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JE1
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-9 5.00% 9/1/27
CUSIP: 99Y813JE1 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JR2

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA10A 5.00% 9/1/27
CUSIP: 99Y813JR2

1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KR0

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA12A 5.00% 9/1/27
CUSIP: 99Y813KR0

1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KF6
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-11 5.00% 9/1/28
CUSIP: 99Y813KF6 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813IS1
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-3 5.00% 9/1/28
CUSIP: 99Y813IS1 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JF8
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-9 5.00% 9/1/28
CUSIP: 99Y813JF8 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JS0

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA10A 5.00% 9/1/28
CUSIP: 99Y813JS0

1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KS8

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA12A 5.00% 9/1/28
CUSIP: 99Y813KS8

1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KG4
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-11 5.00% 9/1/29
CUSIP: 99Y813KG4 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813IT9
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-3 5.00% 9/1/29
CUSIP: 99Y813IT9 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JG6
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-9 5.00% 9/1/29
CUSIP: 99Y813JG6 1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JT8

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA10A 5.00% 9/1/29
CUSIP: 99Y813JT8

1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KT6

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA12A 5.00% 9/1/29
CUSIP: 99Y813KT6

1.00 5.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KH2
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-11 4.00% 9/1/30
CUSIP: 99Y813KH2 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813IU6
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-3 4.00% 9/1/30
CUSIP: 99Y813IU6 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JH4
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-9 4.00% 9/1/30
CUSIP: 99Y813JH4 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JU5

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA10A 4.00% 9/1/30
CUSIP: 99Y813JU5

1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KU3

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA12A 4.00% 9/1/30
CUSIP: 99Y813KU3

1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KI0
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-11 4.00% 9/1/31
CUSIP: 99Y813KI0 1.00 4.0000
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Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813IV4
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-3 4.00% 9/1/31
CUSIP: 99Y813IV4 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JI2
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-9 4.00% 9/1/31
CUSIP: 99Y813JI2 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JV3

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA10A 4.00% 9/1/31
CUSIP: 99Y813JV3

1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KV1

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA12A 4.00% 9/1/31
CUSIP: 99Y813KV1

1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KJ8
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-11 4.00% 9/1/32
CUSIP: 99Y813KJ8 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813IW2
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-3 4.00% 9/1/32
CUSIP: 99Y813IW2 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JJ0
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA-9 4.00% 9/1/32
CUSIP: 99Y813JJ0 1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813JW1

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA10A 4.00% 9/1/32
CUSIP: 99Y813JW1

1.00 4.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A REVENUE FD 99Y813KW9

BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA12A 4.00% 9/1/32
CUSIP: 99Y813KW9

1.00 4.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 55.00

55.00

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A ADMIN EXP FD 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 9,575.09 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 9,575.09

9,575.09
Income Portfolio -                          USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2019A COST ISSUANCE 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 3.28 0.0000

TOTAL 
Income Portfolio -                          USD 3.28

3.28
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2007 SERIES A ESCROW FUND 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 3,224.30 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 3,224.30

3,224.30
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2007 SERIES C ESCROW FUND 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 2,794.83 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 2,794.83

2,794.83

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD  16-2 2019 PRINCIPAL 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 0.17 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.17

0.17

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD  16-2 2019 RESERVE ACCT 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 639,556.29 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 639,556.29

639,556.29
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Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD  16-2 2019 SURPLUS FD 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 3.70 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 3.70

3.70

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD  16-2 2019 ACQ CONST 09248U809
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND DL
Ticker: TDDXX; CUSIP: 09248U809 1.0000 42,691.78 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 42,691.78

42,691.78
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD  16-2 2019 COI 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 1.20 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 1.20

1.20

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD  16-4 2019 PRINCIPAL 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 0.12 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.12

0.12

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD  16-4 2019 RESERVE ACCT 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 245,967.55 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 245,967.55

245,967.55

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD  16-4 2019 SURPLUS 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 2.87 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 2.87

2.87

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD  16-4 2019 ACQ CONST 09248U445
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FEDFUND ADMIN
Ticker: BLFXX; CUSIP: 09248U445 1.0000 23,404.93 0.0251

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 23,404.93

23,404.93
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 8F 2020 INTEREST 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 0.01 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.01

0.01
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 8F 2020 RESERVE 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 980,910.77 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 980,910.77

980,910.77
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 8F 2020 COI 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 4,800.00 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 4,800.00

4,800.00

Run Date 1/6/2022 3:28:37 PM Page 28 of 32
153

Item 6.



Security Listing
For 630 Accounts

As of Date 12/31/2021

Portfolio Type/Currency(Local) Account Short Title Issue ID Short Description
Original

Unit Cost
Market
Value

Interest
Rate

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BPIA 2020 COSTS OF ISSUANCE 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 16,467.38 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 16,467.38

16,467.38

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012 SERIES A (8C) ESCROW 99Y816GX5
US STATE/LOCAL GOVT 0.11% 3/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y816GX5 100.0000 155,613.00 0.1100

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012 SERIES A (8C) ESCROW 99Y816GY3
US STATE/LOCAL GOVT 0.11% 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y816GY3 100.0000 5,685,697.00 0.1100

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012 SERIES A (8C) ESCROW 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 0.13 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 5,841,310.13

5,841,310.13
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2011 SERIES A (17B) ESCROW 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 (0.05) 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD (0.05)

(0.05)
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 2019-1 2020 INTEREST 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 0.01 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.01

0.01
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 2019-1 2020 RESERVE ACC 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 128,087.50 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 128,087.50

128,087.50
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT CFD 2019-1 2020 COI 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 7,800.00 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 7,800.00

7,800.00

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012B (IA20) ESCROW FUND 99Y819XK8
US STATE/LOCAL GOVT  0.04% 3/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y819XK8 100.0000 79,099.00 0.0400

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012B (IA20) ESCROW FUND 99Y819XL6
US STATE/LOCAL GOVT  0.07% 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y819XL6 100.0000 2,854,121.00 0.0700

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012B (IA20) ESCROW FUND 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 0.97 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 2,933,220.97

2,933,220.97

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012C (IA7B IA7C) ESCROW FD 99Y819XN2
US STATE/LOCAL GOVT  0.04% 3/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y819XN2 100.0000 81,205.00 0.0400

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012C (IA7B IA7C) ESCROW FD 99Y819XP7
US STATE/LOCAL GOVT  0.07% 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y819XP7 100.0000 3,296,226.00 0.0700

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2012C (IA7B IA7C) ESCROW FD 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 2.50 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 3,377,433.50

3,377,433.50

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2013A (IA19C) ESCROW FUND 99Y819XS1
US STATE/LOCAL GOVT  0.04% 3/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y819XS1 100.0000 120,120.00 0.0400

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2013A (IA19C) ESCROW FUND 99Y819XT9
US STATE/LOCAL GOVT  0.07% 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y819XT9 100.0000 540,153.00 0.0700
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Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2013A (IA19C) ESCROW FUND 99Y819XU6
US STATE/LOCAL GOVT  0.11% 3/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y819XU6 100.0000 111,417.00 0.1100

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2013A (IA19C) ESCROW FUND 99Y819XV4
US STATE/LOCAL GOVT  0.17% 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y819XV4 100.0000 4,731,478.00 0.1700

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2013A (IA19C) ESCROW FUND 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 0.91 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 5,503,168.91

5,503,168.91

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2013B (IA17A) ESCROW FUND 99Y819XX0
US STATE/LOCAL GOVT  0.04% 3/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y819XX0 100.0000 192,449.00 0.0400

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2013B (IA17A) ESCROW FUND 99Y819XY8
US STATE/LOCAL GOVT  0.07% 9/1/22
CUSIP: 99Y819XY8 100.0000 642,499.00 0.0700

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2013B (IA17A) ESCROW FUND 99Y819XZ5
US STATE/LOCAL GOVT  0.11% 3/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y819XZ5 100.0000 181,475.00 0.1100

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2013B (IA17A) ESCROW FUND 99Y819YA9
US STATE/LOCAL GOVT  0.17% 9/1/23
CUSIP: 99Y819YA9 100.0000 7,706,574.00 0.1700

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 2013B (IA17A) ESCROW FUND 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 0.02 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 8,722,997.02

8,722,997.02
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-19C 2021 REDMPT 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 8,207.95 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 8,207.95

8,207.95
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT 93-1 IA-17A 2021 REDMPT 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 15,936.51 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 15,936.51

15,936.51

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599041

BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA17A 0.265% 9/1/22
CUSIP: DC2599041

0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599058

BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA17A 0.465% 9/1/23
CUSIP: DC2599058

0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599066

BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA17A 0.739% 9/1/24
CUSIP: DC2599066

0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599074

BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA17A 1.034% 9/1/25
CUSIP: DC2599074

0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599082

BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA17A 1.284% 9/1/26
CUSIP: DC2599082

0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599090

BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA17A 1.544% 9/1/27
CUSIP: DC2599090

0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599108

BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA17A 1.794% 9/1/28
CUSIP: DC2599108

0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599116

BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA17A 1.947% 9/1/29
CUSIP: DC2599116

0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599124

BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA17A 2.097% 9/1/30
CUSIP: DC2599124

0.00 0.0000
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Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599132

BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA17A 2.197% 9/1/31
CUSIP: DC2599132

0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599140

BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA17A 2.397% 9/1/32
CUSIP: DC2599140

0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599157

BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA17A 2.500% 9/1/34
CUSIP: DC2599157

0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599165
BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA19C 0.265% 9/1/22
CUSIP: DC2599165 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599173
BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA19C 0.465% 9/1/23
CUSIP: DC2599173 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599181
BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA19C 0.739% 9/1/24
CUSIP: DC2599181 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599199
BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA19C 1.034% 9/1/25
CUSIP: DC2599199 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599207
BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA19C 1.284% 9/1/26
CUSIP: DC2599207 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599215
BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA19C 1.544% 9/1/27
CUSIP: DC2599215 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599223
BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA19C 1.794% 9/1/28
CUSIP: DC2599223 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599231
BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA19C 1.947% 9/1/29
CUSIP: DC2599231 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599249
BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA19C 2.097% 9/1/30
CUSIP: DC2599249 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599256
BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA19C 2.197% 9/1/31
CUSIP: DC2599256 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599264
BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA19C 2.397% 9/1/32
CUSIP: DC2599264 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599272
BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA19C 2.500% 9/1/34
CUSIP: DC2599272 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599280
BEAUMON CFD 93-1 IA19C 2.984% 9/1/36
CUSIP: DC2599280 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599298
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA20 0.265% 9/1/22
CUSIP: DC2599298 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599306
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA20 0.465% 9/1/23
CUSIP: DC2599306 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599314
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA20 0.739% 9/1/24
CUSIP: DC2599314 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599322
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA20 1.034% 9/1/25
CUSIP: DC2599322 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599330
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA20 1.284% 9/1/26
CUSIP: DC2599330 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599348
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA20 1.544% 9/1/27
CUSIP: DC2599348 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599355
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA20 1.794% 9/1/28
CUSIP: DC2599355 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599363
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA20 1.947% 9/1/29
CUSIP: DC2599363 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599371
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA20 2.097% 9/1/30
CUSIP: DC2599371 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599389
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA20 2.197% 9/1/31
CUSIP: DC2599389 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599397
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA20 2.397% 9/1/32
CUSIP: DC2599397 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599405
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA20 2.500% 9/1/34
CUSIP: DC2599405 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599413
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA20 2.984% 9/1/35
CUSIP: DC2599413 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598787
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7B 0.265% 9/1/22
CUSIP: DC2598787 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598795
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7B 0.465% 9/1/23
CUSIP: DC2598795 0.00 0.0000
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Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598803
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7B 0.739% 9/1/24
CUSIP: DC2598803 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598811
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7B 1.034% 9/1/25
CUSIP: DC2598811 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598829
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7B 1.284% 9/1/26
CUSIP: DC2598829 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598837
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7B 1.544% 9/1/27
CUSIP: DC2598837 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598845
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7B 1.794% 9/1/28
CUSIP: DC2598845 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598852
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7B 1.947% 9/1/29
CUSIP: DC2598852 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598860
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7B 2.097% 9/1/30
CUSIP: DC2598860 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598878
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7B 2.197% 9/1/31
CUSIP: DC2598878 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598886
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7B 2.397% 9/1/32
CUSIP: DC2598886 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598894
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7B 2.500% 9/1/34
CUSIP: DC2598894 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598902
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7B 2.984% 9/1/39
CUSIP: DC2598902 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598910
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7C 0.265% 9/1/22
CUSIP: DC2598910 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598928
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7C 0.465% 9/1/23
CUSIP: DC2598928 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598936
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7C 0.739% 9/1/24
CUSIP: DC2598936 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598944
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7C 1.034% 9/1/25
CUSIP: DC2598944 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598951
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7C 1.284% 9/1/26
CUSIP: DC2598951 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598969
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7C 1.544% 9/1/27
CUSIP: DC2598969 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598977
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7C 1.794% 9/1/28
CUSIP: DC2598977 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598985
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7C 1.947% 9/1/29
CUSIP: DC2598985 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2598993
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7C 2.097% 9/1/30
CUSIP: DC2598993 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599009
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7C 2.197% 9/1/31
CUSIP: DC2599009 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599017
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7C 2.397% 9/1/32
CUSIP: DC2599017 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599025
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7C 2.500% 9/1/34
CUSIP: DC2599025 0.00 0.0000

Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A PRNCIPAL ACCT DC2599033
BEAUMONT CFD 93-1 IA7C 2.984% 9/1/39
CUSIP: DC2599033 0.00 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 0.00

0.00
Principal Portfolio -                       USD BEAUMONT REF BDS 2021A COST ISSUANCE 1214580 US DOLLAR CURRENCY 1.0000 20,342.49 0.0000

TOTAL 
Principal Portfolio -                       USD 20,342.49

20,342.49
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Public Trust Advisors 3

12/01/2021 to 12/31/2021

City of  Beaumont, CA

Portfolio Overview

 11/30/21 12/31/21

Duration 1.205

Years to Effective Maturity 1.213

Years to Final Maturity 1.213

Coupon Rate 0.144

Book Yield 0.379

Market Yield 0.443

Benchmark Yield 0.883

Portfolio Summary

Asset Allocation

Portfolio Characteristics

Summary 11/30/21 12/31/21

Historical Cost $0.00 $14,997,148.07

Book Value 0.00 14,999,556.94

Accrued Interest 0.00 4,313.32

Net Pending Transactions 0.00 37.09

Book Value Plus Accrued $0.00 $15,003,907.36

Net Unrealized Gain/Loss 0.00  (18,063.84)

Market Value Plus Accrued $0.00 $14,985,843.52

Period Income Income

Interest Income $1,498.48

Net Amortization/Accretion Income 2,408.87

Other Income/Expenses 0.01

Net Income $3,907.36

Income Summary

Detail may not add to total due to rounding.

Executive Summary
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Public Trust Advisors 4

12/01/2021 to 12/31/2021

City of  Beaumont, CA

Maturity Distribution by Security Type

Portfolio Overview

Issuer Value

United States 63.64%

U.S. Bancorp 36.36%

(CCYUSD) UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 0.00%

Top Ten Holdings Maturity Distribution by Type

Security Distribution 0-3 Months 3-6 Months 6-9 Months 9-12 Months 1-2 Years 2-3 Years 3-4 Years 4-5 Years 5+ Years Portfolio Total

CASH $37.09 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- $37.09

MMFUND 5,448,609.19 5,448,609.19

US GOV 583,196.71 4,955,243.52 3,998,757.01 9,537,197.24

TOTAL $5,448,646.28 -- -- $583,196.71 $4,955,243.52 $3,998,757.01 -- -- -- $14,985,843.52

• Maturity Distribution
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Public Trust Advisors 5

12/01/2021 to 12/31/2021

City of  Beaumont, CA

Portfolio Overview

S&P Rating Distribution Moody’s Rating Distribution

Allocation by Standard and Poor’s Rating Allocation by Moody’s Rating

S&P Rating Distribution Dec 31, 2021
Ending Balance

Portfolio
Allocation

Short Term Rating Distribution

A-1+ $0.00 0.00%

A-1

A-2

Total Short Term Ratings $0.00 0.00%

Long Term Rating Distribution

AAA $5,448,646.28 36.36%

AA $9,537,197.24 63.64%

A

Below A

Not Rated

Total Long Term Ratings $14,985,843.52 100.00%

Portfolio Total $14,985,843.52 100.00%

Moody's Rating Distribution Dec 31, 2021
Ending Balance

Portfolio
Allocation

Short Term Rating Distribution

P-1 $0.00 0.00%

P-2

Total Short Term Ratings $0.00 0.00%

Long Term Rating Distribution

Aaa $14,985,843.52 100.00%

Aa

A

Below A

Not Rated

Total Long Term Ratings $14,985,843.52 100.00%

Portfolio Total $14,985,843.52 100.00%

• Rating Distribution
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Public Trust Advisors 6

12/01/2021 to 12/31/2021

City of  Beaumont, CA

Market Value Basis Security Distribution

Asset Balance by Security Type

Security Distribution Nov 30, 2021
Ending Balance

Nov 30, 2021
Portfolio Allocation

Dec 31, 2021
Ending Balance

Dec 31, 2021
Portfolio Allocation

Change in
Allocation Book Yield

Cash $37.09 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%

U.S. Treasury Notes $9,537,197.24 63.64% 63.64% 0.59%

Money Market Funds $5,448,609.19 36.36% 36.36% 0.01%

Portfolio Total $14,985,843.52 100.00% 0.38%

Portfolio Overview

• Security Distribution – Market Value
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Public Trust Advisors 7

12/01/2021 to 12/31/2021

City of  Beaumont, CA

Historic Cost Basis Security Distribution

Asset Balance by Security Type

Portfolio Overview

Security Distribution Nov 30, 2021
Ending Balance

Nov 30, 2021
Portfolio Allocation

Dec 31, 2021
Ending Balance

Dec 31, 2021
Portfolio Allocation

Change in
Allocation Book Yield

Cash $37.09 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%

U.S. Treasury Notes $9,548,538.88 63.67% 63.67% 0.59%

Money Market Funds $5,448,609.19 36.33% 36.33% 0.01%

Portfolio Total $14,997,185.16 100.00% 0.38%

• Security Distribution – Historical Cost
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Public Trust Advisors 8

12/01/2021 to 12/31/2021

City of  Beaumont, CA

Description
Identifier
Coupon

Effective 
Maturity
Final Maturity
Duration

Trade Date
Settle Date

Par Value Original Cost
Book Value

Market Value
Market Price

MV + Accrued
Accrued Balance

Net Unrealized 
Gain/Loss

% of Market 
Value

Callable
Next Call Date

Book Yield
YTM
YTC

S&P
Moody's

CASH 0.00%

Receivable
CCYUSD
0.00%

12/31/21
12/31/21
0.00

--
--

37.09
$37.09
$37.09

$37.09
1.00

$37.09
$0.00

$0.00 0.00%
N
--

0.00%
--
--

AAA
Aaa

CASH TOTAL
12/31/21
12/31/21
0.00

--
--

37.09
$37.09
$37.09

$37.09
1.00

$37.09
$0.00

$0.00 0.00%
N
--

0.00%
--
--

AAA
Aaa

MMFUND 0.00%

FIRST AMER:TRS OBG Y
31846V807
0.01%

12/31/21
12/31/21
0.00

--
--

5,448,609.19
$5,448,609.19
$5,448,609.19

$5,448,609.19
1.00

$5,448,609.19
$0.00

$0.00 36.36%
N
--

0.01%
--
--

AAAm
Aaa

MMFUND TOTAL
12/31/21
12/31/21
0.00

--
--

5,448,609.19
$5,448,609.19
$5,448,609.19

$5,448,609.19
1.00

$5,448,609.19
$0.00

$0.00 36.36%
N
--

0.01%
--
--

AAAm
Aaa

US GOV 0.00%

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBD2
0.12%

12/31/22
12/31/22
1.00

12/03/21
12/07/21

585,000.00
$583,766.02
$583,845.32

$583,194.69
99.69

$583,196.71
$2.02

 ($650.63) 3.89%
N
--

0.32%
0.43%

--

AA+
Aaa

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBN0
0.12%

02/28/23
02/28/23
1.16

12/03/21
12/07/21

585,000.00
583,308.99
583,403.35

582,600.33
99.59

582,848.79
248.46

 (803.02) 3.89%
N
--

0.36%
0.48%

--

AA+
Aaa

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBU4
0.12%

03/31/23
03/31/23
1.24

12/03/21
12/07/21

585,000.00
582,874.81
582,985.73

582,326.55
99.54

582,513.38
186.83

 (659.18) 3.89%
N
--

0.40%
0.49%

--

AA+
Aaa

UNITED STATES TREASURY
912828ZP8
0.12%

05/15/23
05/15/23
1.37

12/03/21
12/07/21

585,000.00
582,394.92
582,519.21

581,663.74
99.43

581,758.69
94.94

 (855.46) 3.88%
N
--

0.44%
0.54%

--

AA+
Aaa

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCK5
0.12%

06/30/23
06/30/23
1.49

12/03/21
12/07/21

655,000.00
651,597.07
651,746.32

650,599.06
99.33

650,601.32
2.26

 (1,147.27) 4.34%
N
--

0.46%
0.58%

--

AA+
Aaa

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CAF8
0.12%

08/15/23
08/15/23
1.62

12/03/21
12/07/21

655,000.00
650,727.15
650,900.56

649,703.67
99.19

650,012.93
309.26

 (1,196.89) 4.34%
N
--

0.51%
0.63%

--

AA+
Aaa

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCU3
0.12%

08/31/23
08/31/23
1.66

12/03/21
12/07/21

655,000.00
650,496.88
650,675.01

649,294.30
99.13

649,572.49
278.19

 (1,380.71) 4.33%
N
--

0.52%
0.65%

--

AA+
Aaa

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CAW1
0.25%

11/15/23
11/15/23
1.86

12/03/21
12/07/21

655,000.00
650,727.15
650,878.03

649,678.12
99.19

649,890.73
212.60

 (1,199.90) 4.34%
N
--

0.59%
0.69%

--

AA+
Aaa

Portfolio Holdings

Supporting Reports
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Public Trust Advisors 9

12/01/2021 to 12/31/2021

City of  Beaumont, CA

Description
Identifier
Coupon

Effective 
Maturity
Final Maturity
Duration

Trade Date
Settle Date

Par Value Original Cost
Book Value

Market Value
Market Price

MV + Accrued
Accrued Balance

Net Unrealized 
Gain/Loss

% of Market 
Value

Callable
Next Call Date

Book Yield
YTM
YTC

S&P
Moody's

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBA8
0.12%

12/15/23
12/15/23
1.95

12/03/21
12/07/21

615,000.00
608,946.09
609,151.17

608,009.30
98.86

608,045.20
35.90

 (1,141.87) 4.06%
N
--

0.62%
0.71%

--

AA+
Aaa

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBM2
0.12%

02/15/24
02/15/24
2.11

12/03/21
12/07/21

615,000.00
607,937.11
608,157.83

607,072.04
98.71

607,362.41
290.37

 (1,085.79) 4.05%
N
--

0.65%
0.74%

--

AA+
Aaa

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBR1
0.25%

03/15/24
03/15/24
2.19

12/03/21
12/07/21

615,000.00
608,946.09
609,128.66

607,744.84
98.82

608,203.55
458.70

 (1,383.81) 4.06%
N
--

0.69%
0.79%

--

AA+
Aaa

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCC3
0.25%

05/15/24
05/15/24
2.36

12/03/21
12/07/21

615,000.00
607,720.90
607,925.37

606,735.63
98.66

606,935.25
199.62

 (1,189.74) 4.05%
N
--

0.74%
0.82%

--

AA+
Aaa

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCG4
0.25%

06/15/24
06/15/24
2.44

12/03/21
12/07/21

550,000.00
543,039.06
543,228.01

542,007.95
98.55

542,072.17
64.22

 (1,220.06) 3.62%
N
--

0.76%
0.85%

--

AA+
Aaa

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCT6
0.38%

08/15/24
08/15/24
2.60

12/03/21
12/07/21

550,000.00
544,048.83
544,200.34

542,867.05
98.70

543,646.09
779.04

 (1,333.29) 3.63%
N
--

0.78%
0.88%

--

AA+
Aaa

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCX7
0.38%

09/15/24
09/15/24
2.68

12/03/21
12/07/21

550,000.00
543,576.17
543,734.70

542,351.70
98.61

542,967.03
615.33

 (1,383.00) 3.62%
N
--

0.80%
0.90%

--

AA+
Aaa

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CDH1
0.75%

11/15/24
11/15/24
2.83

12/03/21
12/07/21

550,000.00
548,431.64
548,468.15

547,034.95
99.46

547,570.52
535.57

 (1,433.20) 3.65%
N
--

0.85%
0.94%

--

AA+
Aaa

US GOV TOTAL
11/27/23
11/27/23
1.89

12/03/21
12/07/21

9,620,000.00
$9,548,538.88
$9,550,947.75

$9,532,883.92
99.10

$9,537,197.24
$4,313.32

 ($18,063.84) 63.64%
N
--

0.59%
0.69%

--

AA+
Aaa

PORTFOLIO TOTAL
03/19/23
03/19/23
1.21

--
--

15,068,646.28
$14,997,185.16
$14,999,594.03

$14,981,530.20
63.43

$14,985,843.52
$4,313.32

 ($18,063.84) 100.00%
N
--

0.38%
0.69%

--

AA+
Aaa

Portfolio Holdings

Supporting Reports
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Public Trust Advisors 10

12/01/2021 to 12/31/2021

City of  Beaumont, CA

Description
Identifier

Current Units Type Trade Date Settle Date Price Principal Realized
Gain/Loss

Broker Amount

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CAF8

655,000.00 Buy 12/03/21 12/07/21 99.348 $650,727.15 $0.00 RBC  ($650,980.78)

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCG4

550,000.00 Buy 12/03/21 12/07/21 98.734 543,039.06 0.00 Wells  (543,696.51)

UNITED STATES TREASURY
912828ZP8

585,000.00 Buy 12/03/21 12/07/21 99.555 582,394.92 0.00 CITIGROUP  (582,439.36)

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBD2

585,000.00 Buy 12/03/21 12/07/21 99.789 583,766.02 0.00 Wells  (584,083.95)

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCT6

550,000.00 Buy 12/03/21 12/07/21 98.918 544,048.83 0.00 RBC  (544,687.76)

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCC3

615,000.00 Buy 12/03/21 12/07/21 98.816 607,720.90 0.00 CITIGROUP  (607,814.34)

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCX7

550,000.00 Buy 12/03/21 12/07/21 98.832 543,576.17 0.00 Wells  (544,049.06)

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCU3

655,000.00 Buy 12/03/21 12/07/21 99.313 650,496.88 0.00 Wells  (650,718.53)

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBA8

615,000.00 Buy 12/03/21 12/07/21 99.016 608,946.09 0.00 Wells  (609,313.66)

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CDH1

550,000.00 Buy 12/03/21 12/07/21 99.715 548,431.64 0.00 Wells  (548,682.33)

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBN0

585,000.00 Buy 12/03/21 12/07/21 99.711 583,308.99 0.00 Wells  (583,506.95)

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBR1

615,000.00 Buy 12/03/21 12/07/21 99.016 608,946.09 0.00 CITIGROUP  (609,298.61)

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBM2

615,000.00 Buy 12/03/21 12/07/21 98.852 607,937.11 0.00 RBC  (608,175.26)

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CAW1

655,000.00 Buy 12/03/21 12/07/21 99.348 650,727.15 0.00 CITIGROUP  (650,826.67)

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCK5

655,000.00 Buy 12/03/21 12/07/21 99.480 651,597.07 0.00 Wells  (651,953.05)

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBU4

585,000.00 Buy 12/03/21 12/07/21 99.637 582,874.81 0.00 CITIGROUP  (583,011.42)

Buy Total $9,548,538.88 $0.00  ($9,553,238.24)

Transactions
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Public Trust Advisors 11

12/01/2021 to 12/31/2021

City of  Beaumont, CA

Income

Description
Identifier

Final 
Maturity

Current Units Interest Income Realized Gain
Realized Loss

Accretion 
Income

Amortization 
Expense

Misc 
Income

Net Income Interest Received
Interest Due

FIRST AMER:TRS OBG Y
31846V807

12/31/21 5,448,609.19 $37.63 $0.00
$0.00

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $37.63 $0.54
$37.09

UNITED STATES TREASURY
912828ZP8

05/15/23 585,000.00 50.50 0.00
0.00

124.29 0.00 0.00 174.79 0.00
0.00

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CAF8

08/15/23 655,000.00 55.63 0.00
0.00

173.41 0.00 0.00 229.04 0.00
0.00

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CAW1

11/15/23 655,000.00 113.08 0.00
0.00

150.88 0.00 0.00 263.96 0.00
0.00

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBA8

12/15/23 615,000.00 52.71 0.00
0.00

205.08 0.00 0.00 257.79 384.38
0.00

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBD2

12/31/22 585,000.00 49.72 0.00
0.00

79.30 0.00 0.00 129.02 365.63
0.00

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBM2

02/15/24 615,000.00 52.22 0.00
0.00

220.72 0.00 0.00 272.94 0.00
0.00

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBN0

02/28/23 585,000.00 50.50 0.00
0.00

94.36 0.00 0.00 144.87 0.00
0.00

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBR1

03/15/24 615,000.00 106.18 0.00
0.00

182.57 0.00 0.00 288.75 0.00
0.00

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBU4

03/31/23 585,000.00 50.22 0.00
0.00

110.92 0.00 0.00 161.14 0.00
0.00

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCC3

05/15/24 615,000.00 106.18 0.00
0.00

204.47 0.00 0.00 310.65 0.00
0.00

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCG4

06/15/24 550,000.00 94.27 0.00
0.00

188.95 0.00 0.00 283.22 687.50
0.00

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCK5

06/30/23 655,000.00 55.66 0.00
0.00

149.25 0.00 0.00 204.91 409.38
0.00

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCT6

08/15/24 550,000.00 140.11 0.00
0.00

151.51 0.00 0.00 291.62 0.00
0.00

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCU3

08/31/23 655,000.00 56.54 0.00
0.00

178.13 0.00 0.00 234.67 0.00
0.00

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCX7

09/15/24 550,000.00 142.44 0.00
0.00

158.53 0.00 0.00 300.98 0.00
0.00

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CDH1

11/15/24 550,000.00 284.88 0.00
0.00

36.51 0.00 0.00 321.38 0.00
0.00

Receivable
CCYUSD

12/31/21 37.09 0.00 0.00
0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00

Portfolio Total 03/19/23 15,068,646.28 $1,498.48
$0.00
$0.00

$2,408.87 $0.00 $0.00 $3,907.36
$1,847.43

$37.09
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Public Trust Advisors 12

12/01/2021 to 12/31/2021

City of  Beaumont, CA

GASB 40

Issuer
Identifier

Security Type
% of Market Value

Book Yield
Market Yield

Duration S&P
Moody's

Effective Maturity
Final Maturity

Current Units Accrued Book Value
Book Value + Accrued

Market Value
Market Value + Accrued

First American Funds, Inc. -
Treasury Obligations Fund

First American Funds, Inc. -
Treasury Obligations Fund
31846V807

MMFUND
36.36%

0.01%
0.01%

0.00
AAAm

Aaa
12/31/21
12/31/21

5,448,609.19 $0.00
$5,448,609.19
$5,448,609.19

$5,448,609.19
$5,448,609.19

First American Funds, Inc. -
Treasury Obligations Fund

36.36%
0.01%
0.01%

0.00
AAAm

Aaa
5,448,609.19 $0.00

$5,448,609.19
$5,448,609.19

$5,448,609.19
$5,448,609.19

United States Department of
The Treasury

United States Department of
The Treasury
91282CBD2

US GOV
3.89%

0.32%
0.43%

1.00
AA+
Aaa

12/31/22
12/31/22

585,000.00 $2.02
$583,845.32
$583,847.34

$583,194.69
$583,196.71

United States Department of
The Treasury
91282CBN0

US GOV
3.89%

0.36%
0.48%

1.16
AA+
Aaa

02/28/23
02/28/23

585,000.00 248.46
583,403.35
583,651.82

582,600.33
582,848.79

United States Department of
The Treasury
91282CBU4

US GOV
3.89%

0.40%
0.49%

1.24
AA+
Aaa

03/31/23
03/31/23

585,000.00 186.83
582,985.73
583,172.56

582,326.55
582,513.38

United States Department of
The Treasury
912828ZP8

US GOV
3.88%

0.44%
0.54%

1.37
AA+
Aaa

05/15/23
05/15/23

585,000.00 94.94
582,519.21
582,614.15

581,663.74
581,758.69

United States Department of
The Treasury
91282CCK5

US GOV
4.34%

0.46%
0.58%

1.49
AA+
Aaa

06/30/23
06/30/23

655,000.00 2.26
651,746.32
651,748.58

650,599.06
650,601.32

United States Department of
The Treasury
91282CAF8

US GOV
4.34%

0.51%
0.63%

1.62
AA+
Aaa

08/15/23
08/15/23

655,000.00 309.26
650,900.56
651,209.82

649,703.67
650,012.93

United States Department of
The Treasury
91282CCU3

US GOV
4.33%

0.52%
0.65%

1.66
AA+
Aaa

08/31/23
08/31/23

655,000.00 278.19
650,675.01
650,953.20

649,294.30
649,572.49

United States Department of
The Treasury
91282CAW1

US GOV
4.34%

0.59%
0.69%

1.86
AA+
Aaa

11/15/23
11/15/23

655,000.00 212.60
650,878.03
651,090.63

649,678.12
649,890.73

United States Department of
The Treasury
91282CBA8

US GOV
4.06%

0.62%
0.71%

1.95
AA+
Aaa

12/15/23
12/15/23

615,000.00 35.90
609,151.17
609,187.07

608,009.30
608,045.20

United States Department of
The Treasury
91282CBM2

US GOV
4.05%

0.65%
0.74%

2.11
AA+
Aaa

02/15/24
02/15/24

615,000.00 290.37
608,157.83
608,448.20

607,072.04
607,362.41
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Public Trust Advisors 13

12/01/2021 to 12/31/2021

City of  Beaumont, CA

GASB 40

Issuer
Identifier

Security Type
% of Market Value

Book Yield
Market Yield

Duration S&P
Moody's

Effective Maturity
Final Maturity

Current Units Accrued Book Value
Book Value + Accrued

Market Value
Market Value + Accrued

United States Department of
The Treasury
91282CBR1

US GOV
4.06%

0.69%
0.79%

2.19
AA+
Aaa

03/15/24
03/15/24

615,000.00 458.70
609,128.66
609,587.36

607,744.84
608,203.55

United States Department of
The Treasury
91282CCC3

US GOV
4.05%

0.74%
0.82%

2.36
AA+
Aaa

05/15/24
05/15/24

615,000.00 199.62
607,925.37
608,124.99

606,735.63
606,935.25

United States Department of
The Treasury
91282CCG4

US GOV
3.62%

0.76%
0.85%

2.44
AA+
Aaa

06/15/24
06/15/24

550,000.00 64.22
543,228.01
543,292.23

542,007.95
542,072.17

United States Department of
The Treasury
91282CCT6

US GOV
3.63%

0.78%
0.88%

2.60
AA+
Aaa

08/15/24
08/15/24

550,000.00 779.04
544,200.34
544,979.38

542,867.05
543,646.09

United States Department of
The Treasury
91282CCX7

US GOV
3.62%

0.80%
0.90%

2.68
AA+
Aaa

09/15/24
09/15/24

550,000.00 615.33
543,734.70
544,350.04

542,351.70
542,967.03

United States Department of
The Treasury
91282CDH1

US GOV
3.65%

0.85%
0.94%

2.83
AA+
Aaa

11/15/24
11/15/24

550,000.00 535.57
548,468.15
549,003.71

547,034.95
547,570.52

United States Department of
The Treasury

63.64%
0.59%
0.69%

1.89
AA+
Aaa

9,620,000.00 $4,313.32
$9,550,947.75
$9,555,261.08

$9,532,883.92
$9,537,197.24

Portfolio Total
100.00%

0.38%
0.44%

1.21
AA+
Aaa

03/19/23
03/19/23

15,068,609.19 $4,313.32
$14,999,556.94
$15,003,870.27

$14,981,493.10
$14,985,806.43
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Portfolio Activity Summary

Description
Identifier

Security Type
Final Maturity

Beginning Original Cost
Beginning Market Value

Beginning Book Value

Purchases
Purchased Accrued

Sales
Disposed Accrued

Maturities
Paydowns

Interest Received
Transfers

Realized Gain/Loss
Unrealized Gain/Loss

Ending Original Cost
Ending Market Value

Ending Book Value

Cash
CCYUSD

CASH
12/31/21

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$0.00
$0.00

$0.00
$0.00

$0.00
$0.00

$0.00
$15,000,000.00

$0.00
$0.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

Receivable
CCYUSD

CASH
12/31/21

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

37.09
37.09
37.09

FIRST AMER:TRS OBG Y
31846V807

MMFUND
12/31/21

0.00
0.00
0.00

15,001,847.43
0.00

 (9,553,238.24)
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.54
0.00

0.00
0.00

5,448,609.19
5,448,609.19
5,448,609.19

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBD2

US GOV
12/31/22

0.00
0.00
0.00

583,766.02
 (317.93)

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

365.63
0.00

0.00
 (650.63)

583,766.02
583,194.69
583,845.32

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBN0

US GOV
02/28/23

0.00
0.00
0.00

583,308.99
 (197.96)

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
 (803.02)

583,308.99
582,600.33
583,403.35

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBU4

US GOV
03/31/23

0.00
0.00
0.00

582,874.81
 (136.61)

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
 (659.18)

582,874.81
582,326.55
582,985.73

UNITED STATES TREASURY
912828ZP8

US GOV
05/15/23

0.00
0.00
0.00

582,394.92
 (44.44)

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
 (855.46)

582,394.92
581,663.74
582,519.21

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCK5

US GOV
06/30/23

0.00
0.00
0.00

651,597.07
 (355.98)

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

409.38
0.00

0.00
 (1,147.27)

651,597.07
650,599.06
651,746.32

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CAF8

US GOV
08/15/23

0.00
0.00
0.00

650,727.15
 (253.63)

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
 (1,196.89)

650,727.15
649,703.67
650,900.56

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCU3

US GOV
08/31/23

0.00
0.00
0.00

650,496.88
 (221.65)

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
 (1,380.71)

650,496.88
649,294.30
650,675.01

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CAW1

US GOV
11/15/23

0.00
0.00
0.00

650,727.15
 (99.52)

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
 (1,199.90)

650,727.15
649,678.12
650,878.03

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBA8

US GOV
12/15/23

0.00
0.00
0.00

608,946.09
 (367.57)

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

384.38
0.00

0.00
 (1,141.87)

608,946.09
608,009.30
609,151.17

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBM2

US GOV
02/15/24

0.00
0.00
0.00

607,937.11
 (238.15)

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
 (1,085.79)

607,937.11
607,072.04
608,157.83
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12/01/2021 to 12/31/2021

City of  Beaumont, CA

Portfolio Activity Summary

Description
Identifier

Security Type
Final Maturity

Beginning Original Cost
Beginning Market Value

Beginning Book Value

Purchases
Purchased Accrued

Sales
Disposed Accrued

Maturities
Paydowns

Interest Received
Transfers

Realized Gain/Loss
Unrealized Gain/Loss

Ending Original Cost
Ending Market Value

Ending Book Value

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CBR1

US GOV
03/15/24

0.00
0.00
0.00

608,946.09
 (352.52)

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
 (1,383.81)

608,946.09
607,744.84
609,128.66

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCC3

US GOV
05/15/24

0.00
0.00
0.00

607,720.90
 (93.44)

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
 (1,189.74)

607,720.90
606,735.63
607,925.37

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCG4

US GOV
06/15/24

0.00
0.00
0.00

543,039.06
 (657.45)

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

687.50
0.00

0.00
 (1,220.06)

543,039.06
542,007.95
543,228.01

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCT6

US GOV
08/15/24

0.00
0.00
0.00

544,048.83
 (638.93)

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
 (1,333.29)

544,048.83
542,867.05
544,200.34

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CCX7

US GOV
09/15/24

0.00
0.00
0.00

543,576.17
 (472.89)

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
 (1,383.00)

543,576.17
542,351.70
543,734.70

UNITED STATES TREASURY
91282CDH1

US GOV
11/15/24

0.00
0.00
0.00

548,431.64
 (250.69)

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
 (1,433.20)

548,431.64
547,034.95
548,468.15

Portfolio Total

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$24,550,386.31
 ($4,699.36)

 ($9,553,238.24)
$0.00

$0.00
$0.00

$1,847.43
$15,000,000.00

$0.00
 ($18,063.84)

$14,997,185.16
$14,981,530.20
$14,999,594.03
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City of  Beaumont, CA

This information is for the sole purposes of  the client and is not intended to provide specific advice or recommendations. Please review the contents of  this information carefully. Should you have any questions regarding the 
information presented, calculation methodology, investment portfolio, security detail, or any other facet of  this information, please feel free to contact us.

Public Trust Advisors, LLC (Public Trust) statements and reports are intended to detail our investment advisory activity as well as the activity of  any client accounts managed by Public Trust. The custodian bank maintains 
the control of  assets and executes and settles all investment transactions. The custodian statement is the official record of  security and cash holdings transactions. Public Trust recognizes that clients may use these reports to 
facilitate record keeping; therefore, it is recommended that the client reconcile this information with their custodian bank statement. Many custodians use a settlement date basis that may result in the need to reconcile due to 
a timing difference. The underlying market value, amortized cost, and accrued interest may differ between the custodian and this statement or report. This can be attributable to differences in calculation methodologies and 
pricing sources used. Please contact your relationship manager or call us at (855) 395-3954 with questions regarding your account.

Public Trust does not have the authority to withdraw funds from or deposit funds to the custodian. Our clients retain responsibility for their internal accounting policies, implementing and enforcing internal controls, and 
generating ledger entries or otherwise recording transactions. The total market value represents prices obtained from various sources; it may be impacted by the frequency at which prices are reported, and such prices are 
not guaranteed. Prices received from pricing vendors are generally based on current market quotes but when such quotes are not available, the pricing vendors use a variety of  techniques to estimate value. These estimates, 
particularly for fixed-income securities, may be based on certain minimum principal amounts (e.g. $1 million) and may not reflect all the factors that affect the value of  the security including liquidity risk. The prices provided are 
not firm bids or offers. Certain securities may reflect N/A or unavailable where the price for such security is generally not available from a pricing source. The market value of  a security, including those priced at par value, may 
differ from its purchase price and may not closely reflect the value at which the security may be sold or purchased based on various market factors. The securities in this investment portfolio, including shares of  mutual funds, are 
not guaranteed or otherwise protected by Public Trust, the FDIC (except for certain non-negotiable certificates of  deposit), or any government agency unless specifically stated otherwise. 

Clients may be permitted to establish one or more unmanaged accounts for the purposes of  client reporting. Public Trust defines an unmanaged account as one where the investment direction remains the sole responsibility of  
the client rather than the Investment Manager. These accounts do not receive ongoing supervision and monitoring services. The Investment Manager does not make any investment recommendations and may not charge a fee 
for reporting on these accounts. The primary purpose for this service is to include unmanaged accounts owned by the client in the performance reports provided by the Investment Manager. The Investment Manager assumes 
no liability for the underlying performance of  any unmanaged accounts or assets, and it is the client’s sole responsibility for the accuracy or correctness of  any such performance. 

Beginning and ending balances are based on market value plus accrued interest on a trade date basis. Statements and reports made available to the end user either from Public Trust or through the online reporting platform 
may present information and portfolio analytics using various optional methods including, but not limited to, historical cost, amortized cost, and market value. All information is assumed to be correct, but the accuracy has not 
been confirmed and therefore is not guaranteed to be correct. Information is obtained from third party sources that may or may not be verified. The data in this report is unaudited and is only applicable for the date denoted 
on the report. Market values may change day-to-day based on numerous circumstances such as trading volume, news released about the underlying issuer, issuer performance, etc. Underlying market values may be priced via 
numerous aspects as certain securities are short term in nature and not readily traded. Performance results are shown net of  all fees and expenses and reflect the reinvestment of  dividends and other earnings. 

Many factors affect performance including changes in market conditions and interest rates and in response to other economic, political, or financial developments. Investment involves risk including the possible loss of  principal. 
No assurance can be given that the performance objectives of  a given strategy will be achieved. Past performance is no guarantee of  future results. Any financial and/or investment decision may incur losses.

The investment advisor providing these services is Public Trust Advisors, LLC, an investment adviser registered with the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) under the Investment Advisers Act of  1940, as amended. 
Registration with the SEC does not imply a certain level of  skill or training. Public Trust is required to maintain a written disclosure brochure of  our background and business experience. If  you would like to receive a copy of  our 
current disclosure brochure, Privacy Policy, or Code of  Ethics, please contact us.

Disclaimers

Disclaimers
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Contact

Regional Office

550 S. Hope Street, Suite 560

Angeles

Headquarters
717 17th Street, Suite 1850

Denver, CO 80202
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Doug Story, Assistant Director of Community Services 

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  Consider Adopting a Resolution Waiving the Facility Use and Staff 

Fees at the Albert A. Chatigny Sr. Community Recreation Center 

(CRC) for Boy Scout Troop 322 
  

Background and Analysis:  

Boys Scouts of America, Troop 322 is a nonprofit community organization that provides 

opportunities to serve the community through volunteerism and provide purposeful 

direction to young men.  These young men have a strong desire to serve and support 

the community of Beaumont while learning ethically valued life lessons. 

 

Troop 322 has participated in numerous community events including Veterans Day 

Parade, Annual Christmas Parade, Cherry Festival, the City Clean-up Day, and 

Community Food Drives.  They continually volunteer at City sponsored events and 

serve the community in various ways. 

 

The troop is requesting a fee waiver in the amount of $960 for an annual fundraiser they 

would like to hold at the Albert A. Chatigny Sr. Community Recreation Center (CRC) for 

the annual Troop 322 taco dinner fundraiser. This annual event raises much-needed 

funding for the troop and is their first fundraiser since the on-set of COVID-19. These 

fundraisers support the troop and help the boys with activities such as camping, rank 

advancements, achievement awards, leadership training, and summer camp. 

Fiscal Impact: 

The total amount of facility use fees requested to be waived on a one time basis for this 

fundraising event is $960 of which $500 is for the deposit. City staff estimates the cost 

to prepare this report to be $98. 
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Recommended Action: 

Waive the full reading and adopt by title only, “A Resolution of the City of 

Beaumont Authorizing the Waiver of a One-Time Facility Use Fee at the Albert A. 

Chatigny Sr. Community Recreation Center (CRC) for Boy Scout Troop 322.” 

Attachments: 

A. Resolution 

B. Facility Use Application 

C. Fee Waiver Request 
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1 

 

RESOLUTION NO. _______ 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF BEAUMONT AUTHORIZING 

THE CITY MANAGER TO ACCEPT THE OFFER OF 

DEDICATION FOR PARK PURPOSES 

WHEREAS, SDC Fairway Canyon, LLC a Delaware corporation executed offers of 

dedication by the following instrument:  Tract Map Number 31462-7 filed September 28, 2015 in 

Book 447 of Maps at Pages 17-23 for park purposes with regards to lot “149”; and 

WHEREAS, the improvements have been completed and are ready to accept; and 

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 27281 provides that instruments conveying an 

interest in real property to the City may not be recorded without a Certificate of Acceptance 

approved by the City Council; and 

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 27281 also provides that the City Council may, by 

a resolution, authorize one or more officers to accept instruments conveying an interest in real 

property by executing a Certificate of Acceptance; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to delegate to the City Manager the authority to 

accept the within described real property interests on behalf of the City; and 

WHEREAS, a certificate of acceptance for accepting the aforementioned Lots will be 

recorded with the Riverside County Clerk Recorder’s Office once this resolution is adopted by City 

Council. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City of Beaumont does authorize 

accepting offers of dedication under the following instruments: Tract Map Number 31462-7 filed 

September  28, 2015 in Book 447 of Maps at Pages 17-23 for park purposes with regards to lot 

“149” (“Property”) and Grant Deed for such Property: 

Provision 1. Recordation of the aforementioned certificate of acceptance shall be 

executed by the City Manager and recorded with the Riverside County Clerk Recorder’s Office. 
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2 

 

MOVED, PASSED AND ADOPTED this ___day of January 2022. 

AYES:  
 
NOES:  
 
ABSTAIN:  
 
ABSENT:  
 
 
 
       By:                                                 __________ 
        _________________, Mayor, City of Beaumont  
 
ATTEST: 
 
Steven Mehlman 
CITY CLERK 
 
 
By:                              _____________  
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Honorable Mayor Lara and Distinguished Members of the Beaumont City Council, 

  

My name is Alicia Valdivia. I am a resident of our wonderful city and the Fundraising Committee 

Chair for the Boy Scouts of America, Troop 322. As many of you know the future of our 

community is shaped by those that volunteer and participate in leading our youth in a purposeful 

direction. The members of Troop 322 include young men that have a desire and passion to 

support the Community of Beaumont while learning ethically valued life lessons. In the past 

Troop, 322 has participated in the Veterans Day Parade, Annual Christmas Parade, Cherry 

Festival, the City Clean-up Day, and Community Food Drives. We have also participated in 

honor guard/flag ceremonies at the Civic Center.  

  

As you know participation is one key role in the development of our youth. We the members of 

the Troop 322 leadership often try to develop ways for the boys to earn money to aid with their 

activities. We have traditionally utilized donated locations from various civic groups within our 

community. Lately, this has become a challenge, space is limited and these locations are 

booked. 

  

On behalf of Troop 322 leadership, we are requesting the use of the Chatigny Center for our 

annual Troop 322 Taco dinner fundraiser. This annual event raises much-needed funding for 

the troop and is our first fundraiser since the start of COVID. We rely solely on fundraisers to 

support our troop and help the boys with activities such as camping, rank advancements, 

achievement awards, leadership training, and summer camp. We are graciously asking for the 

Beaumont City council for the use of the Chatigny Center and to waive the fees associated with 

the use. You can be assured that we will be respectful of the property, neat, and clean, and 

adhering to one of the core mottos “Leave no trace.” Meaning we will leave the Chatigny Center 

just as we found it.  

  

Thank you for your time and consideration.  

  

  

Respectfully,  

  

  

Alicia Valdivia 
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Jennifer Ustation, Finance Director 

Lisa Leach, Assistant Finance Director 

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  FY2021 Annual Comprehensive Financial Report and Report of 

Internal Control Over Financial Reporting 
  

Background and Analysis:  

On an annual basis the City is required to have an independent audit of its financial 

statements. The audit for FY2021 has been completed and is included as Attachment A. 

 

The audit provides for an unmodified (“clean”) opinion, which means that the financial 

statements present fairly in all material respects to the financial condition of the City. 

The audit process includes an interim period of review of internal controls and testing of 

transactions and year-end balances. Both processes are completed by the independent 

auditors.  

 

This is the City’s first Annual Comprehensive Financial Report (ACFR). The ACFR is 

divided into the following sections: 

 

 Introductory Section – includes a letter of transmittal to introduce the ACFR 

and provide a profile of the government and information that is useful in 

assessing a government’s economic condition and organizational information, 

 

 Independent Auditor’s Report on Financial Statements – provides an opinion 

on the reasonable assurance about whether the financial statements as a whole 

are free from material misstatement, 

 

 Management Discussion and Analysis – provides management’s discussion of 

the financial condition of the City and the results of operations for FY2021, 
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 Financial Statements – provides for detailed financial results of both 

government activities and business type activities along with the change in 

financial position for the City during FY2021, 

 

 Notes to the Financial Statements – provides additional information regarding 

a summary of significant accounting policies including valuation of assets and 

liabilities, 

 

 Supplementary Information – provides for comparative data with information 

from prior years, and 

 

 Statistical Section – provides financial trends, revenue capacity, debt capacity, 

demographic, economic and operating information which provides a context for 

assessing a government’s economic condition. 

 

Internal Control Over Financial Reporting 

 

The auditors consider the City’s internal control over financial reporting (internal control) 

as a basis for designing audit procedures that are appropriate in the circumstances for 

the purpose of expressing their opinions on the financial statements, but not for the 

purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of the City’s internal control. 

Within this report the auditors will identify any deficiencies they encountered in their 

testing of internal control over financial reporting.  

 

A deficiency in internal controls exists when the design or operation of control does not 

allow management or employees to prevent or detect and correct misstatements on a 

timely basis. There are two types of deficiencies, a material weakness and a significant 

deficiency.   A material weakness is a deficiency that a material misstatement of the 

City’s financial statements will not be prevented or detected and corrected on a timely 

basis.  A significant deficiency is a deficiency in internal control that is less severe than 

a material weakness.  

 

During the audit this year, Rogers, Anderson, Malody and Scott, LLP (RAMS) identified 

two new significant deficiencies, one was related to segregation of duties and the other 

was on adherence to the investment policy. There were two carryover deficiencies that 

addressed one deficiency as having been corrected and the other that had not been 

corrected since the last audit. In the draft report that is provided it will be noted by 

management that the two new deficiencies have been addressed and new procedures 

and reporting have been implemented. The carryover finding has also been addressed 

and is in the process of correction.   
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Finance and Audit Committee Review 

 

The Finance and Audit Committee met on December 20, 2021, and January 10, 2022, 

to review and discuss the drafts of these reports and it was recommended to move 

forward to the City Council once they were in final form.  

Fiscal Impact: 

City staff estimates the cost to prepare this report to be $175. 

 

Recommended Action: 

Receive and file the FY2021 Annual Comprehensive Report and associated 

reports. 

Attachments: 

A. FY2021 Annual Comprehensive Financial Report 

B. FY2021 SAS114 Letter 

C. FY2021 Report on Internal Control Over Financial Reporting  

D. Rogers, Anderson, Malody & Scott, LLP Presentation 
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January 12, 2022 
 
To the Honorable Mayor, Members of the City Council, and the Citizens of Beaumont: 
 
It is with great pleasure that we present to you the City of Beaumont’s (City’s) audited Annual 
Comprehensive Financial Report (ACFR) for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2021. The financial 
statements within this report are presented in conformity with the generally accepted accounting 
principles (GAAP) and have been audited in accordance with generally accepted auditing 
standards (GAAS) and Government Auditing Standards (GAGAS) by an independent certified 
public accounting firm. 
 
The ACFR includes the financial activity for all funds of the City, Financing Authority, Public 
Improvement Authority and Fiduciary Funds. The report is organized into three major sections 
which include the Introductory Section, the Financial Section, and the Statistical Section. 
  
Management assumes full responsibility for the completeness and reliability of the information 
contained in this report, based upon a comprehensive framework of internal controls established 
for this purpose, which include an array of administrative procedures. These controls are designed 
to provide reasonable, but not absolute, assurance to safeguard City assets against loss from 
unauthorized use or disposition, as well as the reliability of financial records for accurate and fair 
presentation of financial reports. The concept of reasonable assurance recognizes that the cost of 
specific controls should not exceed the benefits likely to be derived from exercising the controls, 
and that this evaluation involves estimates and judgements by management. It is believed that the 
City’s internal accounting controls adequately safeguard City assets and provide reasonable 
assurance of proper recording of financial transactions. 
 
Rogers, Anderson, Malody & Scott, LLP, Certified Public Accountants, have issued an unmodified 
(“clean”) opinion on the City of Beaumont’s financial statements for the year ended June 30, 2021. 
The independent auditor’s report is located at the front of the financial section of this report.  
 
Management’s discussion and analysis (MD&A) immediately follows the independent auditor’s 
report and provides a narrative introduction, overview, and analysis of the basic financial 
statements. The MD&A complements this letter of transmittal and should be read in conjunction 
with it.  
 

PROFILE OF THE GOVERNMENT 
 
Beaumont was incorporated on November 18, 1912, is located 79 miles east of Los Angeles, 111 
miles northeast of San Diego and 28 miles west of Palm Springs. Beaumont’s incorporated area 
encompasses two of the region’s most important highway interchanges, IH-10 and SR-60 and IH-
10 and SR-79. Beaumont (beautiful mountain), originally the community of the San Gorgonio 
Pass, began its roots as an ideal route for the transport of goods and services from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean. The Pass Area remains an important route for the transportation of 
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goods and services from the West Coast today. Since the early 2000s Beaumont has undergone a 
major building boom and for several years has remained one of the fastest growing cities in 
Riverside County, mainly due to its housing affordability and convenient proximity to major urban 
centers. Beaumont’s median income is $84,105 which is 14.8% higher than the average for 
Riverside County. 
 

   

As presented in the ten-year population 
history chart, Beaumont’s population has 
significantly increased over the past 10 years. 
The 2020 US Census estimated the 
population to be 52,686. The California 
Department of Finance now estimates the 
2021 population has grown to 54,937, an 
increase of 2,251 from 2020 (4.27% growth). 

 
Beaumont is a “general law” city governed by a city council/city manager form of government. 
Within the City are multiple special districts which are separate entities with their own, duly 
elected governing boards. Beaumont is governed by a 5-member City Council, from which the 
Mayor and the Mayor Pro tempore are selected annually. The City Council appoints the City 
Manager, who is responsible for the daily operations of all City departments, and the City Attorney. 
The City’s operating departments are City Council, City Clerk, Administration, Finance/Budget, 
Community Development, Community Services, Public Safety, Public Works, Transit, and 
Wastewater.  
 
Basic local governmental services are provided including police, fire protection (through contract 
with Riverside County), maintenance and construction of public improvements, cultural, 
recreation, planning, zoning, transportation, sewer, and general administration. Financial 
administration of the City is the responsibility of the Finance Director, who supervises the City’s 
fiscal administration and includes the day-to-day accounting, budgetary and reporting compliance, 
revenue and cash management, and debt administration operations.  
 

THE REPORTING ENTITY 
 

The ACFR includes all activities carried out by the City as a legal entity, including the activities 
of the Beaumont Successor Agency, Beaumont Utility Authority (BUA), Beaumont Financing 
Authority (BFA), Beaumont Parking Authority (BPA), and the Beaumont Public Improvement 
Authority (BPIA). The City is financially accountable for each of these authorities as specified by 
the guidance of the Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB).  
 

ACCOUNTING SYSTEMS AND BUDGETARY CONTROL 
 
The City’s fund accounting records are maintained using a modified accrual basis of accounting, 
as explained in the Notes to the Financial Statements, and is subject to the accounting practices for 
governmental units as mandated by (GASB). Basic City operations are accounted for in the City’s 
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General Fund, with other activities accounted for in separate funds as required by law or 
determined by management discretion. 
 
The Government-Wide financial statements (Statement of Net Position and Statement of 
Activities) follow the accrual basis of accounting. As required by GASB, an accompanying 
summary reconciliation schedule is presented following the Governmental fund financial 
statements. These reconciliation schedules are presented on pages 23 and 26 in the body of the 
financial statements.  
 
The Finance Director is charged with the responsibility for the receipt and disbursement of all 
monies and to maintain control over all expenditures to ensure that budget appropriations are not 
exceeded. The level of budgetary control, that is the level at which expenditures are not to exceed 
Council approved appropriations, is established at the fund and department level. The City 
Manager has authority to amend the budget within a departmental appropriation; however, changes 
in employee counts must be approved by the City Council. Adjustments at the object level within 
major categories of expenditures are permissible at the department level, however, adjustments 
involving transfers between major categories of expenditures, between departmental and division 
budgets, or between departments within the same fund, require Finance Director recommendation 
and City Manager approval. All appropriations lapse at year-end and become available for re-
appropriation the following year through the appropriate budgetary process, upon recommendation 
by the City Manager for City Council consideration.  
 

SIGNIFICANT EVENTS AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS 
 

Economic Development 
 
The City completed a retail market analysis and identified its retail trade area. Proactive retail 
recruitment strategies have been implemented utilizing data from market analysis. The City also 
established the Beaumont Business Resource Center page on the City’s website. This webpage 
provided businesses with information about safety measures and mandates, funding opportunities 
from various sources, and business counseling. Business surveys were conducted to determine 
business needs during the pandemic. In order to help local restaurants, weather the COVID-19 
pandemic, Beaumont established policies to facilitate outdoor dining and related services.  
Beaumont also launched a Stay Safe Pledge to maintain public confidence in local retail 
establishments. A small business assistance grant program was implemented to provide financial 
assistance to local businesses who could demonstrate financial losses due to the COVID-19 
pandemic and cumulatively awarded $123,000 in grants relief to qualified businesses. 
 

Community Development 
 

Beaumont adopted the 2040 General Plan Update which was a major update to the 2007 General 
Plan. The update was recognized by the American Planning Association and awarded the 2021 
Comprehensive Plan Small Jurisdiction Award. The City also completed a Downtown Area Plan 
that provides a detailed vision, guiding principles, and goals and policies for the City’s historic 
core. It recognizes the importance of this area to the identity of the community and is the guiding 
document for the revitalization and redevelopment of the downtown core.  

195

Item 8.



 

iv 
 

Public Safety 
 
In Fiscal Year 2020/2021, Beaumont Police Department expanded the K9 Program to include 
a second canine handler and a canine. This team is a dedicated asset for the Patrol Division and 
should prove vital to the safety of sworn personnel and the community. This was accomplished by 
the Beaumont PD Administration, with support from the Beaumont City Council and City 
Manager. Updated BPD policy was administered, a dedicated budget was established, canine 
handler interviews were conducted, and canine testing was administered. Equipment, training, 
vehicle outfit and miscellaneous purchases have been made to accommodate the on-boarding of 
the second canine team. The Beaumont Police department has made a conscious effort to save 
costs by retrofitting an existing new model/low mileage vehicle. 
 

Public Works 
 
The City of Beaumont Public Improvement Program included the fiscal year 2019/2020 Street 
Rehabilitation Project and fiscal year 2020/2021 Mid-Year Street Maintenance Project. To date, 
79 lane miles of road have been rehabilitated with more than 50 lane miles planned in the next two 
years. The City is currently in the final design and the draft environmental document preparation 
for the Pennsylvania Avenue interchange which currently hosts a westbound off-ramp and 
eastbound on-ramp only. Pennsylvania Avenue’s two lanes of traffic intersect with the Union 
Pacific Railroad at an at-grade intersection south of the I-10 freeway. Two existing grade 
separations within the vicinity of the project at Beaumont Avenue and Highland Springs Avenue 
experience a high volume of traffic due to regional commuters and shoppers. In order to avoid 
congestion at these locations, an increasingly high volume of vehicles are using Pennsylvania 
Avenue. The first phase of the project will be widening Pennsylvania Avenue to four lanes between 
First Street and Sixth Street and will also include protected dual turns from northbound 
Pennsylvania Avenue to westbound Sixth Street. Construction of the widening is set to begin in 
early 2022 and is expected to take 6-9 months to complete.  
 

LOCAL ECONOMY AND PROSPECTS FOR THE FUTURE 
 
As presented in the 2040 General Plan Update, the City will support downtown revitalization as 
well as growth and business expansion in targeted industries that include healthcare, retail, and 
technology-based industries. Beaumont has continued to experience growth in its retail, 
commercial and industrial sectors. The City is approximately 50% built out and has significant 
land available to add to its numerous retail anchors that include Walmart, Home Depot, Kohls and 
Ross Dress for Less. The community has also experienced growth in its commercial and industrial 
sectors with the most recent addition being an Amazon fulfillment center. Amazon joins other 
major employers like Perricone Juices, Icon Health and Fitness, Wolverine, and CJ Foods. Work 
is underway on a new industrial building of approximately 700,000 square feet in the Hidden 
Canyon area in the central portion of the City. Amazon provides much of the economic base of the 
community through the employment of the local labor force within its 640,000 square-foot 
fulfillment center. Due to Beaumont’s prime location, available land, and growing population base 
it is anticipated that it will remain attractive to future commercial and industrial prospects. 
Planning policies have been adopted to support balanced growth to achieve fiscal sustainability 
while maintaining a high quality of life. These policies are in concert with the City Council’s 
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official goals and objectives in the areas of public safety, quality of life, economic development, 
sustainable community, and intergovernmental/interagency relationships. 
  
In 2021, the median price of a home in Beaumont was $447,000, an increase of $67,000 or 17.63% 
from $380,000 in 2020, according to the Riverside County Recorder via HDL, Coren & Cone. 
Prior to 2021, the peak median price of $396,500 was reported for 2006. The 2021 median value 
represents a 12.7% increase from that peak. After several years of fluctuations in home values due 
to uncertain economic conditions, Beaumont has seen a steady increase in home prices from 2016 
thru 2021. Beaumont continues to see a steady pace in new, single-family residential development 
which is expected to continue over the next couple of years. This growth is expected to continue 
attracting skilled and educated residents who are expanding the local workforce with the requisite 
skills to meet the City’s economic development objectives.  
 

 
The Sales Tax History chart is a ten-year 
historical presentation of the City’s sales tax 
revenue through fiscal year ending June 30, 
2021. In 2021, the City received $7,552,253 
in sales tax revenues, an increase of 14.53% 
or $958,623 from $6,593,630.  

 
As with most California communities, a large 
portion of General Fund revenues are derived 
from sales and use tax receipts. Continued 
growth in the retail and commercial sectors 
will be critically vital to the long-term fiscal 
health of the community. A retail-oriented 
economic development program has been 
launched to expand local business and attract 
new prospects. Existing, entitled land exists 
for significant expansion of the retail center 
at Highland Springs and Second Street with 
other vacant sites at key locations being 
targeted for retail-specific economic 
development recruitment.  
 
 

 

The Property Tax History chart is a ten-year 
historical presentation of the City’s property 
taxes through fiscal year ending June 30, 
2021. As shown here, property tax 
collections decreased in 2014 due to the 
Great Recession but have steadily increased 
since 2015. On June 30, 2021, property tax 
revenues were reported at $6,991,565, a net 
increase of $881,941 or 14.44% from fiscal 
year 2020 due to increased residential, 
commercial and industrial new accessed 
value as well as increasing property values.  

 
Overall property tax revenues are showing signs of growth as valuations increase and vacant land 
continues to be improved. The primary growth in assessed valuations continues to be in the single-
family residential sector which accounted for a 10% increase in property transfer tax from 
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in 2020 to $393,738 in 2021. With demand high and inventory low the value of existing homes 
has increased in response to market conditions
.
 

 
 
In fiscal year 2004/2005, as part of the 
California Governor’s Budget/Constitutional 

Protection Package, a Vehicle License Fee 
(VLF) program was implemented. The 
program provides for the exchange of the 
current VLF backfill from the State’s general 
fund for an equivalent amount of property tax 
revenues in FY2004/2005. Any future 
growth in VLF revenue would be calculated 
in proportion to growth in gross assessed 
valuation. As presented in the ten-year 
history chart, VLF has steadily increased 
since fiscal year 2011/2012. In fiscal year 
2020/2021, the City collected $5,709,914 in 
VLF revenue, an increase of $712,062 or 
14.25% due to an increase in property values 
within the City.  

ACTUAL OPERATING RESULTS – GENERAL FUND 
 

The following discussion summarizes the annual operating results of the City’s General Fund, for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 2021. Further details are presented in the individual financial 
statements attached to this transmittal letter. The ten-year General Fund History chart reflects the 
total revenues, expenditures, and net change in fund balance for the General Fund through June 
30, 2021. The net change in fund balance figure in the chart includes operating revenues, operating 
expenditures, transfers to and from other funds, and proceeds from the sale of capital assets. The 
City Council committed $2,750,000 to fund future capital improvement projects and committed 
$2,500,000 to address the increasing unfunded pension liability (UAL) for miscellaneous and 
safety employees with CalPERS. For further detail and breakdown, please refer to the 
management’s discussion and analysis, the notes and statistical section of these financial 
statements.  
 
 

ANNUAL OPERATING RESULTS – ENTERPRISE FUNDS 
 
The City accounts for its Wastewater and Transit operations on an “enterprise” basis, meaning that 
the activity is treated more like a commercial business, separate and apart from the general City 
operations. In FY 2020/2021, Enterprise Fund operating revenues for Sewer and Transit combined, 
totaled $10,968,734, an increase of $265,610 or 2.48% over FY2020/2021, while operating 
expenses increased by $343,198 or 2.23%, over the same period.  For further detail and breakdown, 
please refer to the management’s discussion and analysis and the statistical section of these 
financial statements. 
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Wastewater Operations 
 
For Wastewater Operations specifically, the Wastewater fund operating expenses exceeded 
operating revenues by $1,761,943, mainly attributable to three new added positions. Last fiscal 
year the Wastewater fund showed an operating deficit of $1,628,082. Interest expense increased 
$894,728 which pertains to the debt service payment on the 2018 Wastewater Revenue Bonds 
issued to fund construction of a new wastewater treatment plant and a pipeline to send concentrated 
wastewater to the Orange County Sanitation District (OCSD). The wastewater treatment plant 
construction is in its final stage of construction and is expected to be completed within 
FY2021/2022. The OCSD pipeline has been completed and is in operation.  For further detail and 
breakdown, please refer to the management’s discussion and analysis and statistical section of 
these financial statements. 
 

Transit Operations 
 
For Transit Operations specifically, the Transit fund operating expenses exceeded operating 
revenues by $3,030,110, which is not uncommon as the Transit system is heavily subsidized by 
the Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC). The transit system is subject to the 
provisions of the California Public Utilities Code §99268.3 and must maintain a minimum farebox 
recovery ratio of 10%, meaning operational revenue needs to be at least 10% of the systems 
expenses. Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, ridership has dramatically decreased and on June 29, 
2020, the Governor of California signed Assembly Bill 90, which prohibits the imposition of a 
penalty on operators that do not maintain the required ratio of fare revenues to operating costs 
during fiscal years 2019-20 or 2020-21. For further detail and breakdown, please refer to the 
management’s discussion and analysis and statistical section of these financial statements.  
 
PENSION FUNDING STATUS 

 
The City provides its full-time and certain part-time employees retirement and disability benefits 
through four defined California Public Employees’ Retirement System (CalPERS) benefit pension 
plans: Classic Miscellaneous, Public Employees’ Pension Reform Act (PEPRA) Miscellaneous, 
Classic Safety and PEPRA Safety. The City makes required employer contributions to the plans 
based on the amounts determined by CalPERS actuaries. All City employees pay their required 
employee contributions based on the employees’ group/individual retirement plan formulas. In 
FY2020/2021, the City made $3,228,952 in employer pension costs and contributions to PERS. 
The notes to the financial statements are based on the measurement date of the last actuarial which 
is June 30, 2020. In FY2020/2021, the “City’s” share of retirement costs increased for 
Miscellaneous employees from 14.398% to 15.445%, for Miscellaneous PEPRA from 6.985% to 
7.732%, for Safety from 21.927% to 23.674%, and for Safety PEPRA from 13.034% to 13.044%. 
The reason for the changes in the City’s (employer) share of retirement costs is due to changes in 
pool asset values and differences between the projected rate of return versus the actual returns on 
pooled assets. At the December 21, 2016, meeting, the CalPERS Board of Administration 
approved lowering the CalPERS discount rate of assumption, the long-term rate of return, from 
7.5% to 7.0% over the following three years.  For further detail and breakdown, please refer to the 
management’s discussion and analysis, the notes, certain required supplementary information, and 
statistical section of these financial statements.   
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Lowering the discount rate has resulted in plans seeing increases in both the normal costs and the 
unfunded actuarial liabilities. This has also impacted PEPRA plan members who have paid 
increased contribution rates. This assumption change has increased public agency employer 
contribution costs in FY2020/2021. Please see Note 10 of the notes for further information. 
 

Debt Administration 
 
As of June 30, 2021, the City had outstanding capital leases in the amount of $251,984. The 
Successor Agency has a remaining balance of $775,912 from an agreement with the State of 
California, Department of Finance (State) to pay an outstanding amount due from the State’s Due 
Diligence Review. The City’s blended component units, the Beaumont Financing Authority and 
the Beaumont Public Improvement Authority, have outstanding bond debt in the amount of 
$79,681,849. The Wastewater fund has outstanding amount due from the 2018 Wastewater 
Revenue Bonds of $78,860,000 and $7,842,648 of Bond Premium, as well as $99,305 in Capital 
Leases. Additional information regarding long-term liabilities is presented in Note 6 of the 
financial statements. Non-City obligations are discussed in Note 7 of the financial statements 
which are not legal obligation of the City and therefore not included here. 

 
INDEPENDENT AUDIT 

 
An independent audit of the City’s records was performed for the year ended June 30, 2021, by 
the certified public accounting firm Rogers, Anderson, Malody & Scott, LLP. The auditor’s report 
on the basic financial statements (government-wide financial statements and the fund financial 
statements), the notes to the basic financial statements and supplementary information is included 
in the Financial Section of the ACFR. 
 
In general, the auditors concluded that the basic financial statements and supplementary 
information referred to above present fairly, in all material respects, the financial position of the 
City of Beaumont, Beaumont Successor Agency, Beaumont Financing Authority and the 
Beaumont Public Improvement Authority, as of June 30, 2021, and the results of its operations 
and cash flows of its proprietary fund types for the year ended in accordance with accounting 
principles generally accepted in the United States of America. The professionalism and knowledge 
by Rogers, Anderson, Malody & Scott, LLP during the audit is appreciated.  
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Independent Auditor’s Report 

 
To the Honorable Mayor and Members 
   of the City Council of the  
City of Beaumont 
Beaumont, California 
 
Report on the Audit of the Financial Statements 
 
Opinions 
 
We have audited the financial statements of the governmental activities, 
the business-type activities, each major fund, and the aggregate remaining 
fund information of the City of Beaumont (the City), as of and for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 2021, and the related notes to the financial 
statements, which collectively comprise the City's basic financial 
statements as listed in the table of contents. 
 
In our opinion, the accompanying financial statements present fairly, in all 
material respects, the respective financial position of the governmental 
activities, the business-type activities, each major fund, and the aggregate 
remaining fund information of the City, as of June 30, 2021, and the 
respective changes in financial position for the year then ended in 
accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United 
States of America. 
 
Basis for Opinions 
 
We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally 
accepted in the United States of America (GAAS) and the standards 
applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards, 
issued by the Comptroller General of the United States. Our responsibilities 
under those standards are further described in the Auditor’s 
Responsibilities for the Audit of the Financial Statements section of our 
report. We are required to be independent of the City and to meet our other 
ethical responsibilities, in accordance with the relevant ethical 
requirements relating to our audit. We believe that the audit evidence we 
have obtained is sufficient and appropriate to provide a basis for our audit 
opinions. 
 
Responsibilities of Management for the Financial Statements 
 
The City’s management is responsible for the preparation and fair 
presentation of the financial statements in accordance with accounting 
principles generally accepted in the United States of America, and for the 
design, implementation, and maintenance of internal control relevant to the 
preparation and fair presentation of financial statements that are free from 
material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error.
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In preparing the financial statements, management is required to evaluate whether there are 
conditions or events, considered in the aggregate, that raise substantial doubt about the City’s 
ability to continue as a going concern for twelve months beyond the financial statement date, 
including any currently known information that may raise substantial doubt shortly thereafter. 
 
Auditor’s Responsibilities for the Audit of the Financial Statements 
 
Our objectives are to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the financial statements as a 
whole are free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error, and to issue an auditor’s 
report that includes our opinions. Reasonable assurance is a high level of assurance but is not 
absolute assurance and therefore is not a guarantee that an audit conducted in accordance with 
GAAS will always detect a material misstatement when it exists. The risk of not detecting a 
material misstatement resulting from fraud is higher than for one resulting from error, as fraud 
may involve collusion, forgery, intentional omissions, misrepresentations, or the override of 
internal control. Misstatements are considered material if there is a substantial likelihood that, 
individually or in the aggregate, they would influence the judgment made by a reasonable user 
based on the financial statements.  
 
In performing an audit in accordance with GAAS, we:  
 

 Exercise professional judgment and maintain professional skepticism throughout the 
audit.  

 Identify and assess the risks of material misstatement of the financial statements, whether 
due to fraud or error, and design and perform audit procedures responsive to those risks. 
Such procedures include examining on a test basis, the evidence regarding the amounts 
and disclosures in the financial statements. 

 Obtain an understanding of internal control relevant to the audit in order to design audit 
procedures that are appropriate in the circumstances, but not for the purpose of 
expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of the City’s internal control. Accordingly, no 
such opinion is expressed. 

 Evaluate the appropriateness of accounting policies used and the reasonableness of 
significant accounting estimates made by management, as well as evaluate the overall 
presentation of the financial statements. 

 Conclude whether, in our judgment, there are conditions or events, considered in the 
aggregate, that raise substantial doubt about the City’s ability to continue as a going 
concern for a reasonable period of time. 

 
We are required to communicate with those charged with governance regarding, among other 
matters, the planned scope and timing of the audit, significant audit findings, and certain internal 
control–related matters that we identified during the audit.  
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Required Supplementary Information 
 
Accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America require that the 
management’s discussion and analysis, and schedules as listed in the table of contents be 
presented to supplement the basic financial statements. Such information is the responsibility of 
management and, although not a part of the basic financial statements, is required by the 
Governmental Accounting Standards Board who considers it to be an essential part of financial 
reporting for placing the basic financial statements in an appropriate operational, economic, or 
historical context. We have applied certain limited procedures to the required supplementary 
information in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of 
America, which consisted of inquiries of management about the methods of preparing the 
information and comparing the information for consistency with management’s responses to our 
inquiries, the basic financial statements, and other knowledge we obtained during our audit of the 
basic financial statements. We do not express an opinion or provide any assurance on the 
information because the limited procedures do not provide us with sufficient evidence to express 
an opinion or provide any assurance.  
 
Supplementary Information 
 
Our audit was conducted for the purpose of forming opinions on the financial statements that 
collectively comprise the City’s basic financial statements. The accompanying supplementary 
information listed in the table of contents are presented for purposes of additional analysis and 
are not a required part of the basic financial statements. 
 
The accompanying supplementary information is the responsibility of management and was 
derived from and relates directly to the underlying accounting and other records used to prepare 
the basic financial statements. Such information has been subjected to the auditing procedures 
applied in the audit of the basic financial statements and certain additional procedures, including 
comparing and reconciling such information directly to the underlying accounting and other 
records used to prepare the basic financial statements or to the basic financial statements 
themselves, and other additional procedures in accordance with auditing standards generally 
accepted in the United States of America. In our opinion, the supplementary information is fairly 
stated, in all material respects, in relation to the basic financial statements as a whole. 
 
Other Information included in the Annual Report 
 

Management is responsible for the other information included in the annual report. The other 
information comprises the introductory section and statistical section but does not include the 
financial statements and our auditor's report thereon. Our opinions on the financial statements do 
not cover the other information, and we do not express an opinion or any form of assurance 
thereon. In connection with our audit of the financial statements, our responsibility is to read the 
other information and consider whether a material inconsistency exists between the other 
information and the financial statements, or the other information otherwise appears to be 
materially misstated. If, based on the work performed, we conclude that an uncorrected material 
misstatement of the other information exists, we are required to describe it in our report.  
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Emphasis of Matter 
 
As discussed in Note 1 of the financial statements, the City adopted the provisions of GASB 
Statement No. 84, Fiduciary Activities. Our opinion is not modified in respect to this matter. 
 
Other Reporting Required by Government Auditing Standards 
 
In accordance with Government Auditing Standards, we have also issued our report dated 
January 12, 2022 on our consideration of the City’s internal control over financial reporting and 
on our tests of its compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations, contracts, and grant 
agreements and other matters. The purpose of that report is solely to describe the scope of our 
testing of internal control over financial reporting and compliance and the results of that testing, 
and not to provide an opinion on the effectiveness of internal control over financial reporting or on 
compliance. That report is an integral part of an audit performed in accordance with Government 
Auditing Standards in considering the City’s internal control over financial reporting and 
compliance. 
 

 
San Bernardino, California 
January 12, 2022 
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MANAGEMENT’S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS 

 
Our discussion and analysis of the City of Beaumont’s financial performance provides an overview of the 
City’s financial activities for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2021.  Please read it in conjunction with the 
accompanying transmittal letter and the accompanying basic financial statements. 
 
FINANCIAL HIGHLIGHTS 
 

 In the Government-Wide – Statement of Net Position: The City’s assets and deferred outflows of 
resources exceeded its liabilities and deferred inflows of resources by $471,873m (net position); of 
this amount $333,430m is from governmental activities and $138,443m is from business-type 
activities, with $12,223m positive and $3,071m positive unrestricted net position, respectively. 

 
 In the Government-Wide – Statement of Activities: The City’s net position increased 2.61% or 

$12,015m from the $460,199m at the beginning of the year, to $471,873m at the end of the year. 
The increase is the net result of positive changes of $15,585m in governmental activities and 
negative changes of $3,570m in business-type activities.   

 
 In the Government-Wide – Statement of Activities: During the current year, Governmental activities 

program revenues increased by $10,516m due to a steady increase in charges for services of 
$218k, in addition, to an increase of combined operating/capital contributions and grants of 
$2,489m and a $7,808m increase in capital grant and contributions. Business-type program 
revenues decreased by a net $6,202m due to a decrease in operating grants and contributions of 
$977k in the transit fund and a decrease of $5,482m, in capital grant and contributions in all 
enterprise funds.  

 
 In the Governmental Fund – Statement of Revenues, Expenditures, and Changes in Fund Balance: 

During the year, the General Fund reported a negative net change in fund balance of $670k, due 
to $3,785m of expenditures over revenues combined with other financing sources of $3,114m, with 
the majority being $3,111m of reserve funds used for street and infrastructure capital improvement 
projects.  
 

 In the Required Supplementary Information – Budgetary Comparison Schedule:  For the General 
Fund, the actual revenues available for appropriation were more than the final budget by $3,268m, 
while actual expenditures were $1,188m less than the final budget. Net actual other financing 
sources were $460k less than the final budget, resulting in a positive $3,995m net change in 
budgetary variance and an actual negative fund balance change of $671k. 

 
 In the 2020/2021 Adopted Budget – the City Council and management annually make great efforts 

to adopt a balanced budget that preserves general fund - fund balance. This year City Council 
adopted a General Fund budget which is projected to have a negative change in net position of 
$563k. Overall, the General Fund maintains a solid financial position with committed funds of 
$2,000m (emergency contingency) and assigned funds of $1,250m (capital equipment 
replacement).  In the adopted budget for fiscal year 2020/2021, committed fund balance represent 
9.9% of the General Fund annual budget.    
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USING THIS ANNUAL REPORT 
 
The discussion and analysis is intended to serve as an introduction to the City of Beaumont’s basic financial 
statements.  The basic financial statements consist of three components: 1) government-wide financial 
statements, 2) fund financial statements, and 3) notes to the financial statements.   
 
The government-wide statements provide information about the activities of the City as a whole and present 
a longer-term view of the City’s finances.  These statements consist of the statement of net position and 
statement of activities.   
 
The fund financial statements, which consist of the governmental funds, proprietary funds, and fiduciary 
funds, report the City’s operations in more detail than the government-wide statements by providing 
information about the City’s most significant (major) funds. The governmental fund statements also tell how 
City services were financed in the short term as well as what remains for future spending. The proprietary 
funds statements use the same accounting method as the business-type activities but provide more detail 
of the activities. The fiduciary fund statements provide financial information about activities for which the 
City acts solely as a trustee or agent for the benefit of those outside of the government. 
 
Reporting the City as a Whole 
 
The Government-Wide Financial Statements  
 
One of the most important questions asked about the City’s finances is, “Is the City as a whole better off or 
worse off as a result of this year’s activities?” The statement of net position and the statement of activities 
report information about the City as a whole and about its activities in a way that helps answer this question. 
These statements include all assets and liabilities using the accrual basis of accounting, which is like the 
accounting used by most private-sector companies. All the current year’s revenues and expenses are 
considered regardless of when cash is received or paid. 
 
These two statements report the City’s net position and changes in it. The reader can think of the City’s net 
position - the difference between assets, deferred outflows of resources, deferred inflows of resources and 
liabilities - as one way to measure the City’s financial health. Over time, increases or decreases in the City’s 
net position is one indicator of whether its financial health is improving or deteriorating. However, to assess 
the overall health of the City the reader will need to consider other non-financial factors, such as changes 
in the City’s property tax base and the condition of the City’s roads and other infrastructure. 
 
The statement of net position and the statement of activities present information about the following: 
 
 Governmental activities - All the City’s basic services are governmental activities, including general 

government, community development, public safety and public works. General revenues, including 
property taxes, motor vehicle in lieu, sales taxes, and franchise fees, finance 64% of these activities. 
 

 Business-type activities – All Proprietary Funds (enterprise funds), wastewater, wastewater capital, 
wastewater developer impact fees, recycling water impact fees, transit, and transit capital, which 
receive funding through charges for services and developer contributions. 

 
 Component units - The City’s governmental activities include the Beaumont Financing Authority (BFA) 

and the Beaumont Public Improvement Authority (BPIA). 
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Reporting the City’s Most Significant Funds 
 
Fund Financial Statements 
 
The fund financial statements provide detailed information about the most significant funds - not the City as 
a whole. Some funds are required to be established by State Law and by bond covenants. However, the 
City Council establishes many other funds to help it control and manage money for specific purposes or to 
show that it is meeting legal responsibilities for using certain taxes, grants, and other money. The City’s 
three kinds of funds – governmental, proprietary, and fiduciary - use different accounting approaches. 
 
Governmental funds - Most of the City’s basic services are reported in governmental funds, which focus 
on how money flows into and out of those funds and the balances left at year-end that are available for 
spending. These funds are reported using an accounting method called modified accrual accounting, which 
measures cash and all other financial assets that can readily be converted into cash. The governmental 
fund statements provide a detailed short-term view of the City’s general government operations and the 
basic services it provides. Governmental fund information helps determine whether there are more or fewer 
financial resources that can be spent in the near future to finance the City’s programs. We describe the 
relationship (or differences) between governmental activities (reported in the statement of net position and 
the statement of activities) and governmental funds in a reconciliation schedule accompanying the fund 
financial statements. 
 
The City of Beaumont maintains forty individual governmental funds. Information is presented separately 
in the governmental fund balance sheet and in the governmental statement of revenues, expenditures, and 
changes in fund balances for the General Fund, Beaumont Financing Authority/Beaumont Public 
Improvement Authority, Community Facilities District (CFD), Development Impact Fees (DIF), Community 
Facilities District (CFD) Capital Projects Fund and General Capital Projects Fund, which are major funds. 
The remaining eleven nonmajor funds are combined and presented in the nonmajor governmental funds 
column. Individual fund detail for the nonmajor funds is presented in the combining statements located on 
pages 103-108 of this report.    
 
Proprietary funds - When the City charges customers for certain services it provides, these services are 
generally reported in proprietary funds. There are two types of proprietary funds: enterprise fund (business-
type activities) and internal service funds (internal allocation of costs).  Proprietary funds are reported on 
the full accrual basis of accounting, which is the same method that all activities are reported in the statement 
of net position and the statement of activities. 
 
The City of Beaumont maintains eight enterprise funds to account for Wastewater (Four funds), Transit 
(Three funds) and one Internal Service Fund. The Wastewater and Transit funds are major funds and as 
such detail activity is presented in the statement of net position, statement of revenues, expenses and 
changes in net position, and statement of cash flows on pages 28-31.  
 
Fiduciary Funds - The City is the trustee, or fiduciary, for certain amounts held on behalf of developers, 
property owners, and others. The City acting as Successor Agency to the Former Beaumont 
Redevelopment Agency (Successor Agency) is the trustee, or fiduciary, for amounts held on behalf of bond 
holders, enforceable obligations, and taxing entities The City’s fiduciary activities are reported in separate 
statement of fiduciary net position and changes in fiduciary net position. We exclude these activities from 
the City’s other financial statements because the City cannot use these assets to finance its operations. 
The City is responsible for ensuring that the assets reported in these funds are used for their intended 
purposes.  The statement of fiduciary net position and statement of changes in fiduciary net position can 
be found on page 33-34. 
 
Notes to the financial statements – Additional information that is crucial to a full understanding of the 
figures provided in the government-wide and fund financial statements is provided in the notes to the 
financial statements.  The notes to the financial statements can be found on pages 35-91 of this report. 
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Required supplementary information - The budget and budgetary accounting and postemployment 
benefit plans information can be found on pages 92-99 of this report. 
 
Government-Wide Financial Analysis 
 
Our analysis focuses on the net position (Table 1) and changes in net position (Table 2) of the City’s 
governmental and business-type activities reported in the government-wide statements. 
 
Net Position 
 
As shown in Table 1, the City’s net position from governmental activities increased 4.9% from $317,846m 
to $333,430m. The $15,584m positive change in net position is the result of a negative $21,454m in program 
operations, netted with $37,039m in general revenues. In the business-type activities the decrease was 
2.58% or $3,569m, net position changed from $142,011m to $138,441m, the net result of a negative 
$4,524m position change from operations and a positive $954k in general revenues.  These changes are 
recorded in the statement of activities (Table 2) which flows through to the statement of net position. 
 

Governmental Activities Business-type Activities Total
2021 2020 2021 2020 2021 2020

Assets:
Current and other assets 193,464$        188,260$ 26,563$      41,600$      220,027$      229,860$ 
Capital assets 279,364          277,081   217,022      201,226      496,386        478,307   

Total assets 472,828          465,341   243,585      242,826      716,413        708,167   

Deferred outflows:
Deferred outflows related to pension 5,279              5,269       720             604             5,999            5,873       

Liabilities:
Current and other liabilities 46,535            50,992     18,480        11,853        65,015          62,845     
Noncurrent liabilities 99,050            101,561   87,355        89,157        186,405        190,718   

Total liabilities 145,585          152,553   105,835      101,010      251,420        253,563   

Deferred inflows:
Deferred inflows related to pension 70                   211          27               67               97                 278          
Deferred inflows related to debt (978)                -               -              -                 (978)              -               

Total deferred inflows (908)                211          27               67               (881)              278          

Net position:
Net investment in capital assets 199,530          191,990   134,777      137,744      334,307        329,734   
Restricted 121,677          118,675   595             -                 122,272        118,675   
Unrestricted 12,223            7,181       3,071          4,609          15,294          11,790     

Total net position 333,430$        317,846$ 138,443$    142,353$    471,873$      460,199$ 

Table 1
Statement of Net Position

(Dollars in Thousands)
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As shown in Table 2, the change in net position is a positive $15,584m for governmental activities and 
negative $3,570m for business-type activities, with a combined total increase in net position of $12,015m 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2021.  
 

Statement of Activities
(Dollars in Thousands)

Governmental Activities Business-type Activities Total
2021 2020 2021 2020 2021 2020

Revenues:
Program Revenues:

Charges for services 6,224$      6,005$     10,955$      10,699$      17,179$   16,704$   
Operating grants 4,116        1,627       2,252          3,229          6,368       4,856       
Capital grants 16,582      8,774       1,853          7,334          18,435     16,108     

General Revenues:
Property taxes 12,701      11,107     -              -                 12,701     11,107     
Sales taxes 8,870        7,594       -              -                 8,870       7,594       
Motor vehicle in lieu taxes 38             38            -              -                 38            38            
Utility users tax 1,887        1,650       -              -                 1,887       1,650       
Franchise taxes 3,184        8,075       -              -                 3,184       8,075       
Transient occupancy taxes 299           279          -              -                 299          279          
Business licenses 415           343          -              -                 415          343          
Other revenue 234           -               -              -                 234          -               
Capital contribution 4,002        -               -              -                 4,002       -               
Investment earnings 4,619        4,230       58               565             4,676       4,795       
Miscellaneous 527           472          14               5                 540          477          
Mitigation fees -                -               1,123          4,819          1,123       4,819       
Gain on sale of assets 24             33            -              -                 24            33            

Total revenues 63,721      50,227     16,254        26,651        79,975     76,878     

Expenses:
General government 10,322      6,387       -                  -                 10,322     6,387       
Public safety 17,896      17,326     -                  -                 17,896     17,326     
Public works 8,739        4,051       -                  -                 8,739       4,051       
Community development 2,109        2,204       -                  -                 2,109       2,204       
Community services 4,568        4,805       -                  -                 4,568       4,805       
Interest and fiscal charges 4,743        4,982       -                  -                 4,743       4,982       
Sewer -                -               16,480        15,085        16,480     15,085     
Transit -                -               3,104          3,261          3,104       3,261       

Total expenses 48,377      39,755     19,584        18,346        67,960     58,101     

Transfers 240           -               (240)            -                 -           -               

Change in net position 15,585$    10,472$   (3,570)$       8,305$        12,015$   18,777$   

Table 2

 
Governmental activity program revenues increased over last year by $10,516m, and general revenues 
increased by $2,978m.  Net increase in operating contributions and grants of $2,490m was a result of $636k 
of CARES funding and $1,973m of American Rescue Funds received for COVID-19 related expenditures 
and a decrease of $258k in Public Works cost recovery. Charges for services decreases in General 
Government of $295k were mainly due to decrease in insurance recovery and a hold on passport services. 
Public Safety program revenues increased by a net of $395k due to an increase in special police services 
revenue such as vehicle release charges and administrative cost recovery charges. Community 
Development program revenues increased by $236k because of construction activity related to new 
housing projects. Community Services program revenue decreased $86k mainly due to the elimination of 
a day camp program.   
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Capital grants and contributions increased by $7,808m mostly due to a change in recognition of 
development impact fees as well as an increase of $41k Proposition 1B Local Streets and Roads Funds 
used in street pavement maintenance and rehabilitation projects. Developer contribution in the amount of 
$5,808m was recognized for the Potrero Interchange PH1 project. 
 
Overall general revenues increased by $2,978m, due to the following changes in all major tax categories:  
property taxes increase - $1,594m (current secured - $877k, decrease in unsecured property - $34k, 
property transfer tax - $37k, and vehicle in-lieu - $712k), sales tax increase  -  $1,276m (due to sales tax 
coming in higher in both point of sale transactions and the County-wide pools share);  franchise tax 
decrease - $4,891m (due to a one-time fee of $5,000m received in FY20 for the Waste Management 
contract), and other taxes increased $329k - $20k (transient occupancy tax and utility users tax increase - 
$237k, vehicle license decrease - $553 and business license tax increase - $72k). Investment revenues 
increased a net of $379k (due CFD principal and interest payments increase $884k and investment revenue 
decreased $176k because of decline in interest rates due to world-wide pandemic COVID-19), Gain on 
sales of assets decreased by $9k due to only one property sale during the year.  Miscellaneous revenues 
increased $55k due to an increase in settlement cost recovery. And finally, net transfers between 
governmental and business-type funds are due to funds transferred to cover premium pay by the State and 
Local Fiscal Recovery Funds.   
 
Business-type program revenues were down a net of $6,202m, when compared to last year. Primary 
decreases were related to capital grants and contributions for wastewater acquisition. The increase in 
wastewater operations service charges were $368k. Increases were due to annual rate increases and rising 
consumption levels resulting from new housing and commercial development connections within the City. 
Transit revenues had a net decrease of $275k, mainly attributable to decrease of $977k in operating grants 
and contributions and a decrease in charges for services by $110k. Capital grants and contributions had 
an increase of $812k mostly due to grants for the purchase of three new buses.  
 
Governmental activities program expenses increased by $8,622m. The result was the net of increases and 
decreases within specific programs during the fiscal year. An increase of $570k occurred in Public Safety 
mostly due to premium pay given from State and Local Fiscal Recovery Funds for essential workers. A 
$4,688m increase in Public Works is mainly attributed to citywide street improvement projects. Furthermore, 
there was a $95k decrease in Community Development is mainly due to the completion of the General Plan 
Update that was completed in FY2021. General Government operations increase of $3,935m is primarily 
due to increases in insurance costs, IT infrastructure upgrades and costs to mitigate the COVID-19 
pandemic such as premium pay for essential workers and grants for business and resident support. 
 
The business-type activities expenses reflected a net increase of $1,238m in program expenses. The 
Wastewater Enterprise fund had an increase of $1,395m which is made up of an increase in pension 
obligation payment and decreases in operating expenses such as repairs and maintenance and overhead 
costs.  The Transit Enterprise fund had a decrease of $157k mostly due to a decrease in contractual 
services. 
 
In comparison to fiscal year 2020, the overall change in net position from operations for governmental 
activities was an increase of $15,585m and business-type activities decreased by $3,570m resulting in an 
overall City net position increase of $12,015m for fiscal year 2021. 
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Government Activities 
 
Table 3 presents the total cost (expenses) of each of the City’s major public services in general government, 
public safety, community development, public works, and interest expense. Also included is each program’s 
net cost (total cost less program revenues generated by the activities). The net cost shows the financial 
burden that was placed on the City’s taxpayers by each of these functions.   
 

2021 2020 Change 2021 2020 Change
Functions:

General government 10,322$      6,387$      3,935$    6,156$        4,585$    1,571$    
Public safety 17,896        17,326      570         14,410        14,797    (387)        
Public works 8,739          4,051        4,688      (2,270)        (1,280)     (990)        
Community development 2,109          2,204        (95)          (591)           (410)        (181)        
Community services 4,568          4,805        (238)        (845)           934         (1,779)     
Refuse -              -            -          (148)           (256)        108         

Interest and fiscal charges 4,743          4,980        (237)        4,743          4,980      (237)        

Total Governmental Activities: 48,377$      39,754$    8,623$    21,455$      23,349$  (1,895)$   

Net CostTotal Cost

Table 3
Net Cost of Governmental Activities

(Dollars in Thousands)

 
 
In looking at table 3, you will note the major changes both in total cost and net cost. In 2021, total costs 
increased by $8,623m, a result of increases in general government, public safety, and public works with 
decreases in community development, community services and interest and fiscal charges. Specific 
changes in program costs were discussed in the previous section.  
 
FINANCIAL ANALYSIS OF THE CITY’S FUNDS 
 
At year-end, the City’s governmental funds reported combined fund balances of $145,290m a net increase 
of $2,194m in fund balance; included in this amount are decreases in fund balance for General Fund of 
$671k, Community Facilities District (CFD) Special Revenue Fund $6,853m and Beaumont Financing 
Authority Debt Service $6,586m (due to refunding of debt); combined with increased in the Development 
Impact Fees (DIF) $3,345m, Community Facilities District Capital Projects Fund $338k, General Capital 
Projects $10,321m (due to committed funds moved into projects) and Other Government Funds $2,300m 
(due to COVID-19 grants received). The General Fund had a net decrease in fund balance of $671k, 
resulting from net expenditures exceeding revenues by $3,785m, netted with total other financing sources 
of $3,114m. The significant change from prior year is mainly due to the appropriation of one-time funds of 
$3,111m towards capital projects. The increases that offset the large change in the General fund had to do 
with the increase in taxes and license and permits. There was a large decrease in franchise fees due to a 
one-time fee of $5,000m received in FY20.  
 
In total the Proprietary Funds reported a negative change in net position of $3,570m, with the Wastewater 
Enterprise showing a negative change of $3,813m and the Transit Enterprise showing a positive change of 
$243m. The City established an Internal Service Fund and transferred in $6,409m of reserves. The 
Wastewater Enterprise ended with a negative change in net position of $3,813m, because of ongoing 
operating expenses exceeding operating revenues by $1,762m as well as nonoperating expenses of 
$2,645m offset by transfers in of $594k for capital contributions. The Transit Fund ended the year with a 
positive change of $243k, because of ongoing operating expenses exceeding operating revenues by 
$3,030m offset by nonoperating revenues of $2,255m and transfers and capital contributions of $1,018m.     
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General Fund Budgetary Highlights 
 
The actual expenditures of the General Fund at year-end were $3,785m more than the actual revenues. 
The positive budget-to-actual variance of $4,455m in appropriations was due to conservative spending 
citywide with saving in personnel cost, professional and contractual services and repairs and maintenance. 
Of the unspent budget, actual revenues were $3,268m more than anticipated compared to the final budget 
due to higher tax revenues in sales and property tax than anticipated. Use of money and property fell short 
from budget as interest rates continue to remain low due to COVID-19 and investment earnings came in 
short. Other revenues came in higher than expected due to an increase in cost recovery for admin fees. 
Favorable budget amendments and supplemental appropriations were made during the year to diminish 
budget overruns and to increase appropriations for unanticipated expenditures after adoption of the original 
budget. The original revenue budget was increased $3,285m mainly for one-time uses of reserves for street 
projects and equipment and vehicle purchases. While the expenditure appropriations budget was increased 
in total by $3,597m to allow for vehicle purchases as well as funds to address the COVID-19 pandemic 
through premium pay to essential workers and the citywide COVID-19 relief program which gave grants for 
business and resident support. 
 
Although, the final adopted budget projected a $4,666m negative change in fund balance, favorable results 
in revenues of $3,268m, favorable results in expenditures of $1,188m and unfavorable results in other 
financing uses of $460k resulted in the combined favorable results of $3,995m, as the actual negative net 
change in fund balance was only $671k for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2021.   
 
CAPITAL ASSET AND DEBT ADMINISTRATION 
 
Capital Assets 

2021 2020 2021 2020 2021 2020
Asset Type:

Land 28,547$        28,547$   3,010$     3,010$     31,557$   31,557$   
Construction in progress 7,800            30,405     103,624   81,273     111,424   111,678   
Structures, machinery & equipment 14,375          13,884     43,468     46,101     57,843     59,985     
Infrastructure 228,641        204,244   66,919     70,842     295,560   275,086   

Total 279,364$      277,081$ 217,022$ 201,226$ 496,386$ 478,306$ 

Governmental Activities Business-Type Activities Total

Table 4
Capital Assets (net of depreciation)

(Dollars in Thousands)

 
At the end of fiscal year 2021, the City had $496,386m invested in a broad range of capital assets, a total 
increase of $18,079m (See Table 4 above). Governmental activities include equipment, buildings, vehicles, 
land, park facilities, roads, storm drains, sidewalks and curb and gutters. Business-type activities include 
transit and wastewater operations. The total increase in the City of Beaumont investment in capital assets 
for fiscal year 2021 was 3.78% (a 0.82% increase in governmental activities and 7.85% increase in 
business-type activities). For fiscal year 2021, Net increases are the result of the new addition of roads and 
construction in progress of the wastewater operations. The major capital assets added for governmental 
activities and business-type activities are highlighted in explanation of Table 5.   
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2021 2020 2021 2020 2021 2020
Asset Type:

Land -$            463$       -$        -$        -$          463$       
Construction in progress 4,941          7,698      22,655    43,293    27,596      50,991    
Structures, machinery & equipment 1,542          958         1,200      215         2,742        1,173      
Infrastructure 29,354        2,992      357         7,646      29,711      10,638    

Total Additions 35,837        12,111    24,212    51,154    60,049      63,265    

Less: Decreases and depreciation (33,554)       (6,305)     (8,416)     (7,761)     (41,970)     (14,066)   

Capital Asset Increase/(Decrease) 2,283$        5,806$    15,796$  43,393$  18,079$    49,199$  

Table 5
Schedule of Changes in Capital Assets/Infrastructure

(Dollars in Thousands)

Governmental Activities Business-Type Activities Total

 
 

As shown in Table 5, above, capital assets current year activity increased $2,283m (net of depreciation) for 
governmental activities and increased $15,796m (net of depreciation) for business-type activities for a total 
increase of $18,079m. In the governmental activities the increase includes a Backup and Recovery System, 
11 police vehicles, 2 Hybrid vehicles, Ditch Witch Excavator, Data Center for the Police Department, 
automated lights for the Sporks Park and new restrooms for Rangel Park.  Infrastructure additions included 
the addition of the Potrero Interchange as well as the Beaumont Avenue Reconstruction. The Wastewater 
and Transit asset additions included new wastewater pumps, a Ford F350 pickup truck, 3 buses, and EV 
charging station. Asset Disposals include the demolition of the City pool and Rangel Park Restrooms, 2 
police vehicles, 2 Hybrid Vehicles and 2 Community Development Vehicles.   Additional information 
regarding capital assets activities can be found in Notes 1E and 5 of the financial statements. 
 
Long-Term Liabilities 
 
In June 2012, GASB (Governmental Accounting Standards Board) issued Statement No. 68, requiring 
public employers to comply with new accounting and financial reporting standards. Statement No. 68 
outlines a different approach to the recognition and calculation of pension obligations. Under the new GASB 
standards, employers that participate in a defined benefit pension plan administered as a trust or equivalent 
arrangement are required to record the net pension liability, pension expense, and deferred 
outflows/deferred inflows of resources related to pensions in their financial statements as part of their 
financial position. These amounts are presented in the statement of net position on page 16, with detailed 
information in Note 10 to the financial statements.   
 
Governmental Activities - Governmental Activities - The City governmental funds have $103,830m in 
outstanding long-term liabilities as of June 30, 2021; with the majority ($77,103m) related to Local Agency 
Revenue Bonds.  In the Governmental Activities, pension related obligations total $17,640m.  Tables 6 
below and Note 6 and 7 to the financial statements offer a more detailed view of governmental long-term 
liabilities. 
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2021 2020 2021 2020 2021 2020

AB 1484 Due Diligence 776$        1,076$     -$        -$        776$        1,076$     
Capital Leases 153          251          -          -          153          251          
1994 Revenue Bonds, Series A 1,970       2,530       -          -          1,970       2,530       
2011 Revenue Bonds, Series A & B -           11,930     -          -          -           11,930     
2012 Revenue Bonds, Series A -           5,600       -          -          -           5,600       
2012 Revenue Bonds, Series B -           2,955       -          -          -           2,955       
2012 Revenue Bonds, Series C -           3,345       -          -          -           3,345       
2013 Revenue Bonds, Series A -           6,015       -          -          -           6,015       
2013 Refunding Revenue Bonds, Series B -           8,680       -          -          -           8,680       
2015 Refunding Revenue Bonds, Series A 9,770       10,000     -          -          9,770       10,000     
2015 Refunding Revenue Bonds, Series B 16,020     16,810     -          -          16,020     16,810     
2015 Refunding Revenue Bonds, Series C 4,040       4,265       -          -          4,040       4,265       
2015 Refunding Revenue Bonds, Series D 5,985       6,320       -          -          5,985       6,320       
2019 Refunding Revenue Bonds, Series A 5,085       5,375       -          -          5,085       5,375       
2020 Revenue Bonds, Series A 17,200     -           -          -          17,200     -           
2021 Revenue Bonds, Series A 18,675     -           -          -          18,675     -           
Bond premium

2019 revenue bond series A 937          1,015       -          -          937          1,015       
Wastewater Revenue Bonds, Series 2018A -           -           78,860    80,105    78,860     80,105     
Bond premium -           -           7,843      8,495      7,843       8,495       
Capital Leases -           -           99           184         99            184          
Compensated absence 2,773       2,628       375         297         3,148       2,925       
Claims payable 2,806       2,206       -          -          2,806       2,206       
Net pension liability 17,640     16,462     2,300      1,746      19,940     18,207     

Total 103,830$ 107,463$ 89,477$  90,827$  193,307$ 198,290$ 

Table 6
Long-Term Liabilities 
(Dollars in Thousands)

Governmental Activities Business-Type Activities Total

 
Business-type Activities - The enterprise funds have $89,477m in outstanding long-term liabilities as of 
June 30, 2021.  The wastewater fund has bonded debt of $78,860m consisting of the 2018 Wastewater 
Revenue Bonds originally issued for $81,105m with the first payment made on September 1, 2019: and the 
premium on the bond with a current outstanding balance of $7,843m.  The Bond issue is paid with 
wastewater operating revenues. In the enterprise funds pension related obligations total $2,300m. 
Additional detailed information for business-type long-term liabilities is shown in Note 6 and 7 to the financial 
statements. 
 

 
ECONOMIC FACTORS AND NEXT YEAR’S BUDGET 
 
In FY2020, the COVID-19 pandemic caused a widespread health crisis, which was quickly followed by a 
widespread financial crisis due to many non-essential businesses were forced to shut down with stay-at-
home orders issued by Governor Gavin Newsom. Throughout FY2021, the City and Inland Empire has 
seen a recovery as workers returned to work and businesses reopened. According to the UCR School of 
Business Center for Economic Forecasting and Development, the Inland Empire’s business activity should 
reach pre-pandemic levels by the end of this year. Over the next two quarters, local business activity is 
forecast to rise between 3% and 6%. 
 
One unintended impact of the shut down was the shortage of workers that it would create. Whether it be 
that workers found other types of employment or stayed home with children, the region has seen a shortage 
of workers since hitting the bottom in April 2020. The Inland Empire has added back 185,600 jobs, regaining 
roughly 83% of the total jobs lost in the region due to the pandemic. However, according to UC Riverside 
News, the total payroll employment for the Inland Empire remains at 2.3% (or 36,700 jobs) below its pre-
pandemic peak from February 2020. 
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The City has still seen economic growth through FY 2021 with new industrial and commercial completed 
projects such as the Amazon Fulfillment Center, In and Out Burger and Raising Cane’s Chicken Fingers 
drive-thru restaurants. Multiple light industrial permits have been pulled and construction has begun on 
these projects allowing to add to the continued economic recovery being felt within the City. Multiple housing 
projects are in process with the City which is forecasted to be close to build out in ten years.  
 
City staff continues to update forecasting models to be better prepared for changes in economic conditions. 
Care must be given to ensure that planned ongoing costs do not exceed revenues over the next three to 
five years. One area of concern is rising pension costs which the City is currently looking at options to 
address these costs. Inflation has also become a concern as the Consumer Price Index has increased 
4.8% from July 2020 to July 2021 for Riverside-San Bernardino-Ontario area according to the State of 
California Department of Industrial Relations. The inflation rate will need to be monitored as costs for goods 
and services as well as construction costs for projects could potentially have a negative impact on the FY22 
budget and beyond.  
 
On June 1, 2021, the City Council adopted the City of Beaumont Operating and Capital Improvement 
Program (CIP) Budget for the Fiscal Year beginning July 1, 2021 and ending June 30, 2022. The General 
Fund operating budget totals $38,678m and is funded by operating revenue of $31,652m, transfers in and 
other financing sources of $7,801m, leaving $775k of appropriations available throughout the FY. The 
approved CIP budget for fiscal year 2021/2022 totals $6,347m with a five-year CIP investment plan 
estimated at $24,293m. 
 
CONTACTING THE CITY’S FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT 
 
This financial report is designed to provide our citizens, taxpayers, customers, investors, and creditors with 
a general overview of the City’s finances and to show the City’s accountability for the money it receives. 
For any questions about this report or additional financial information, please contact the Finance and 
Administrative Services Department of the City of Beaumont, located at 550 E. 6th Street, Beaumont, CA 
92223, (951) 572-3236 or finance@beaumontca.gov. 
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CITY OF BEAUMONT 
 
Statement of Net Position 
June 30, 2021 
 

See accompanying Notes to the Basic Financial Statements 
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Primary Government
Governmental Business-Type

Activities Activities Total
ASSETS
Current assets:

Cash and investments 103,189,568$           18,761,656$       121,951,224$    
Restricted cash and investments -                            595,399              595,399             
Deposits 64,433                      -                     64,433               
Receivables:

Accounts 399,131                    2,551,977           2,951,108          
Interest 60,874                      1,344                  62,218               
Intergovernmental 3,317,521                 95,233                3,412,754          

Prepaid items 330,277                    -                     330,277             
Total current assets 107,361,804             22,005,609         129,367,413      

Noncurrent assets:
Restricted cash and investments with fiscal agent 7,131,699                 4,557,689           11,689,388        
Restricted investment in CFDs 78,745,000               -                     78,745,000        
Loans receivable 225,715                    -                     225,715             
Capital assets:

Nondepreciable 36,347,957               106,633,785       142,981,742      
Depreciable, net 243,016,073             110,387,727       353,403,800      

Total capital assets, net 279,364,030             217,021,512       496,385,542      
Total noncurrent assets 365,466,444             221,579,201       587,045,645      
Total assets 472,828,248             243,584,810       716,413,058      

DEFERRED OUTFLOWS OF RESOURCES
Pension related deferred outflows 5,279,040                 719,612              5,998,652          

Total deferred outflows of resources 5,279,040                 719,612              5,998,652          
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CITY OF BEAUMONT 
 
Statement of Net Position (Continued) 
June 30, 2021 
 

See accompanying Notes to the Basic Financial Statements 
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Primary Government
Governmental Business-Type

Activities Activities Total
LIABILITIES
Current liabilities:

Accounts payable and accrued liabilities 5,921,781$               4,944,266$        10,866,047$      
Interest payable -                           1,267,963          1,267,963          
Salaries payable and related liabilities 689,831                    40,732               730,563             
Deposits payable 2,027,169                 -                     2,027,169          
Unearned revenue 33,116,846               10,105,338        43,222,184        
Compensated absences - due within one year 554,646                    74,952               629,598             
Claims payable - due within one year 720,646                    -                     720,646             
Long-term debt - due within one year 3,504,461                 2,047,154          5,551,615          

Total current liabilities 46,535,380               18,480,405        65,015,785        

Long-term liabilities:
Compensated absences - due in more than one year 2,218,585                 299,808             2,518,393          
Claims payable - due in more than one year 2,085,474                 -                     2,085,474          
Long-term debt - due in more than one year 77,105,980               84,754,799        161,860,779      
Aggregate net pension liability 17,640,051               2,300,138          19,940,189        

Total long-term liabilities 99,050,090               87,354,745        186,404,835      
Total liabilities 145,585,470             105,835,150      251,420,620      

DEFERRED INFLOWS OF RESOURCES
Pension related deferred inflows 70,308                      27,341               97,649               
Debt refunding (978,385)                  -                     (978,385)            

Total deferred inflows of resources (908,077)                  27,341               (880,736)            

NET POSITION
Net investment in capital assets 199,529,501             134,777,249      334,306,750      
Restricted for:

Special projects 11,494,299               595,399             12,089,698        
Debt service 85,876,699               -                     85,876,699        
Capital projects 24,305,801               -                     24,305,801        

Total restricted 121,676,799             595,399             122,272,198      
Unrestricted 12,223,595               3,069,283          15,292,878        

Total net position 333,429,895$           138,441,931$    471,871,826$    
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CITY OF BEAUMONT 
 
Statement of Activities 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2021 
 

See accompanying Notes to the Basic Financial Statements 
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Program Revenues
Operating Capital

Charges for Grants and Grant and
Functions/Programs Expenses Services Contributions Contributions Total
Primary government:

Governmental activities:
General government 10,322,020$      1,507,810$        2,608,361$      49,566$           4,165,737$        
Public safety 17,896,367        1,045,919          375,510           2,065,009        3,486,438          
Public works 8,738,889          848,207             1,132,483        9,028,021        11,008,711        
Community development 2,109,290          2,642,633          -                   57,825             2,700,458          
Community services 4,567,596          31,012               -                   5,381,654        5,412,666          
Refuse -                     148,190             -                   -                   148,190             

Interest and fiscal charges 4,742,632          -                     -                   -                   -                     
Total governmental activities 48,376,794        6,223,771          4,116,354        16,582,075      26,922,200        

Business-type activities:
Sewer 16,480,071        10,895,306        -                   1,013,130        11,908,436        
Transit 3,103,538          59,709               2,251,555        839,473           3,150,737          

Total business-type activities 19,583,609        10,955,015        2,251,555        1,852,603        15,059,173        
Total primary government 67,960,403$      17,178,786$      6,367,909$      18,434,678$    41,981,373$      
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Statement of Activities (Continued) 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2021 
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Net (Expense) Revenue
and Change in Net Position

Governmental Business-Type
Functions/Programs Activities Activities Total
Primary government:

Governmental activities:
General government (6,156,283)$        -$                  (6,156,283)$        
Public safety (14,409,929)        -                    (14,409,929)        
Public works 2,269,822            -                    2,269,822            
Community development 591,168               -                    591,168               
Community services 845,070               -                    845,070               
Refuse 148,190               -                    148,190               
Interest and fiscal charges (4,742,632)          -                    (4,742,632)          

Total governmental activities (21,454,594)        -                    (21,454,594)        

Business-type activities:
Sewer -                      (4,571,635)        (4,571,635)          
Transit -                      47,199               47,199                 

Total business-type activities -                      (4,524,436)        (4,524,436)          
Total primary government (21,454,594)        (4,524,436)        (25,979,030)        

General revenues:
Taxes:

Property taxes 12,701,479          -                    12,701,479          
Sales taxes 8,869,746            -                    8,869,746            
Vehicle License 37,754                 -                    37,754                 
Utility users tax 1,887,031            -                    1,887,031            
Franchise tax 3,183,803            -                    3,183,803            

Transient occupancy tax 298,879               -                    298,879               

Business licenses 415,229               -                    415,229               

Total taxes 27,393,921          -                    27,393,921          

Other revenue 233,922 -                    233,922               
Developer contribution 4,001,607            -                    4,001,607            
Investment earnings 4,618,626 57,721               4,676,347            
Miscellaneous 526,724               13,719               540,443               
Mitigation fees -                      1,123,349          1,123,349            
Gain on sale of assets 24,392                 -                    24,392                 

Transfers 239,959               (239,959)           -                      
Total general revenues and transfers 37,039,151          954,830             37,993,981          

Change in net position 15,584,557          (3,569,606)        12,014,951          

Net position:
Beginning of year, as restated 317,845,338        142,011,537      459,856,875        

End of year 333,429,895$      138,441,931$    471,871,826$      
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GOVERNMENTAL FUND FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
 
Major Governmental Funds of the City are outlined below: 
 
General Fund - This fund accounts for all revenues and expenditures used to finance the 
traditional services associated with a municipal government which are not accounted for in the 
other funds. In Beaumont, these services include general government, public safety, public works, 
community development, community service, and refuse. 
 
Community Facilities Districts (CFD) Special Revenue Fund - This fund is used to account 
for bond and annual tax assessments proceeds to be used for the construction and 
implementation of off-site infrastructure improvements. In addition, the fund accounts for services 
and administration assessments received annually. 
 
Development Impact Fees Special (DIF) Special Revenue Fund - This fund is used to account 
for the receipt and expenditure of mitigation fees on specified capital projects. 
 
Community Facilities Districts (CFD) Capital Projects Fund - This fund is used to account for 
bond and annual tax assessments proceeds to be used for the construction and implementation 
of off-site infrastructure improvements. In addition, the fund accounts for services and 
administration assessments received annually. 
 
General Capital Projects Fund - This fund is used to account for financial resources to be used 
for acquisition, construction and improvement of the city's major capital facilities. 
 
Beaumont Financing Authority / Beaumont Public Improvement Authority Debt Service 
Funds - These funds are authorized to borrow money for the purpose of financing the acquisition 
of bonds, notes and other obligations of, or for the purpose of making loans to the City and/or to 
refinance outstanding obligations of the City. 
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Balance Sheet 
Governmental Funds 
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Capital Projects Funds
General Community Facilities Development Community Facilities

Fund District (CFD) Impact Fees (DIF) District (CFD)
ASSETS

Cash and investments 28,092,672$    2,569,969$                  35,360,897$              13,674,329$                
Cash and investments with fiscal agent -                   -                               -                             -                               
Investment in CFDs -                   -                               -                             -                               
Deposits -                   64,433                         -                             -                               
Receivables:

Accounts 393,034           -                               -                             -                               
Interest 60,874             -                               -                             -                               
Due from other governments 1,822,056        62,879 -                             -                               
Loans 225,715           -                               -                             -                               

Due from other funds -                   -                               -                             -                               

Prepaid 26,262             -                               -                             -                               
Total assets 30,620,613$    2,697,281$                  35,360,897$              13,674,329$                

LIABILITIES, DEFERRED INFLOWS
OF RESOURCES AND
FUND BALANCES
Liabilities:

Accounts payable and accrued liabilities 4,111,878$      37,000$                       1,409,077$                -$                             
Accrued payroll and related liabilities 689,831           -                               -                             -                               
Due to other funds -                   -                               -                             -                               
Deposits payable 1,899,670        120,503 6,996                         -                               
Unearned revenue 525,000           -                               30,599,672 -                               

Total liabilities 7,226,379        157,503                       32,015,745                -                               

Deferred Inflows of Resources:
Unavailable revenue -                   -                               -                             -                               

Total deferred inflows of resources -                   -                               -                             -                               

Fund Balances (deficit):
Nonspendable 251,977           -                               -                             -                               
Restricted -                   2,539,778                    3,345,152                  13,674,329                  
Committed 5,350,717        -                               -                             -                               
Assigned 214,799           -                               -                             -                               
Unassigned 17,576,741      -                               -                             -                               

Total fund balances 23,394,234      2,539,778                    3,345,152                  13,674,329                  
Total liabilities, deferred inflows

of resources and fund balances 30,620,613$    2,697,281$                  35,360,897$              13,674,329$                

 Special Revenue Funds 
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Capital Projects Funds Debt Service Fund Other Total 
General Beaumont Governmental Governmental

Capital Projects Financing Authority Funds Funds
ASSETS

Cash and investments 10,196,358$                   -$                          6,876,803$        96,771,028$         
Cash and investments with fiscal agent -                                 7,131,699 -                     7,131,699             
Investment in CFDs -                                 78,745,000 -                     78,745,000           
Deposits -                                 -                            -                     64,433                  
Receivables:

Accounts -                                 -                            6,097                 399,131                
Interest -                                 -                            -                     60,874                  
Due from other governments 942,402                          -                            490,184             3,317,521             
Loans -                                 -                            -                     225,715                

Due from other funds -                                 -                            -                     -                        

Prepaid -                                 304,015 -                     330,277                
Total assets 11,138,760$                   86,180,714$             7,373,084$        187,045,678$       

LIABILITIES, DEFERRED INFLOWS
OF RESOURCES AND

FUND BALANCES
Liabilities:

Accounts payable and accrued liabilities 295,702$                        -$                          68,124$             5,921,781$           
Accrued payroll and related liabilities -                                 -                            -                     689,831                
Due to other funds -                                 -                            -                     -                        
Deposits payable -                                 -                            -                     2,027,169             
Unearned revenue 211,586                          -                            1,780,588          33,116,846           

Total liabilities 507,288                          -                            1,848,712          41,755,627           

Deferred Inflows of Resources:
Unavailable revenue -                                 -                            -                     -                        

Total deferred inflows of resources -                                 -                            -                     -                        

Fund Balances (deficit):
Nonspendable -                                 304,015                    -                     555,992                
Restricted -                                 85,876,699               5,609,369          111,045,327         
Committed 10,631,472                     -                            -                     15,982,189           
Assigned -                                 -                            -                     214,799                
Unassigned -                                 -                            (84,997)              17,491,744           

Total fund balances 10,631,472                     86,180,714               5,524,372          145,290,051         
Total liabilities, deferred inflows

of resources and fund balances 11,138,760$                   86,180,714$             7,373,084$        187,045,678$       
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Total Fund Balances - Total Governmental Funds 145,290,051$  

Capital assets used in governmental activities were not financial resources and therefore,
were not reported in governmental funds.

Capital assets, nondepreciable 36,347,957      
Capital assets, depreciable 243,016,073    

Long-term liabilities were not due and payable in the current period and therefore, were not
reported in the governmental funds.

Compensated absences - due within one year (554,646)          
Compensated absences - due in more than one year (2,218,585)       
Claims payable - due within one year (1,617,130)       
Claims payable - due in more than one year (1,188,990)       
Long-term debt - due within one year (3,504,461)       
Long-term debt - due more than one year (77,105,980)     

Aggregate net pension liability is not due and payable in the current period and therefore is not
required to be reported in the governmental funds. (17,640,051)     

Pension-related deferred outflows/inflows of resources in the governmental activities were not
financial resources (uses) and therefore were not reported in the Governmental Funds
Balance Sheet. 

Pension-related deferred outflows of resources 5,279,040        
Pension-related deferred inflows of resources (70,308)            
Debt-related deferred inflow of resources 978,385           

Internal service funds are used by management to charge the costs of certain activities, for
equipment and risk management, to individual funds. The assets and liabilities of the internal
service funds must be added to the Statement of Net Position. 6,418,540        
Net Position of Governmental Activities 333,429,895$  
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Capital Projects Funds
General Community Facilities Development Community Facilities

Fund District (CFD) Impact Fees (DIF) District (CFD)
REVENUES:

Taxes 16,092,556$        -$                             -$                         -$                             
Franchise fees 3,183,803            -                               -                           -                               
Intergovernmental 5,753,856            -                               -                           -                               
License and permits 3,050,575 -                               3,441,595                -                               
Fines and forfeitures 344,816 -                               -                           -                               
Assessments levied 637,172 5,970,996                    -                           680,109                       
Use of money and property 178,689 21,955                         125,332                   51,730
Charges for services 1,484,669 -                               -                           -                               
Other revenues 916,229 576                              -                           -                               

Total revenues 31,642,365          5,993,527                    3,566,927                731,839                       

EXPENDITURES:
Current: 

General government 8,460,292 -                               -                           -                               
Public safety 17,313,483 -                               -                           -                               
Public works 2,786,349 -                               -                           172,938                       
Community development 1,561,640 212,607                       -                           -                               
Community services 4,093,696 -                               -                           -                               

Capital outlay 813,748 -                               -                           -                               
Debt service:

Principal 398,560 -                               -                           -                               
Payment to refunded bond escrow agent -                       -                               -                           -                               
Interest and fiscal charges -                       -                               -                           -                               

Total expenditures 35,427,768          212,607                       -                           172,938                       

REVENUES OVER
(UNDER) EXPENDITURES (3,785,403)           5,780,920                    3,566,927                558,901                       

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES):
Refunding bonds issued -                       -                               -                           -                               
Payment to refunded bond escrow agent -                       -                               -                           -                               
Proceeds from sale of capital assets 24,392 -                               -                           -                               
Transfers in 10,277,295 -                               307,133                   -                               
Transfers (out) (7,187,224)           (12,633,612)                 (528,908)                  (221,008)                      

Total other financing sources (uses) 3,114,463            (12,633,612)                 (221,775)                  (221,008)                      

Net changes in fund balances (670,940)              (6,852,692)                   3,345,152                337,893                       

FUND BALANCES:
Beginning of year 24,065,174          9,392,470                    -                           13,336,436                  

End of year 23,394,234$        2,539,778$                  3,345,152$              13,674,329$                

 Special Revenues Fund 
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Capital Projects Funds Debt Service Fund Other Total 
General Beaumont Governmental Governmental

Capital Projects Financing Authority Funds Funds
REVENUES:

Taxes -$                               -$                         1,317,492$        17,410,048$         
Franchise fees -                                 -                           -                     3,183,803             
Intergovernmental 953,669                          -                           5,105,814          11,813,339           
License and permits -                                 -                           33,422               6,525,592             
Fines and forfeitures -                                 -                           -                     344,816                
Assessments levied -                                 -                           -                     7,288,277             
Use of money and property 7,929                              4,292,477                 14,994               4,693,106             
Charges for services -                                 -                           -                     1,484,669             
Other revenues 6,041,922                       -                           57,857               7,016,584             

Total revenues 7,003,520                       4,292,477                 6,529,579          59,760,234           

EXPENDITURES:
Current: 
General government -                                 -                           -                     8,460,292             
Public safety -                                 -                           265,033             17,578,516           
Public works -                                 -                           -                     2,959,287             
Community development -                                 -                           177,716             1,951,963             
Community services -                                 -                           25,711               4,119,407             

Capital outlay 4,260,351                       -                           -                     5,074,099             
Debt service:
Principal -                                 3,540,000 -                     3,938,560             
Payment to refunded bond escrow agent -                                 3,563,485 -                     3,563,485             
Interest and fiscal charges -                                 4,820,703 -                     4,820,703             

Total expenditures 4,260,351                       11,924,188               468,460             52,466,312           

REVENUES OVER
(UNDER) EXPENDITURES 2,743,169                       (7,631,711)               6,061,119          7,293,922             

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES):
Refunding bonds issued -                                 35,875,000               -                     35,875,000           
Payment to refunded bond escrow agent -                                 (34,829,600)             -                     (34,829,600)          
Proceeds from sale of capital assets -                                 -                           -                     24,392                  
Transfers in 7,578,005                       -                           467,044             18,629,477           
Transfers (out) -                                 -                           (4,228,266)         (24,799,018)          

Total other financing sources (uses) 7,578,005                       1,045,400                 (3,761,222)         (5,099,749)            

Net changes in fund balances 10,321,174                     (6,586,311)               2,299,897          2,194,173             

FUND BALANCES:
Beginning of year 310,298                          92,767,025               3,224,475          143,095,878         

End of year 10,631,472$                   86,180,714$             5,524,372$        145,290,051$       
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Net Change in Fund Balances - Total Governmental Funds 2,194,173$      

Governmental funds report capital outlays as expenditures. However, in the Government-Wide
Statement of Activities, the costs of those assets are allocated over their estimated useful
lives as depreciation expense. 

Capital outlay capitalized 4,283,100        
Depreciation expense (6,001,439)       

Increase in capital assets and net position from developer capital contributions for
infrastructure assets. 4,001,607        

The issuance of long-term liabilities provided current financial resources to governmental
funds, but issuing debt increased long-term liabilities in the Government-Wide Statement of
Net Position. Repayment of long-term liabilities was an expenditure in governmental funds, but
the repayment reduced long-term liabilities in the Government-Wide Statement of Net
Position.

Principal payments on long term debt 3,840,000        
Payments to refunding escrow agent 3,563,485        
Principal payments on capital lease 98,560             
Proceeds from issuance of debt (35,875,000)     
Payment to refunded bond escrow agent 34,829,600      
Premium amortization 78,071             

Governmental funds report revenues and expenditures primarily pertaining to long-term
liabilities, which are not reported in the statement of activities. At the government-wide level,
these activities are reported in the statement of net position. This is the net expenditure
reported in the governmental funds, which is not reported in the statement of activities.

Pension related net adjustments (1,027,218)       

Certain long-term assets and liabilities were reported in the Government-Wide Statement of
Activities, but they did not require the use of current financial resources. Therefore, long-term
assets and liabilities were not reported as expenditures in governmental funds. These
amounts represented the changes in long-term liabilities from prior year.

Changes in compensated absences (145,316)          
Changes in claims payable (599,725)          

Changes in unavailable revenues were reported as deferred inflows of resources in the
Governmental Funds but were previously reported as revenues in the Government-Wide
Statement of Activities. (73,881)            

Internal service funds are used by management to charge the costs of certain activities, for
equipment and risk management, to individual funds. The net revenues (expenses) of the
internal service funds are reported with governmental activities. 6,418,540        

Change in Net Position of Governmental Activities 15,584,557$    
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PROPRIETARY FUND FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
 
Enterprise Funds: 
 
Sewer Fund - The Sewer Fund was established to receive and disburse funds collected through 
sewer services charge fees and sewer facilities charges. These funds are used for the operation 
and maintenance of sewer disposal facilities and the financing of construction outlet sewers. 
 
Transit Fund - The Transit Fund is intended to show the financial position and the operation and 
maintenance of the City's fixed route and dial-a-ride transit systems. 
 
Internal Service Fund: 
 
Equipment Replacement Fund - The Equipment Replacement Fund was established to account 
for operating and replacement cost associated with City vehicles and equipment. Cost of materials 
and services are accumulated in this fund and charged to the user departments as such goods 
are delivered. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

237

Item 8.



CITY OF BEAUMONT 
 
Statement of Net Position 
Proprietary Funds 
June 30, 2021 
 

See accompanying Notes to the Basic Financial Statements 
28 

Governmental 
Activities

Sewer Transit Internal Service
Fund Fund Total Fund

ASSETS
Current assets:

Cash and investments 17,072,086$                    1,689,570$                18,761,656$        6,418,540$          
Restricted cash and investments 595,399 -                             595,399               -                       
Receivables:

Accounts 2,551,977                        -                             2,551,977            -                       
Interest 1,344                               -                             1,344                   -                       
Due from other governments -                                  95,233                       95,233                 -                       

Total current assets 20,220,806                      1,784,803                  22,005,609          6,418,540            

Noncurrent assets:
Restricted cash and investments with fiscal agent 4,557,689                        -                             4,557,689            -                       
Capital assets:

Nondepreciable 105,542,702                    1,091,083                  106,633,785        -                       
Depreciable 234,917,936                    6,387,522                  241,305,458        -                       
Less: accumulated depreciation (125,938,018)                  (4,979,713)                 (130,917,731)       -                       

Total capital assets 214,522,620                    2,498,892                  217,021,512        -                       

Total noncurrent assets 219,080,309                    2,498,892                  221,579,201        -                       

Total assets 239,301,115                    4,283,695                  243,584,810        6,418,540            

DEFERRED OUTFLOWS OF RESOURCES
Pension-related deferred outflows 385,506                           334,106                     719,612               -                       

Total deferred outflows of resources 385,506                           334,106                     719,612               -                       

LIABILITIES
Current liabilities:

Accounts payable and accrued liabilities 4,860,497 83,769 4,944,266            -                       
Salaries payable and related liabilities 17,869 22,863 40,732                 -                       
Unearned revenue 9,329,263                        776,075                     10,105,338          -                       
Interest payable 1,267,963                        -                             1,267,963            -                       
Compensated absences - due within one year 15,624                             59,328                       74,952                 -                       
Long-term debt - due within one year 2,047,154                        -                             2,047,154            -                       

Total current liabilities 17,538,370                      942,035                     18,480,405          -                       

Noncurrent liabilities:
Compensated absences - due in more than one year 113,824                           185,984                     299,808               -                       
Long-term debt - due in more than one year 84,754,799                      -                             84,754,799          -                       
Net pension liability 1,232,217                        1,067,921                  2,300,138            -                       

Total noncurrent liabilities 86,100,840                      1,253,905                  87,354,745          -                       

Total liabilities 103,639,210                    2,195,940                  105,835,150        -                       

DEFERRED INFLOWS OF RESOURCES
Pension-related deferred inflows 14,647                             12,694                       27,341                 -                       

Total deferred inflows of resources 14,647                             12,694                       27,341                 -                       

NET POSITION (DEFICIT)
Net investment in capital assets 132,278,357                    2,498,892                  134,777,249        -                       
Restricted 595,399                           -                             595,399               -                       
Unrestricted 3,159,008                        (89,725)                      3,069,283            6,418,540            

Total net position 136,032,764$                  2,409,167$                138,441,931$      6,418,540$          

Business-type Activities - 
Enterprise Funds 
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Business-type Activities - Governmental 
Enterprise Funds Activities

Sewer Transit Internal Service
Fund Fund Total Fund

OPERATING REVENUES:
Charges for services 10,895,306$         59,709$            10,955,015$         -$                  
Other revenue -                        13,719              13,719                  -                    

Total operating revenues 10,895,306           73,428              10,968,734           -                    

OPERATING EXPENSES:
Salaries 1,436,433             1,554,972         2,991,405             -                    
Fringe benefits 779,053                508,334            1,287,387             -                    
Administration 209,881 26,647              236,528                -                    
Contract services 970,966                66,927              1,037,893             -                    
Fuels, lubricants, and maintenance 311,162                296,686            607,848                -                    
Supplies 452,031                38,272              490,303                -                    
Office 19,578 23,501              43,079                  -                    
Utilities 922,728                31,172              953,900                -                    
Depreciation 7,555,416             557,027            8,112,443             -                    

Total operating expenses 12,657,248           3,103,538         15,760,786           -                    

OPERATING INCOME (LOSS) (1,761,942)            (3,030,110)        (4,792,052)            -                    

NONOPERATING REVENUES (EXPENSES):
Local transportation funds -                        2,239,339         2,239,339             -                    
Mitigation fees 1,123,349             -                    1,123,349             -                    
Intergovernmental -                        12,216              12,216                  -                    
Investment earnings 54,568                  3,153 57,721                  9,040
Interest expense (3,822,823)            -                    (3,822,823)            -                    

Total nonoperating revenues (expenses) (2,644,906)            2,254,708         (390,198)               9,040                

Income (loss) before operating transfers and
capital contributions (4,406,848)            (775,402)           (5,182,250)            9,040                

TRANSFERS AND CAPITAL CONTRIBUTIONS:
Riverside County Transportation Commission -                        839,473            839,473                -                    
Developer capital contributions 1,013,130             -                    1,013,130             -                    
Transfers in 231,195 278,846 510,041                6,409,500
Transfers (out) (650,000)               (100,000)           (750,000)               -                    

Total transfers and capital contributions 594,325                1,018,319         1,612,644             6,409,500         

Changes in net position (3,812,523)            242,917            (3,569,606)            6,418,540         

NET POSITION:
Beginning of year, as restated 139,845,287         2,166,250         142,011,537         -                    

End of year 136,032,764$       2,409,167$       138,441,931$       6,418,540$       
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Business-type Activities - Governmental 
Enterprise Funds Activities

Sewer Transit Internal Service
Fund Fund Total Fund

CASH FLOWS FROM OPERATING ACTIVITIES:
Cash received from customers and users 13,540,797$      708,074$      14,248,871$  -$                   
Payments to suppliers and employees for goods and services (2,197,159)         (2,491,733)   (4,688,892)     -                     
Cash received from developers and others -                     13,719          13,719           -                     

Net cash provided by (used in) operating activities 11,343,638        (1,769,940)   9,573,698      -                     

CASH FLOWS FROM NONCAPITAL
FINANCING ACTIVITIES:

Advances to other funds -                     213,630        213,630         -                     
Local transportation funds -                     1,897,230     1,897,230      -                     
Intergovernmental -                     12,216          12,216           -                     
Transfers in 231,195             278,846        510,041         6,409,500      
Transfers (out) (650,000)            (100,000)      (750,000)        -                     

Net cash provided by (used in) noncapital
financial activities (418,805)            2,301,922     1,883,117      6,409,500      

CASH FLOWS FROM CAPITAL AND
RELATED FINANCING ACTIVITIES:

Acquisition of capital assets (23,094,618)       (813,616)      (23,908,234)   -                     
Developer capital contributions 1,013,130          -                   1,013,130      -                     
Capital grants received -                     839,473        839,473         -                     
Payment of principal on long-term debt (1,329,366)         -                   (1,329,366)     -                     
Payment of interest on long-term debt (4,492,272)         -                   (4,492,272)     -                     

Net cash provided by (used in) capital
and related financing activities (26,779,777)       25,857          (26,753,920)   -                     

CASH FLOWS FROM INVESTING ACTIVITIES:
Investment income 54,703               3,153            57,856           9,040             

Net cash provided by investing activities 54,703               3,153            57,856           9,040             

Net change in cash and cash equivalents (15,800,241)       560,992        (15,239,249)   6,418,540      

CASH AND CASH EQUIVALENTS:
Beginning of year 38,025,415        1,128,578     39,153,993    -                     
End of year 22,225,174$      1,689,570$   23,914,744$  6,418,540$    

RECONCILATION TO STATEMENT OF NET POSITION:
Cash and investments 17,072,086$      1,689,570$   18,761,656$  6,418,540$    
Restricted cash and investments 595,399             -                   595,399         -                     
Restricted cash and investments with fiscal agent 4,557,689          -                   4,557,689      -                     

Total cash and cash equivalents 22,225,174$      1,689,570$   23,914,744$  6,418,540$    
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Business-type Activities - Governmental 
Enterprise Funds Activities

Sewer Transit Internal Service
Fund Fund Total Fund

RECONCILIATION OF OPERATING INCOME (LOSS) TO NET
CASH PROVIDED BY (USED IN) OPERATING ACTIVITIES:

Operating income (loss) (1,761,942)$       (3,030,110)$ (4,792,052)$   -$                   
Adjustments to reconcile operating income (loss) to net cash

provided by (used in) operating activities:
Depreciation 7,555,416          557,027        8,112,443      -                     
Changes in current assets, deferred outflows of resources, 

liabilities, and deferred inflows of resources:
Accounts receivable (418,362)            2,408            (415,954)        -                     
Pension-related deferred outflows of resources (159,057)            43,310          (115,747)        -                     
Accounts payable and accrued liabilities 2,421,040          46,033          2,467,073      -                     
Salaries payable and related liabilities 8,075                 7,722            15,797           -                     
Unearned revenue 3,063,853          645,957        3,709,810      -                     
Compensated absences 67,470               9,964            77,434           -                     
Aggregate net pension liability 577,535             (23,216)        554,319         -                     
Pension-related deferred inflows of resources (10,390)              (29,035)        (39,425)          -                     

Total adjustments 13,105,580        1,260,170     14,365,750    -                     
Net cash provided by (used in) operating activities 11,343,638$      (1,769,940)$ 9,573,698$    -$                   
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FIDUCIARY FUND FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
 
Custodial Funds - To account for collections received from special assessment district and their 
disbursement to bondholders. 
 
Private Purpose Trust Funds - To account for activities of the Successor Agency to the 
dissolved Beaumont Redevelopment Agency. 
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Private Purpose
Trust Fund

Custodial Funds Succesor Agency
ASSETS

Cash and investments 18,504,154$             177$                        
Restricted cash and investments with fiscal agent 25,115,350               -                           
Due from other governments 348,319                    -                           
Capital assets, net -                           21,826                     

Total assets 43,967,823               22,003                     

LIABILITIES
Interest payable 4,184,331                 -                           
Unearned revenue 11,736                      -                           
Deposits payable 31,882                      -                           
Due to other governments 110,797,432             -                           
Due to bondholders 144,230,825             -                           

Total liabilities 259,256,206             -                           

Net Position
Restricted for:

Individuals, organizations and other governments (215,288,383)           22,003                     
Total net position (215,288,383)$         22,003$                   
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Private Purpose
Trust Fund

Custodial Funds Succesor Agency

ADDITIONS:
Investment Income 14,992$                 -$                      
Assessments 19,233,442            -                        
Proceeds from bonds 18,957,711            -                        

Total additions 38,206,145            -                        

DEDUCTIONS:
Payments to trustee 8,898,870              -                        
Interest expense 10,763,754            -                        
Bond issuance cost 379,243                 -                        
Payment for infrastructure 12,568,362            -                        

Total deductions 32,610,229            -                        

Change in net position 5,595,916              -                        

NET POSITION:
Beginning of year, as restated (220,884,299)        22,003                   
End of year (215,288,383)$      22,003$                 
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Note 1 - Reporting Entity and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies 
 
The basic financial statements of the City of Beaumont, California (the "City") have been prepared 
in conformity with accounting principles generally accepted of the United States of America ("US 
GAAP") as applied to governmental agencies. The Governmental Accounting Standards Board 
("GASB") is the accepted standard setting body for establishing governmental accounting and 
financial reporting principles. The more significant of the City's accounting policies are described 
below. 
 
A. Reporting Entity 
 

The City was incorporated November 18, 1912 under the general laws of the State of 
California. The City operates under a Council-Manager form of government and provides 
basic local governmental services including public safety (police and fire), maintenance and 
construction of public improvements, cultural, recreation, planning, zoning, transportation, 
sewer and general administration.  
 
In evaluating how to define the City for financial reporting purposes, management has 
considered all potential component units. The primary criteria for including a potential 
component unit within the reporting entity are the governing body's financial accountability 
and a financial benefit or burden relationship and whether it is misleading to exclude. A 
primary government is financially accountable and shares a financial benefit or burden 
relationship if it appoints a voting majority of an organization's governing body and it is able 
to impose its will on the organization, or if there is a potential for the organization to provide 
specific financial benefits to, or impose specific financial burdens on the primary government. 
A primary government may also be financially accountable if an organization is fiscally 
dependent on the primary government regardless of whether the organization has a 
separately elected governing board, a governing board appointed by a higher level of 
government, or a jointly appointed board, and there is a potential for the organization to 
provide specific financial benefits to, or impose specific financial burdens on the primary 
government. 
 
Blended Component Units  
 
The financial reporting entity consists of the primary government, the City, and its component 
units. In addition, component units can be other organizations for which the primary 
government is accountable and their exclusion would cause the reporting entity's financial 
statements to be misleading or incomplete.  
 
Blended component units, although legally separate entities, are, in substance part of the 
government's operation and so data from these units are combined with data of the primary 
government.  
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Note 1 - Reporting Entity and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies (Continued) 
 
A. Reporting Entity (Continued) 
 

Blended Component Units (Continued)  
 

Although the following are legally separate from the City, they have been "blended" as though 
they are part of the City because the component unit's governing body is substantially the 
same as the City's and there is a financial benefit or burden relationship between the City and 
the component unit; management of the City has operational responsibilities for the 
component units; and/or the component units provide services entirely, or almost entirely, to 
the City or otherwise exclusively, or almost exclusively, benefits the City, even though it does 
not provide services directly to it.  
 
The following specific criteria were used in determining the status of the component unit: 
 

 Members of the City Council also act as the governing body of the component unit. 
 The City and the component unit are financially interdependent. 
 The component unit is managed by employees of the City. A portion of the City's salary 

and overhead expenses is billed to the component unit each year. 
 

Beaumont Financing Authority 
 
The Beaumont Financing Authority (the "BFA)" was founded by the execution of a joint 
exercise of powers agreement dated April 1, 1993, by the City of Beaumont and the former 
Beaumont Redevelopment Agency. The BFA is authorized to issue revenue bonds to be 
repaid from the proceeds of public obligations and to provide financing and refinancing for 
public capital improvements of public entities, including the City, the former Redevelopment 
Agency, and the Community Facilities Districts. The City Council of the City of Beaumont 
serves as the governing board for the BFA and the City has fiduciary responsibility for the 
BFA. The BFA exclusively benefits the City. Transactions are reported in the Beaumont 
Financing Authority Debt Service fund. There are no separate financial statements available. 
 
Beaumont Utility Authority 
 
The Beaumont Utility Authority (the "BUA") was established on May 15, 2001 by a joint powers 
agreement between the City of Beaumont and the former Beaumont Redevelopment Agency. 
The BUA was created to provide a binding framework for the relationship between the City's 
utility enterprise fund and the City's General Fund, to address possible impacts of Proposition 
218, and to provide greater fiscal strength for the City's fund. The City Council serves as the 
governing board for the BUA and the City has operational responsibility for the BUA. 
Transactions are reported in an enterprise fund. There are no separate financial statements 
available. 
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Note 1 - Reporting Entity and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies (Continued) 
 
A. Reporting Entity (Continued) 
 

Blended Component Units (Continued)  
 
Beaumont Parking Authority 
 
The Beaumont Parking Authority (the "BPA") was established on May 1, 2018 by the City of 
Beaumont City Council through resolution 2018-12 that declared a need for a parking authority 
in the city. The BPA was created to establish the Beaumont Public Improvement Authority 
though a joint powers agreement. The City Council serves as the governing board for the BP 
A and the City has operational responsibility for the BPA. There was no financial activity for 
the BPA during the fiscal year ending June 30, 2021.  
 
Beaumont Public Improvement Authority  
 
The Beaumont Public Improvement Authority (the "BPIA") was established on May 15, 2018 
by a joint powers agreement between the City of Beaumont and the Beaumont Parking 
Authority. The BPIA is authorized to issue revenue bonds to be repaid from the proceeds of 
wastewater services and to provide financing and refinancing for public capital improvements 
of the City's wastewater system The City Council serves as the governing board for the BPIA 
and the City has operational responsibility for the BPIA. There was no financial activity for the 
BPIA since inception through the fiscal year ending June 30, 2021. 
 

B. Basis of Accounting and Measurement Focus 
 

The accounts of the City are organized on the basis of funds, each of which is considered a 
separate accounting entity. The operations of each fund are accounted for with a separate set 
of self-balancing accounts that comprise its assets, liabilities, fund balance, revenues, and 
expenditures, or expenses as appropriate. 
 
Government resources are allocated to and accounted for in individual funds based upon the 
purpose for which they are to be spent and the means by which spending activities are 
controlled.  
 
The Statement of Net Position reports separate sections for Deferred Outflows of Resources, 
and Deferred Inflows of Resources, when applicable.  
 

Deferred Outflows of Resources represent outflows of resources (consumption of net 
position) that apply to future periods and therefore, will not be recognized as an expense 
until that time.  
 
Deferred Inflows of Resources represent inflows of resources (acquisition of net position) 
that apply to future periods and therefore, are not recognized as revenue until that time. 
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Note 1 - Reporting Entity and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies (Continued) 
 
B. Basis of Accounting and Measurement Focus (Continued) 
 

Government-Wide Financial Statements  
 
The City's government-wide financial statements include a statement of net position and a 
statement of activities. These statements present summaries of governmental and business-
type activities for the City accompanied by a total column. Fiduciary activities of the City are 
not included in the government-wide financial statements.  
 
These financial statements are presented on an "economic resources" measurement focus 
and the accrual basis of accounting. Accordingly, all of the City's assets, liabilities and deferred 
amounts, including capital assets, as well as infrastructure assets, and long-term liabilities, 
are included in the accompanying statement of net position. The statement of activities 
presents changes in net position. Under the accrual basis of accounting, revenues are 
recognized in the period in which they are earned while expenses are recognized in the period 
in which the liability is incurred.  
 
Certain types of transactions are reported as program revenues within three categories in the 
statement of activities:  
 
 Charges for services  
 Operating grants and contributions  
 Capital grants and contributions 

 
Certain eliminations have been made in regards to interfund activities, payables and 
receivables. All internal balances in the statement of net position have been eliminated except 
those representing balances between the governmental activities and the business-type 
activities, which are presented as internal balances and eliminated in the total primary 
government column. However, those transactions between governmental and business-type 
activities have not been eliminated. The following interfund activities have been eliminated: 
 
 Due from/to other funds 
 Transfers in/out 

 
Governmental Fund Financial Statements 
 
Governmental fund financial statements include a balance sheet and a statement of revenues, 
expenditures and changes in fund balances for all major governmental funds and non-major 
funds aggregated. An accompanying schedule is presented to reconcile and explain the 
differences between fund balance as presented in these statements to the net position 
presented in the government-wide financial statements. The City has presented all major 
funds that meet the applicable criteria. 
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Note 1 - Reporting Entity and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies (Continued) 
 
B. Basis of Accounting and Measurement Focus (Continued) 
 
 Governmental Fund Financial Statements (Continued) 
 

All governmental funds are accounted for on a spending or "current financial resources" 
measurement focus and the modified accrual basis of accounting. Accordingly, only current 
assets and current liabilities are included on the balance sheet. The statement of revenues, 
expenditures and changes in fund balances present increases (revenue and other financing 
sources) and decreases (expenditures and other financing uses) in fund balances. Under the 
modified accrual basis of accounting, revenues are recognized in the accounting period in 
which they become both measurable and available to finance expenditures of the current 
period. The primary revenue sources, which have been treated as susceptible to accrual by 
the City, are property tax, sales tax, intergovernmental revenues and other taxes. 
Expenditures are recorded in the accounting period in which the related fund liability is 
incurred.  
 
Revenues are recognized as soon as they are both "measurable" and "available". Revenues 
are considered to be available when they are collectible within the current period as soon 
enough thereafter to pay liabilities of the current period. For this purpose, the City considers 
revenues to be available if they are collected within 60 days of the end of the current fiscal 
period. Grants and similar items are recognized as revenue as soon as all eligibility 
requirements imposed by the providers have been met. 
 
Governmental funds of the City are outlined below:  
 

General Fund - This fund accounts for all revenues and expenditures to finance the 
traditional services associated with a municipal government which are not accounted for 
in the other funds. In the City, these services include general government, public safety, 
public works, community development, community service, and refuse.  
 
Community Facilities Districts (CFD) Special Revenue Fund - This fund is used to 
account for bond and annual tax assessments proceeds to be used for the construction 
and implementation of off-site infrastructure improvements. In addition, the Fund accounts 
for services and administration assessments received annually.  
 
Development Impact Fees (DIF) Special Revenue Fund - This fund is used to account 
for the receipt and expenditure of mitigation fees on specified capital projects. 
 
Community Facilities Districts (CFD) Capital Projects Fund - This fund is used to 
account for bond and annual tax assessments proceeds to be used for the construction 
and implementation of off-site infrastructure improvements. In addition, the Fund accounts 
for services and administration assessments received annually.  
 
General Capital Projects Fund - This fund is used to account for financial resources to 
be used for acquisition, construction and improvement of the city's major capital facilities.  
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Note 1 - Reporting Entity and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies (Continued) 
 
B. Basis of Accounting and Measurement Focus (Continued) 
 
 Governmental Fund Financial Statements (Continued) 
 

Beaumont Financing Authority / Beaumont Public Improvement Authority Debt 
Service Funds - These funds are authorized to borrow money for the purpose of financing 
the acquisition of bonds, notes and other obligations of, or for the purpose of making loans 
to the City and/or to refinance outstanding obligations of the City.  
 
Other Governmental Funds - Other Governmental Funds is the aggregate of all the non-
major governmental funds. 
 

Proprietary Fund Financial Statements 
 
Proprietary fund financial statements include a statement of net position, a statement of 
revenues, expenses and changes in net position, and a statement of cash flows for each major 
proprietary fund.  
 
Proprietary funds are accounted for using the "economic resources" measurement focus and 
the accrual basis of accounting. Accordingly, all assets and liabilities (whether current or 
noncurrent) are included on the statement of net position. The statement of revenues, 
expenses and changes in net position presents increases (revenues) and decreases 
(expenses) in total net position. Under the accrual basis of accounting, revenues are 
recognized in the period in which they are earned while expenses are recognized in the period 
in which the liability is incurred. In these funds, receivables have been recorded as revenue 
and provisions have been made for uncollectible amounts.  
 
Operating revenues in the proprietary funds are those revenues that are generated from the 
primary operations of the fund. All other revenues are reported as non-operating revenues. 
Operating expenses are those expenses that are essential to the primary operations of the 
fund. All other expenses are reported as non-operating expenses.  
 
Proprietary funds of the City are outlined below:  
 
Enterprise Funds 
 

Sewer Fund - This fund was established to receive and disburse funds collected through 
sewer services charge fees and sewer facilities charges. These funds are used for the 
operation and maintenance of sewer disposal facilities and the financing of construction 
outlet sewers.  
 
Transit Fund - The Transit Fund is intended to show the financial position and the 
operation and maintenance of the City's fixed route and dial-a-ride transit systems. 
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Note 1 - Reporting Entity and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies (Continued) 
 
B. Basis of Accounting and Measurement Focus (Continued) 
 

Internal Service Funds 
 

Equipment Replacement Fund - This fund was established to account for operating and 
replacement cost associated with City vehicles and equipment. Cost of materials and 
services are accumulated in this fund and charged to the user departments as such goods 
are delivered. 

 
Fiduciary Fund Financial Statements 
 
Fiduciary fund financial statements include a statement of fiduciary net position and a 
statement of changes in fiduciary net position. The City has two types of fiduciary funds 
presented. They are the private purpose trust funds and custodial funds.  
 
The private purpose trust funds account for activities of the Successor Agency to the 
Beaumont Redevelopment Agency (the "Successor Agency").  
 
The custodial funds are purely custodial in nature. Trust funds, such as the Successor Agency 
to the Redevelopment Agency, use the flow of economic resources measurement focus and 
the accrual basis of accounting.  
 

C. Cash, Cash Equivalents and Investments 
 

The City pools its available cash for investment purposes. The City's cash and cash 
equivalents are considered to be cash on hand, demand deposits, and short-term investments 
with original maturity of three months or less from the date of acquisition. Cash and cash 
equivalents are combined with investments and displayed as Cash and Investments. 
 
Highly liquid market investments with maturities of one year or less at time of purchase are 
stated at amortized cost. All other investments are stated at fair value. Market value is used 
as fair value for those securities for which market quotations are readily available.  
 
The City follows the practice of pooling cash and investments of all funds, except for funds 
required to be held by fiscal agents under the provisions of bond indentures. Interest income 
earned on pooled cash and investments is allocated on an accounting period basis to the 
various funds based on the period-end cash and investment balances. Interest income from 
cash and investments with fiscal agents is credited directly to the related fund.  
 
The City participates in an investment pool managed by the State of California titled Local 
Agency Investment Fund (LAIF) which has invested a portion of the pool funds in structured 
notes and asset-backed securities. LAIF's investments are subject to credit risk with the full 
faith and credit of the State of California collateralizing these investments. In addition, these 
structured notes and asset-backed securities are subject to market risk as to change in 
interest rates. 
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Note 1 - Reporting Entity and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies (Continued) 
 
D. Restricted Cash and Investments 
 

Certain restricted cash and investments are held 1) held for transit related activities or 2) by a 
fiscal agent for the redemption of bonded debt and for acquisition and construction of capital 
projects. 
 

E. Prepaid Items 
 

Certain payments to vendors reflect cost applicable to future accounting periods and are 
recorded as prepaid items in both government-wide and fund financial statements. The cost 
of prepaid items is recorded as expenditures/expenses when consumed rather than when 
purchased. 
 

F. Capital Assets 
 

Capital assets are valued at historical cost or estimated historical cost if actual historical cost 
was not available. Donated capital assets are valued at acquisition value on the date of the 
donation. City policy has set the capitalization threshold for reporting capital assets at $5,000. 
Depreciation is recorded on a straight-line basis over estimated useful lives of the assets as 
follows: 

 
Years

Buildings 30
Infrastructure 35 - 120
Machinery and equipment 3 - 5
Furniture and fixtures 3 - 5
Vehicles 3
Computer equipment 3  

 
The City defines infrastructure as the basic physical assets that allow the City to function. The 
infrastructure assets include streets (including bridges, streetlights, sidewalks, culverts and 
curbs), sewer system (including plant, collection systems, drains, lift stations), and park lands. 
Each major infrastructure system can be divided into subsystems. For example, the street 
system can be subdivided into pavement, curb and gutters, sidewalks, medians, streetlights, 
landscaping and land. These subsystems were not delineated in the basic financial 
statements. The appropriate operating department maintains information regarding the 
subsystems. Interest accrued during capital assets construction, if any, is capitalized for the 
business-type and proprietary funds as part of the asset cost.  
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Note 1 - Reporting Entity and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies (Continued) 
 
G. Long-Term Debt  
 
 Government-Wide Financial Statements 
 

Long-term debt and other financial obligations are reported as liabilities in the appropriate 
funds.  
 
Bond premiums and discounts, as well as insurance premiums paid to bond insurers, are 
deferred and amortized over the life of the bonds using the effective interest method. Bonds 
payable are reported net of the applicable premium or discount. Issuance costs are expensed 
in the period when incurred. 

 
Fund Financial Statements 

 
The fund financial statements do not present long-term assets or liabilities. These amounts 
are shown in the reconciliation of the governmental funds balance sheet to the government-
wide statement of net position.  
 

H. Compensated Absences 
 
 Government-Wide Financial Statements 
 

City employees have vested interest in varying levels of vacation and sick leave based on 
their length of employment and related bargaining unit. Vacation leave is payable to 
employees at the time a vacation is taken or upon termination of employment. Vacation leave 
balance accruals are capped at two the employee's annual accrual rate. Sick leave is payable 
only when an employee is unable to work due to personal or family illness or at separation 
from employment at different levels depending on the length of employment arid the 
bargaining unit. There is no cap on the amount of sick leave that can be accrued but there is 
a cap on the amount that can be cashed out upon termination. Employees with less than five 
years of employment do not have vested privilege on sick leave and their sick leave is forfeited 
upon termination. The amount of compensated absences is accrued when incurred in the 
government-wide financial statements.  
 
Fund Financial Statements 
 
In governmental funds, compensated absences are recorded as expenditures in the years 
paid. It is the City's policy to liquidate unpaid compensated absences from future resources, 
rather than currently available financial resources. When an employee is terminated at fiscal 
year end, the amount of his or her reimbursable unused vacation and/or sick leave is recorded 
as a liability in the governmental funds. In proprietary funds, compensated absences are 
expensed to the various funds in the period they are earned, and such fund's share of the 
unpaid liability is recorded as a long-term liability of the fund. 
 

  

261

Item 8.



CITY OF BEAUMONT 
 
Notes to the Basic Financial Statements 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2021 
 

46 

Note 1 - Reporting Entity and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies (Continued) 
 
I. Pensions 
 

The City contracts with the California Public Employees' Retirement System (CalPERS) to 
provide a defined benefit pension plan for its employees and retirees. For purposes of 
measuring the net pension liability, deferred outflows of resources and deferred inflows of 
resources, and pension expense, information about the fiduciary net position of the plans and 
additions to/deductions from the plans' fiduciary net position have been determined on the 
same basis as they are reported by the plans (Note 10). For this purpose, benefit payments 
(including refunds of employee contributions) are recognized when due and payable in 
accordance with benefit terms. Investments are reported at fair value. 

 
The following timeframes are used for pension plan reporting: 

 
CalPERS:

Valuation Date 6/30/2019
Measurement Date 6/30/2020
Measurement Period July 1, 2019 to June 30, 2020  

 
Gains and losses related to changes in CalPERS estimates and assumption for determining 
the total pension liability and fiduciary net position are recognized in pension expense 
systematically over time. The first amortized amounts are recognized in pension expense for 
the year the gain or loss occurs. The remaining amounts are categorized as deferred outflows 
and deferred inflows of resources and are recognized in future pension expense. The 
amortization period differs depending on the source of the gain or loss. The difference 
between projected and actual earnings is amortized straight-line over 5 years. All other 
amounts are amortized straight-line over the average expected remaining service lives of all 
members that are provided with benefits (active, inactive, and retired) as of the beginning of 
the measurement period. 

 
J. Property Taxes 
 

Property taxes are levied on January 1 and are payable in two installments: November 1 and 
February 1 of each year. Property taxes become delinquent on December 10 and April 10, for 
the first and second installments, respectively. The lien date is March 1. The County of 
Riverside, California (County) bills and collects the property taxes and remits them to the City 
according to a payment schedule established by the County. City property tax revenues are 
recognized when received in cash except at year end when they are accrued pursuant to the 
modified accrual basis of accounting. The City recognizes as revenues at June 30 available 
taxes or those collected within 60 days.  
 
The County is permitted by State law to levy taxes at 1% of full market value (at time of 
purchase) and can increase the property tax rate no more than 2% per year. The City receives 
a share of this basic levy proportionate to what it received during the years 1976 to 1978. 
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Note 1 - Reporting Entity and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies (Continued) 
 
K. Net Position 
 

For government-wide and proprietary fund financial statements, net position is categorized as 
follows:  
 
Net Investment in Capital Assets - This component of net position consists of capital assets, 
net of accumulated depreciation, reduced by the outstanding balances of debt that are 
attributable to the acquisition, construction, or improvement of those assets. 

 
Restricted - This component of net position consists of restricted assets reduced by liabilities 
and deferred inflows of resources related to those assets. 
 
Unrestricted - This component of net position is the amount of the assets, deferred outflows 
of resources, liabilities, and deferred inflows of resources that are not included in the 
determination of net investment in capital assets or the restricted component of net position. 
 
When expenses are incurred for purposes for which both restricted and unrestricted net 
position is available, the City's policy is to apply restricted net position first. 

 
L. Fund Balances 
 

For governmental fund financial statements, fund balances are categorized as follows:  
 
Nonspendable - Items that cannot be spent because they are not in spendable form, such as 
prepaid items and inventories and long term receivables, or items that are legally or 
contractually required to be maintained intact, such as principal of an endowment or revolving 
loan funds. 
 
Restricted - Restricted fund balances encompass the portion of net fund resources subject to 
externally enforceable legal restrictions. This includes externally imposed restrictions by 
creditors, such as through debt covenants, grantors, contributors, laws or regulations of other 
governments, as well as restrictions imposed by law through constitutional provisions or 
enabling legislation.  
 
Committed - Committed fund balances encompass the portion of net fund resources, the use 
of which is constrained by limitations imposed by the formal action of the government's highest 
level of decision making authority normally through resolutions, etc., and that remain binding 
unless rescinded or modified in the same manner. The City Council is considered the highest 
authority for the City. 
 
Assigned - Assigned fund balances encompass the portion of net fund balance reflecting the 
government's intended use of resources. Assignment of resources can be done by the highest 
level of decision making or by a committee or official designated for that purpose. On April 5, 
2016, the City Council adopted the financial management policies that includes a fund balance 
policy authorizing the City Manager to make these determination.  
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Note 1 - Reporting Entity and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies (Continued) 
 
L. Fund Balances (Continued) 
 

Unassigned - This amount is for any portion of the fund balances that do not fall into one of 
the above categories. The General Fund is the only fund that reports a positive unassigned 
fund balance amount. In other governmental funds, it is not appropriate to report a positive 
unassigned fund balance amount. However, in governmental funds other than the General 
Fund, if expenditures incurred for specific purposes exceed the amounts that are restricted, 
committed or assigned for those purposes, it may be necessary to report negative unassigned 
fund balance in that particular fund. 

 
When expenditures are incurred for purposes for which both restricted and unrestricted fund 
balances are available, the City's policy is to apply restricted fund balances first, then 
unrestricted fund balances as they are needed.  
 
When expenditures are incurred for purposes where only unrestricted fund balances are 
available, the City uses the unrestricted resources in the following order: committed, assigned, 
and unassigned. 
 

M. Use of Estimates 
 

The preparation of financial statements in conformity with U.S. GAAP requires management 
to make estimates and assumptions that affect certain reported amounts and disclosure. 
Accordingly, actual results could differ from those estimates. 
 

N. Fair Value Measurement 
 

U.S. GAAP defines fair value, establishes a framework for measuring fair value and 
establishes disclosures about fair value measurement. Investments, unless otherwise 
specified, recorded at fair value in the Statements of Net Position, are categorized based upon 
the level of judgment associated with the inputs used to measure their fair value. Levels of 
inputs are as follows: 

 
Level 1 - Inputs are unadjusted, quoted prices for identical assets and liabilities in active

markets at the measurement date. 
  
Level 2 - Inputs, other than quoted prices included in Level 1, that are observable for the

assets or liabilities through corroboration with market data at the measurement
date. 

  
Level 3 - Unobservable inputs that reflect management's best estimate of what market

participants would use in pricing the assets or liabilities at the measurement date.
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Note 1 - Reporting Entity and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies (Continued) 
 
O. Upcoming Governmental Accounting Standards Implementation 
 

The City is currently analyzing its accounting practices to determine the potential impact on 
the financial statements for the following GASB statements:  

 
GASB Statement No. 87  
 
In June 2017, GASB issued Statement No. 87, Leases. This Statement increases the 
usefulness of governments' financial statements by requiring recognition of certain lease 
assets and liabilities for leases that previously were classified as operating leases and 
recognized as inflows of resources or outflows of resources based on the payment provisions 
of the contract. It establishes a single model for lease accounting based on the foundational 
principle that leases are financings of the right to use an underlying asset. Under this 
Statement, a lessee is required to recognize a lease liability and an intangible right-to-use 
lease asset, and a lessor is required to recognize a lease receivable and a deferred inflow of 
resources, thereby enhancing the relevance and consistency of information about 
governments' leasing activities. Application of this statement is effective for the City's fiscal 
year ending June 30, 2022.  

 
GASB Statement No. 89 
 
In June 2018, GASB issued Statement No. 89, Accounting for Interest Cost Incurred before 
the End of a Construction Period. This Statement establishes accounting requirements for 
interest cost incurred before the end of a construction period. Such interest cost includes all 
interest that previously was accounted for in accordance with the requirements of paragraphs 
5-22 of Statement No. 62, Codification of Accounting and Financial Reporting Guidance 
Contained in Pre-November 30, 1989 FASB and AICPA Pronouncements, which are 
superseded by this Statement. This Statement requires that interest cost incurred before the 
end of a construction period be recognized as an expense in the period in which the cost is 
incurred for financial statements prepared using the economic resources measurement focus. 
As a result, interest cost incurred before the end of a construction period will not be included 
in the historical cost of a capital asset reported in a business-type activity or enterprise fund. 
Application of this statement is effective for the City's fiscal year ending June 30, 2022. 
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Note 1 - Reporting Entity and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies (Continued) 

O. Upcoming Governmental Accounting Standards Implementation (Continued) 
 

GASB Statement No. 91 
 
In May 2019, GASB issued Statement No. 91, Conduit Debt Obligations. The primary 
objectives of this Statement are to provide a single method of reporting conduit debt 
obligations by issuers and eliminate diversity in practice associated with (1) commitments 
extended by issuers, (2) arrangements associated with conduit debt obligations, and (3) 
related note disclosures. This Statement achieves those objectives by clarifying the existing 
definition of a conduit debt obligation; establishing that a conduit debt obligation is not a liability 
of the issuer; establishing standards for accounting and financial reporting of additional 
commitments and voluntary commitments extended by issuers and arrangements associated 
with conduit debt obligations; and improving required note disclosures. Application of this 
statement is effective for the SEJPA's fiscal year ending June 30, 2023.  
 

P. Implementation of New Pronouncements 
 

GASB has issued Statement No. 84, Fiduciary Activities. The objective of this Statement is to 
improve guidance regarding the identification of fiduciary activities for accounting and financial 
reporting purposes and how those activities should be reported. This Statement establishes 
criteria for identifying fiduciary activities of all state and local governments. The focus of the 
criteria generally is on (1) whether a government is controlling the assets of the fiduciary 
activity and (2) the beneficiaries with whom a fiduciary relationship exists. Separate criteria 
are included to identify fiduciary component units and postemployment benefit arrangements 
that are fiduciary activities. 

 
Note 2 - Cash and Investments 
 
A. Cash Deposits 
 

The following is a summary of pooled cash and investments and restricted cash and 
investments at June 30, 2021: 

 

Statement of Net Position
Cash and investments 121,951,224$      
Restricted cash and investments 595,399               
Restricted cash and investments with fiscal agent 11,689,388          
Restricted investments in CFDs 78,745,000          

Statement of Fiduciary Net Position
Cash and investments 18,504,331          
Restricted cash and investments with fiscal agent 25,115,350          

Total 256,600,692$      
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Note 2 - Cash and Investments (Continued) 
 
A. Cash Deposits (Continued) 

 
Cash, cash equivalents, and investments, consisted of the following at June 30, 2021: 

 

Deposits with financial institutions 43,104,438$        
Deposits with fiscal agents 29,283,831          
Petty cash 3,753                   
Investments 184,208,670        

Total cash and investments 256,600,692$      

 
At June 30, 2021, cash and investments, are reported at fair value based on quoted market 
prices. The following table represents the fair value measurements of investments recognized 
in the accompanying Statement of Net Position measured at on a recurring basis and the level 
within the fair value hierarchy in which the fair value measurements fall at June 30, 2021: 

 

Total 
as of Measurement

June 30, 2021 Inputs
Investments:

State investment pool 74,557,725$   Uncategorized N/A
Certificate of deposit 203,410          Uncategorized N/A
Money market funds 29,922,535     Uncategorized N/A
Guaranteed investment contract 780,000          Uncategorized N/A
Restricted investments in CFDs 78,745,000     Uncategorized N/A

Total 184,208,670$ 

Valuation 
Techniques

 
The carrying amount of the City's demand deposits are $65,308,570 at June 30, 2021. Bank 
balances were $66,463,702 at that date; the total amount is collateralized or insured with 
securities held by the pledging financial institutions in the City's name is discussed below. 

 
The California Government Code requires California banks and savings and loan associations 
to secure the City's cash deposits by pledging securities as collateral. This Code states that 
collateral pledged in this manner shall have the effect of perfecting a security interest in such 
collateral superior to those of a general creditor. Thus, collateral for cash deposits is 
considered to be held in the City's name. 

 
The market value of pledged securities must equal at least 110% of the City's cash deposits. 
California law also allows institutions to secure City deposits by pledging first trust deed 
mortgage notes having a value of 150% of the City's total cash deposits. The City may waive 
collateral requirements for cash deposits; however, the City has not waived the 
collateralization requirements. 
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Note 2 - Cash and Investments (Continued) 
 
B. Investments 
 

Investments Authorized by the California Government Code and the City's Investment Policy  
 
The table below identifies the investment types that are authorized for the City by the 
California Government Code (or the City's investment policy, where more restrictive). The 
table also identifies certain provisions of the California Government Code (or the City's 
investment policy, where more restrictive) that address interest rate risk, credit risk, and 
concentration of credit risk. This table does not address investments of bond proceeds held 
by the City's bond trustee (fiscal agent) which is described below. 
 

Maximum Maximum
Authorized Maximum Percentage Investment 

Investment Type Maturity of Portfolio in One Issuer
Local Agency Investment Fund (LAIF) N/A 100% $75 million
Negotiable Certificates of Deposits 5 Years 100% None
Money Market Funds N/A 100% None
Guaranteed Investment Contracts N/A 100% None
Government Securities Mutual Funds N/A 20% None
Local Obligation Bonds* 5 Years None None

*Limited to 5 years, except permits investment in variable rate demand obligations that are City obligations up

to 10 year maturity, as allowed under IRS and SEC rulings.  
  
  

268

Item 8.



CITY OF BEAUMONT 
 
Notes to the Basic Financial Statements 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2021 
 

53 

Note 2 - Cash and Investments (Continued) 
 
B. Investments (Continued) 
 

Investments Authorized by Debt Agreements 
 
Investments of bond proceeds held by the City's bond trustee are governed by provisions of 
the related debt agreement rather than the general provisions of the California Government 
Code or the City's investment policy. The table below identifies certain provisions of these 
debt agreements that address interest rate risk, credit risk, and concentration of credit risk. 
 

Maximum Maximum
Authorized Maximum Percentage Investment 

Investment Type Maturity of Portfolio in One Issuer
Local Agency Investment Fund (LAIF) N/A None None
Negotiable Certificates of Deposits None None None
Money Market Mutual Funds N/A None None
Guaranteed Investment Contracts None None None
Community Facilities District Bonds None None None
U.S. Treasury Obligations None None None
U.S. Agency Obligations None None None
Municipal Obligations None None None
Banker's Acceptances, Prime Quality 360 Days None None
Commercial Paper, Prime Quality 270 Days None None  

 
C. External Investment Pool 
 

The City is a voluntary participant in LAIF, which is regulated by California Government Code 
Section 16429 under the oversight of the Treasurer of the State of California. The City's 
investments in LAIF at June 30, 2021 included a portion of pool funds invested in Structure 
Notes and Asset-Backed Securities:  
 

Structured Notes, are debt securities (other than asset-backed securities) whose cash-
flow characteristics (coupon rate, redemption amount, or stated maturity) depend upon 
one or more indices and/or that have embedded forwards or options.  
 
Asset-Backed Securities, the bulk of which are mortgage-backed securities, entitle their 
purchasers to receive a share of the cash flows from pool of assets such as principal and 
interest repayments from a pool of mortgages (such as Collateralized Mortgage 
Obligations) or credit card receivables. 
 

As of June 30, 2021, the City had $74,557,725 invested in LAIF, which had invested 2.31% 
of the pool investment funds in Structured Notes and Asset-Backed Securities. LAIF 
determines fair value on its investment portfolio based on market quotations for those 
securities where market quotations are readily available and based on amortized cost or best 
estimate for those securities where market value is not readily available. The value of the 
City's position in the pool is the same as the value of the pool shares. LAIF is unrated as of 
June 30, 2021.  
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Note 2 - Cash and Investments (Continued) 
 
D. Investment in CFD Bonds 
 

The Beaumont Financing Authority (BFA) and the Beaumont Public Improvement Authority 
(BPIA) issued Local Agency Revenue Bonds ("Authority Bonds") for investment in the City of 
Beaumont Community Facilities District (CFD) Special Tax Bonds ("District Bonds"). The 
District Bonds are local obligation bonds secured solely by special assessments on property 
owners within the CFD. The Authority Bonds issued by the BFA are repaid solely by debt 
service payments made on the District Bonds to the BFA. The repayment schedules of the 
District Bonds, and interest thereon, to the BFA; are concurrent and sufficient to satisfy the 
debt service requirements of the respective Authority Bonds. 

 
E. Risk Disclosures 
 
 Interest Rate Risk 
 

Interest rate risk is the risk that changes in market interest rates will adversely affect the fair 
value of an investment. Generally, the longer the maturity, the greater the sensitivity its fair 
value is to changes in market interest rates. As a means of limiting its exposure to fair value 
losses arising from rising interest rates, the City's investment policy provides that final 
maturities of securities cannot exceed five years. Investments governed by the bond 
indentures may be longer. Maturities of investments vary and depend on liquidity needs of the 
City.  
 
As of June 30, 2021, the City had the following investments and maturities: 

 
Maturities

Amount 1 year or less 1 - 5 years More than 5 years
Investments:

State investment pool 74,557,725$    74,557,725$         -$                  -$                           
Certificate of deposit 203,410           203,410                -                    -                             
Money market funds 29,922,535      29,922,535           -                    -                             
Guaranteed investment contract 780,000           -                           -                    780,000                  
Restricted investments in CFDs 78,745,000      3,035,600             17,335,000    58,374,400             

Total 184,208,670$  107,719,270$       17,335,000$  59,154,400$           
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Note 2 - Cash and Investments (Continued) 
 
E. Risk Disclosures (Continued) 
 

Credit Risk 
 

Credit Risk is the risk of loss due to failure of the security issuer. The risk can be identified 
thru the rating assigned by a nationally recognized statistical rating organization to the issuers 
of securities. The City minimizes this risk by investing only in the type of investments allowed 
for municipalities by the Government Code as listed on the City's investment policy and 
investing only in instruments that are most credit worthy. 

 
Total 
as of Measurement

June 30, 2021 Inputs
Investments:

State investment pool 74,557,725$   Uncategorized N/A
Certificate of deposit 203,410          Uncategorized N/A
Money market funds 29,922,535     Uncategorized N/A
Guaranteed investment contract 780,000          Uncategorized N/A
Restricted investments in CFDs 78,745,000     Uncategorized N/A

Total 184,208,670$ 

Valuation 
Techniques

 
Custodial Credit Risk 
 
For an investment, custodial credit risk is the risk that, in the event of the failure of the 
counterparty, the City will not be able to recover the value of its investments or collateral 
securities that are in the possession of an outside party. None of the City's investments were 
subject to custodial credit risk.  
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Note 2 - Cash and Investments (Continued) 

E. Risk Disclosures (Continued) 
 

Concentration of Credit Risk 
 
The investment policy of the City contains no limitations on the amount that can be invested 
in any one issuer beyond the amount stipulated by the California Government Code. City 
investments that are greater than 5 percent of the total investments are in either an external 
investment pool or mutual funds and are therefore exempt. The City's investment in CFDs is 
restricted and is secured by special assessments from property owners and a tax lien on the 
underlying property. 

 
Total Percentage
as of of 

Investment Type June 30, 2021 Investments
Investments:

State investment pool 74,557,725$    40.47%
Certificate of deposit 203,410           0.11%
Money market funds 29,922,535      16.24%
Guaranteed investment contract 780,000           0.42%
Restricted investments in CFDs 78,745,000      42.75%

Total 184,208,670$  

 
 
Note 3 - Loans Receivable 
 
A. Governmental Activities 
 

For the year ended June 30, 2021, changes in the loan receivable of the City's loan program 
is as follows: 

 
Balance Balance

July 1, 2020 Additions Deletions June 30, 2021
Loan receivable:

Calimesa loan 224,671$      1,044$    -$            225,715$          
Total 224,671$      1,044$    -$            225,715$          

 
Calimesa Loan 

 
The City entered into a loan agreement with City of Calimesa for the design and construction 
of portions of Cherry Valley Boulevard and Palmer Drive. The City of Calimesa will repay the 
loans within the next 20 years, plus simple interest annually at the rate paid by the Local 
Agency Investment Fund (LAIF) on January 1 of each year on the unpaid balance. The 
balance of the loan totaled $225,715 at June 30, 2021. This balance includes interest of 
$16,974 calculated at the LAIF rate of 0.50%.  
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Note 4 - lnterfund Balances and Transactions 
 
A. Transfers 
 

Transfers in and out for the year ended June 30, 2021, were as follows: 
 

Transfers In Transfers Out Amount Purpose

General Fund Community Facilities District- Special Revenue Fund 6,333,612$        CFD- City maintenance/admin
General Fund Non-major funds 3,193,683          Federal Cares Act/ ARPA Funding
General Fund Wastewater Fund 650,000             Admin Overhead
General Fund Transit Fund 100,000             Admin Overhead

Subtotal 10,277,295        

Transit Fund Non-major funds 278,846             Premium Pay from ARPA Grant
Subtotal 278,846             

Non-major funds Non-major funds 467,044             Correct CIP Funding
Subtotal 467,044             

Development Impact Fee Fund General Fund 167,292             Capital Projects
Non-major funds 139,841             Capital Projects

Subtotal 307,133             

Wastewater Fund Non-major funds 130,010             Premium Pay from ARPA Grant
Wastewater Fund Community Facilities Fund-Capital Projects Fund 101,185             Capital Projects

Subtotal 231,195             

Internal Service Fund General Fund 109,500             Smart Irrigation Purchase
Internal Service Fund Community Facilities District- Special Revenue Fund 6,300,000          Facility Maintenance Replacement

Subtotal 6,409,500          

General Capital Projects Fund General Fund 6,910,432          Capital projects
General Capital Projects Fund Development Impact Fee Fund 528,908             Capital projects
General Capital Projects Fund Non-major funds 18,842               Capital projects
General Capital Projects Fund Community Facilities Fund-Capital Projects Fund 119,823             Capital Projects

Subtotal 7,578,005          

Total 25,549,018$      
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Note 5 - Capital Assets 
 
A. Governmental Activities 

 
Summary of changes in capital assets for governmental activities for the year ended June 30, 
2021 is as follows: 

 
Balance Balance

July 1, 2020 Additions Deletions June 30, 2021
Nondepreciable assets:

Land 28,547,468$        -$                -$                28,547,468$        
Construction in progress 30,405,380          4,940,605        (27,545,496)    7,800,489            

Total nondepreciable assets 58,952,848          4,940,605        (27,545,496)    36,347,957          

Depreciable assets:
Building and improvements 19,980,342          263,732           20,244,074          
Machinery and equipment 7,408,174            709,973           (80,146)           8,038,001            
Vehicles 3,096,549            568,789           (200,000)         3,465,338            
Infrastructure 419,534,936        29,353,850      -                  448,888,786        

Subtotal 450,020,001        30,896,344      (280,146)         480,636,199        

Less accumulated depreciation:
Building and improvements (10,035,561)        (363,447)         (10,399,008)        
Machinery and equipment (4,170,407)          (385,566)         73,400             (4,482,573)          
Vehicles (2,394,782)          (296,024)         200,000           (2,490,806)          
Infrastructure (215,291,337)      (4,956,402)      -                  (220,247,739)      

Subtotal (231,892,087)      (6,001,439)      273,400           (237,620,126)      
Total depreciable assets, net 218,127,914        24,894,905      (6,746)             243,016,073        
Total 277,080,762$      29,835,510$    (27,552,242)$  279,364,030$      

 
Governmental activities depreciation expenses for capital assets for the year ended June 30, 
2021 are as follows: 
 

General government 79,129$       
Public safety 281,115       
Public works 5,162,338    
Community development 82,467         
Community services 396,390       

Total depreciation expense 6,001,439$  
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Note 5 - Capital Assets (Continued) 
 
B. Business-Type Activities 
 

Summary of changes in capital assets for business-type activities for the year ended June 30, 
2021 is as follows: 

 
Balance Balance

July 1, 2020 Additions Deletions June 30, 2021
Nondepreciable assets:

Land 3,009,860$          -$                 -$              3,009,860$          
Construction in progress 81,272,806          22,655,032      (303,913)       103,623,925        

Total nondepreciable assets 84,282,666          22,655,032      (303,913)       106,633,785        

Depreciable assets:
Building and improvements 621,548               -                   -                621,548               
Machinery and equipment 89,385,271          362,585           -                89,747,856          
Vehicles 4,599,111            837,075           -                5,436,186            
Infrastructure 145,142,413        357,455           -                145,499,868        

Subtotal 239,748,343        1,557,115        -                241,305,458        

Less accumulated depreciation:
Building and improvements (526,038)             (35,702)            -                (561,740)             
Machinery and equipment (44,266,787)        (3,245,076)       -                (47,511,863)        
Vehicles (3,712,511)          (551,120)          -                (4,263,631)          
Infrastructure (74,299,952)        (4,280,545)       -                (78,580,497)        

Subtotal (122,805,288)      (8,112,443)       -                (130,917,731)      
Total depreciable assets, net 116,943,055        (6,555,328)       -                110,387,727        
Total 201,225,721$      16,099,704$    (303,913)$     217,021,512$      

Business-type activities depreciation expenses for capital assets for the year ended June 30, 
2021 are as follows: 
 

Sewer 7,555,416$  
Transit 557,027       

Total depreciation expense 8,112,443$  

 
C. Fiduciary Fund Financial Statements 
 

Summary of changes in capital assets for the City's Successor Agency for the year ended 
June 30, 2021 is as follows: 

 
Balance Balance

July 1, 2020 Additions Deletions June 30, 2021
Nondepreciable assets:

Land 21,826$           -$                  -$                 21,826$           
Total nondepreciable assets 21,826             -                    -                   21,826             
Total 21,826$           -$                  -$                 21,826$           
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Note 6 - Long-Term Obligations 
 
A. Governmental Activities 
 

Summary of changes in long-term liabilities for the governmental activities for the year ended 
June 30, 2021 is as follows: 

 
Classification

Balance Balance Due Within Due in More
July 1, 2020 Additions Deletions June 30, 2021 One Year Than One Year

Governmental Activities:
City

AB 1484 Due Diligence Review 1,075,912$    -$                  (300,000)$      775,912$        300,000$     475,912$           
Capital Leases 251,240         -                    (98,560)          152,680          96,390         56,290               

Beaumont Public Financing Authority
1994 Revenue Bonds, Series A 2,530,000      -                    (560,000)        1,970,000       600,000       1,370,000          
2011 Revenue Bonds, Series A & B 11,930,000    -                    (11,930,000)   -                      -                   -                        
2012 Revenue Bonds, Series A 5,600,000      -                    (5,600,000)     -                      -                   -                        
2012 Revenue Bonds, Series B 2,955,000      -                    (2,955,000)     -                      -                   -                        
2012 Revenue Bonds, Series C 3,345,000      -                    (3,345,000)     -                      -                   -                        
2013 Revenue Bonds, Series A 6,014,700      -                    (6,014,700)     -                      -                   -                        
2013 Refunding Revenue Bonds, Series B 8,680,000      -                    (8,680,000)     -                      -                   -                        
2015 Refunding Revenue Bonds, Series A 10,000,000    -                    (230,000)        9,770,000       235,000       9,535,000          
2015 Refunding Revenue Bonds, Series B 16,810,000    -                    (790,000)        16,020,000     805,000       15,215,000        
2015 Refunding Revenue Bonds, Series C 4,265,000      -                    (225,000)        4,040,000       235,000       3,805,000          
2015 Refunding Revenue Bonds, Series D 6,320,000      -                    (335,000)        5,985,000       340,000       5,645,000          
2019 Refunding Revenue Bonds, Series A 5,375,000      -                    (290,000)        5,085,000       330,000       4,755,000          
2020 Revenue Bonds, Series A -                     17,200,000   -                     17,200,000     485,000       16,715,000        
2021 Revenue Bonds, Series A -                     18,675,000   -                     18,675,000     -                   18,675,000        

Bond premium-2019 revenue bond series A 1,014,920      -                    (78,071)          936,849          78,071         858,778             
Total Revenue Bonds 84,839,620    35,875,000   (41,032,771)   79,681,849     3,108,071    76,573,778        
Total governmental activities 86,166,772$  35,875,000$ (41,431,331)$ 80,610,441$   3,504,461$  77,105,980$      

 
AB 1484 Due Diligence Review 
 
The City has entered into an agreement with the State of California, Department of Finance 
(State) to pay an outstanding amount due from the State's Due Diligence Review. The original 
amount due was $2,875,912, and the outstanding balance at June 30, 2021 is $775,912. The 
agreement calls for annual payments of $300,000 through July 15, 2022, with a final payment 
of $175,912 due on July 15, 2023. The City will utilize "residual" pass-through payments 
received by the City's General Fund to pay this debt of the former Redevelopment Agency. 
There is no interest charged by the State.  
 
The annual debt service requirements are as follows: 
 

Year Ending
June 30, Total

2022 300,000$      
2023 300,000        
2024 175,912        
Total 775,912$      
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Note 6 - Long-Term Obligations (Continued) 
 
A. Governmental Activities (Continued) 
 

Capital Lease 
 
The City has entered into several lease agreements for the financing of public works vehicles, 
police vehicles, and equipment. These lease agreements qualify as capital leases for 
accounting purposes and, therefore, have been recorded at the present value of future 
minimum lease payments as of the date of inception.  
 
The annual debt service requirements for the capital leases payable outstanding at June 30, 
2021 are as follows: 
 

Year Ending
June 30, Principal Interest Total

2022 96,390$      4,558$        100,948$      
2023 56,290        1,292          57,582          

Totals 152,680$    5,850$        158,530$      

 
The City entered into capital lease-purchase agreements whereby the lessor acquired certain 
capital assets and leased them to the City with the option to purchase. The leased assets are 
included in capital assets and are summarized by major asset class below: 

 
Amount

Vehicles 344,718$  
Less: accumulated depreciation (178,120)  

Total 166,598$  

 
Revenue Bonds 
 
Local Revenue Bonds - 1994 
 
On January 15, 1994, the BFA issued $7,535,000 of 1994 Local Agency Revenue Bonds- 
Series A and $2,755,000 of 1994 Local Agency Revenue Bonds - Series B (the "Authority 
Bonds") for the purpose of acquiring the concurrently issued City of Beaumont Community 
Facilities District No. 93-1 Special Tax Bonds, 1994 Series A (the "District Bonds") in the 
amount of $9,260,000. Proceeds from the Authority Bonds were used to purchase the District 
bonds. The bonds were issued to provide the District with funds to design or acquire certain 
public improvements relating to the District, including water treatment plant facilities and 
infrastructure.  
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Note 6 - Long-Term Obligations (Continued) 
 
A. Governmental Activities (Continued) 
 

Revenue Bonds (Continued) 
 
Local Revenue Bonds - 1994 (Continued) 
 
The Authority Bonds are payable from and secured by repayment of the District Bonds. 
Interest was payable on September 1, 1994, and semiannually thereafter on March 1 and 
September 1 of each year until maturity. Series A Authority Bonds are 7.0% term bonds due 
September 1, 2023, with sinking payments to be made beginning September 1, 2004. Series 
B Authority Bonds consist of $365,000 serial bonds maturing annually in amounts between 
$65,000 and $80,000 from September 1, 1999 through September 1, 2003. Thereafter, 
$2,390,000 of 7.5% term bonds are due September 1, 2023, with sinking payments to be 
made beginning September 1, 2004.  
 
Neither the Authority Bonds nor the District Bonds are general obligations of the City nor any 
other political subdivision and the full faith and credit of the City is not pledged for repayment 
thereof. The outstanding indebtedness at June 30, 2021, on the Series A Bonds was 
$1,970,000.  
 
The District Bonds do not constitute an obligation of the City and the City is not obligated to 
make payment beyond the special taxes and available bond reserves. 

 
Local Agency Revenue Bonds - 2011 Series A and B 
 
On December 15, 2011, the BFA issued $12,145,000 of 2011 Local Agency Revenue Bonds, 
Series A (the "Authority Bonds") for the purpose of refunding the Beaumont Financing 
Authority 2009 Local Agency Revenue Bonds, Series A and B, the Beaumont Financing 
Authority 2009 Local Agency Revenue Bonds, Series A and B, and acquiring the City of 
Beaumont Community Facilities District No. 93-1 Special Tax Bonds ("District Bonds") in the 
amount of $11,039,529. These bonds were issued to provide the District with funds to finance 
public infrastructure relating to respective improvements areas, fund interest on the bonds, 
pay expenses relating to the issuance of the bonds and fund a reserve account.  
 
The Authority Bonds are payable from and secured by repayment of the District Bonds. 
Interest is payable semiannually on March 1 and September 1 of each year, commencing 
September 1, 2012 until maturity or earlier redemption. The Bonds consist of $1,405,000 
serial bonds maturing annually in amounts between $10,000 and $250,000 from September 1, 
2015 through September 1, 2026 with interest rates between 3.500% and 5.500%. Thereafter, 
$1,820,000 of 6.125% term bonds are due September 1, 2031, with sinking payments to be 
made beginning September 1, 2027, and $8,920,000 of 6.375% term bonds are due 
September 1, 2042, with sinking payments to be made beginning September 1, 2032.  
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Note 6 - Long-Term Obligations (Continued) 
 
A. Governmental Activities (Continued) 
 

Revenue Bonds (Continued) 
 
Local Agency Revenue Bonds - 2011 Series A and B (Continued) 
 
Neither the Authority Bonds nor the District Bonds are general obligations of the City nor any 
other political subdivision and the full faith and credit of the City is not pledged for repayment 
thereof. 
 
On August 13, 2020, the City issued $17,200,000 in refunding revenue bonds with an average 
interest rate of 2% to advance refund $11,540,000 of outstanding 2011 Series A and B debt. 
As a result, the 2011 Series A and B bonds are considered to be refunded and the liability for 
these bonds has been removed from the government-wide statement of net position. 

 
The refunding did result in a difference between the reacquisition price and the net carrying 
amount of old debt. The City completed the refunding to reduce its total debt service payments 
over 23 years by $7,747,589 and to obtain an economic gain (difference between the present 
values of the old and new debt service payments) of $3,961,708. 
 
Local Agency Revenue Bonds - 2012 Series A 

 
On March 14, 2012, the BFA issued $5,650,000 of 2012 Local Agency Revenue Bonds, 
Series A (the "Authority Bonds") for the purpose of acquiring the City of Beaumont Community 
Facilities District No. 93-1 Special Tax Bonds ("District Bonds") in the amount of $4,936,658. 
These bonds were issued to provide the District with funds to finance public infrastructure 
relating to Improvements Area No. 8C, fund interest on the bonds, pay expenses relating to 
the bonds and fund a reserve account.  
 
The Authority Bonds are payable from and secured by repayment of the District Bonds. 
Interest is payable semiannually on March 1 and September 1 of each year, commencing 
September 1, 2017 until maturity or earlier redemption. The Bonds consist of $155,000 serial 
bonds maturing annually in amounts between $10,000 and $120,000 from September 1, 2017 
through September 1, 2029 with interest rates between 3.500% and 5.250%. Thereafter, 
$400,000 of 5.625% term bonds are due September 1, 2032, with sinking payments to be 
made beginning September 1, 2030, and $4,475,000 of 5.875% term bonds are due 
September 1, 2042, with sinking payments to be made beginning September 1, 2033.  
 
Neither the Authority Bonds nor the District Bonds are general obligations of the City nor any 
other political subdivision and the full faith and credit of the City is not pledged for repayment 
thereof. 
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Note 6 - Long-Term Obligations (Continued) 
 
A. Governmental Activities (Continued) 
 

Revenue Bonds (Continued) 
 
Local Agency Revenue Bonds - 2012 Series A (Continued) 

 
On August 13, 2020, the City issued $17,200,000 in refunding revenue bonds with an average 
interest rate of 2% to advance refund $5,660,000 of outstanding 2012 Series A debt. As a 
result, the 2012 Series A bonds are considered to be refunded and the liability for these bonds 
has been removed from the government-wide statement of net position. 
 
The refunding did result in a difference between the reacquisition price and the net carrying 
amount of old debt. The City completed the refunding to reduce its total debt service payments 
over 23 years by $2,783,288 and to obtain an economic loss (difference between the present 
values of the old and new debt service payments) of $1,331,751. 
 
Local Agency Revenue Bonds - 2012 Series B 

 
On April 10, 2012, the BFA issued $3,265,000 of 2012 Local Agency Revenue Bonds, Series 
B (the "Authority Bonds") for the purpose of acquiring the City of Beaumont Community 
Facilities District No. 93-1 Special Tax Bonds ("District Bonds") in the amount of $2,690,661. 
These bonds were issued to provide the District with funds to finance public infrastructure 
relating to Improvements Area No. 20, fund interest on the bonds, pay expenses relating to 
the bonds and fund a reserve account. public infrastructure relating to Improvements Area 
No. 20, fund interest on the bonds, pay expenses relating to the bonds and fund a reserve 
account.  
 
The Authority Bonds are payable from and secured by repayment of the District Bonds. 
Interest is payable semiannually on March 1 and September 1 of each year, commencing 
September 1, 2015 until maturity or earlier redemption. The Bonds consist of $1,120,000 
serial bonds maturing annually in amounts between $50,000 and $150,000 from September 1, 
2015 through September 1, 2026 with interest rates between 3.500% and 5.500%.  
 
Thereafter, $2,145,000 of 5.950% term bonds are due September 1, 2035, with sinking 
payments to be made beginning September 1, 2027.  
 
Neither the Authority Bonds nor the District Bonds are general obligations of the City nor any 
other political subdivision and the full faith and credit of the City is not pledged for repayment 
thereof. 
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Note 6 - Long-Term Obligations (Continued) 
 
A. Governmental Activities (Continued) 
 

Revenue Bonds (Continued) 
 
Local Agency Revenue Bonds - 2012 Series B (Continued) 
 
On June 30, 2021, the City issued $18,675,000 in refunding revenue bonds with an average 
interest rate of 1.43% to advance refund $2,615,000 of outstanding 2012 Series B debt. As a 
result, the 2012 Series B bonds are considered to be refunded and the liability for these bonds 
has been removed from the government-wide statement of net position. 
 
The refunding did result in a difference between the reacquisition price and the net carrying 
amount of old debt. The City completed the refunding to reduce its total debt service payments 
over 14 years by $1,166,430 and to obtain an economic gain (difference between the present 
values of the old and new debt service payments) of $567,229. 
 
Local Agency Revenue Bonds - 2012 Series C 

 
On May 23, 2012, the BF A issued $3,655,000 of 2012 Local Agency Revenue Bonds, Series 
C (the "Authority Bonds") for the purpose of acquiring the City of Beaumont Community 
Facilities District No. 93-1 Special Tax Bonds ("District Bonds") in the amount of $3,122,785. 
These bonds were issued to provide the District with funds to finance public infrastructure 
relating to Improvements Area No. 7B and No. 7C, fund interest on the bonds, pay expenses 
relating to the bonds and fund a reserve account.  
 
The Authority Bonds are payable from and secured by repayment of the District Bonds. 
Interest is payable semiannually on March 1 and September 1 of each year, commencing 
September 1, 2013 until maturity or earlier redemption. The Bonds consist of $760,000 serial 
bonds maturing annually in amounts between $20,000 and $105,000 from September 1, 2013 
through September 1, 2025 with interest rates between 1.500% and 4.250%. Thereafter, 
$2,895,000 of 5.250% term bonds are due September 1, 2039, with sinking payments to be 
made beginning September 1, 2026.  
 
Neither the Authority Bonds nor the District Bonds are general obligations of the City nor any 
other political subdivision and the full faith and credit of the City is not pledged for repayment 
thereof.  
 
On June 30, 2021, the City issued $18,675,000 in refunding revenue bonds with an average 
interest rate of 1.43% to advance refund $3,045,000 of outstanding 2012 Series C debt. As a 
result, the 2012 Series C bonds are considered to be refunded and the liability for these bonds 
has been removed from the government-wide statement of net position. 
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Note 6 - Long-Term Obligations (Continued) 
 
A. Governmental Activities (Continued) 
 

Revenue Bonds (Continued) 
 
Local Agency Revenue Bonds - 2012 Series C (Continued) 
 
The refunding did result in a difference between the reacquisition price and the net carrying 
amount of old debt. The City completed the refunding to reduce its total debt service payments 
over 18 years by $1,286,161 and to obtain an economic gain (difference between the present 
values of the old and new debt service payments) of $604,476. 

 
Local Agency Revenue Bonds - 2013 Series A 

 
On January 17, 2013, the BFA issued $8,810,000 of 2013 Local Agency Revenue Bonds, 
Series A (the "Authority Bonds") for the purpose of acquiring the City of Beaumont Community 
Facilities District No. 93-1 Special Tax Bonds ("District Bonds") in the amount of $7,865,887. 
The District Bonds were issued to provide the District with funds to finance public infrastructure 
related to Improvements Area No. 19C, fund interest on the bonds, pay expenses relating to 
the issuance of the bonds and fund a reserve account. The Authority Bonds are payable from 
and secured by repayment of the District Bonds. Interest is payable semiannually on March 1 
and September 1 of each year, commencing September 1, 2013 until maturity or earlier 
redemption. The Bonds consist of $4,180,000 serial bonds maturing annually in amounts 
between $55,000 and $420,000 from September 1, 2013 through September 1, 2022 with 
interest rates between 1.500% and 4.250%. 
 
Thereafter, $1,965,000 of 5% term bonds are due September 1, 2027, with sinking payments 
to be made beginning September 1, 2023, and $2,665,000 of 5% term bonds are due 
September 1, 2036, with sinking payments to be made beginning September 1, 2028.  
 
Neither the Authority Bonds nor the District Bonds are general obligations of the City nor any 
other political subdivision and the full faith and credit of the City is not pledged for repayment 
thereof.  
 
On June 30, 2021, the City issued $18,675,000 in refunding revenue bonds with an average 
interest rate of 1.43% to advance refund $4,940,000 of outstanding 2013 Series A debt. As a 
result, the 2013 Series A bonds are considered to be refunded and the liability for these bonds 
has been removed from the government-wide statement of net position. 
 
The refunding did result in a difference between the reacquisition price and the net carrying 
amount of old debt. The City completed the refunding to reduce its total debt service payments 
over 15 years by $1,254,934 and to obtain an economic gain (difference between the present 
values of the old and new debt service payments) of $349,311. 
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Note 6 - Long-Term Obligations (Continued) 
 
A. Governmental Activities (Continued) 
 
 Revenue Bonds (Continued) 

 
Local Agency Refunding Revenue Bonds - 2013 Series B 

 
On April 2, 2013, the BFA issued $10,875,000 of 2013 Local Agency Refunding Revenue 
Bonds, Series B (the "Authority Bonds") for the purpose of refunding the Beaumont Financing 
Authority 2003 Local Agency Revenue Bonds Series B and acquiring the City of Beaumont 
Community Facilities District No. 93-1 Special Tax Bonds ("District Bonds") in the amount of 
$130,500.  
 
These bonds were issued to provide the District with funds to finance public infrastructure 
related to Improvements area No. 17 A, fund interest on the bonds, pay expenses relating to 
the issuance of the bonds and fund a reserve account.  
 
The Authority Bonds are payable from and secured by repayment of the District Bonds. 
Interest is payable semiannually on March 1 and September 1 of each year, commencing 
September 1, 2015 until maturity or earlier redemption. The Bonds consist of $3,810,000 
serial bonds maturing annually in amounts between $245,000 and $475,000 from 
September 1, 2013 through September 1, 2023 with interest rates between 2.000% and 
5.000%. Thereafter, $2,740,000 of 5% term bonds are due September 1, 2028, with sinking 
payments to be made beginning September 1, 2024, and $4,325,000 of 5% term bonds are 
due September 1, 2034, with sinking payments to be made beginning September 1, 2029.  
 
Neither the Authority Bonds nor the District Bonds are general obligations of the City nor any 
other political subdivision and the full faith and credit of the City is not pledged for repayment 
thereof.  
 
On June 30, 2021, the City issued $18,675,000 in refunding revenue bonds with an average 
interest rate of 1.43% to advance refund $8,075,000 of outstanding 2013 Series B debt. As a 
result, the 2013 Series B bonds are considered to be refunded and the liability for these bonds 
has been removed from the government-wide statement of net position. 
 
The refunding did result in a difference between the reacquisition price and the net carrying 
amount of old debt. The City completed the refunding to reduce its total debt service payments 
over 14 years by $1,759,444 and to obtain an economic gain (difference between the present 
values of the old and new debt service payments) of $620,256. 
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Note 6 - Long-Term Obligations (Continued) 
 
A. Governmental Activities (Continued) 
 
 Revenue Bonds (Continued) 
 
 Local Agency Refunding Revenue Bonds - 2015 Series A 
 

On March 17, 2015, the BFA issued $11,110,000 of 2015 Local Agency Revenue Bonds, 
Series A (the "Authority Bonds") for the purpose of refunding the Beaumont Financing 
Authority 2005 Local Agency Revenue Bonds Series B.  
 
The Authority Bonds are payable from and secured by repayment of the District Bonds. 
Interest is payable semiannually on March 1 and September 1 of each year, commencing 
September 1, 2015 until maturity or earlier redemption. Interest on the bonds ranges from 
2.00% to 5.00%.  
 
Neither the Authority Bonds nor the District Bonds are general obligations of the City nor any 
other political subdivision and the full faith and credit of the City is not pledged for repayment 
thereof. The outstanding indebtedness at June 30, 2021 was $9,770,000 for the Authority 
Bonds and is reported in the City's financial statements as the BFA is a component unit of the 
City.  
 
The District Bonds do not constitute an obligation of the City and the City is not obligated to 
make payment beyond the special taxes and available bond reserves.  
 
Local Agency Refunding Revenue Bonds - 2015 Series B 

 
On April 23, 2015, the BFA issued $20,095,000 of 2015 Local Agency Refunding Revenue 
Bonds, Series B (the "Authority Bonds") for the purpose of refunding the Beaumont Financing 
Authority 2004 Local Agency Revenue Bonds Series D.  
 
The Authority Bonds are payable from and secured by repayment of the District Bonds. 
Interest is payable semiannually on March 1 and September 1 of each year, commencing 
September 1, 2015 until maturity or earlier redemption. Interest on the bonds ranges from 
2.00% to 5.00%.  
 
Neither the Authority Bonds nor the District Bonds are general obligations of the City nor any 
other political subdivision and the full faith and credit of the City is not pledged for repayment 
thereof. The outstanding indebtedness at June 30, 2021 was $16,020,000 for the Authority 
Bonds and is reported in the City's financial statements as the BFA is a component unit of the 
City. 
 
The District Bonds do not constitute an obligation of the City and the City is not obligated to 
make payment beyond the special taxes and available bond reserves. 
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Note 6 - Long-Term Obligations (Continued) 
 
A. Governmental Activities (Continued) 
 
 Revenue Bonds (Continued) 

 
Local Agency Refunding Revenue Bonds - 2015 Series C 

 
On May 15, 2015, the BFA issued $5,335,000 of 2015 Local Agency Refunding Revenue 
Bonds, Series C (the "Authority Bonds") for the purpose of refunding the Beaumont Financing 
Authority 2004 Local Agency Revenue Bonds Series A.  
 
The Authority Bonds are payable from and secured by repayment of the District Bonds. 
Interest is payable semiannually on March 1 and September 1 of each year, commencing 
September 1, 2015 until maturity or earlier redemption. Interest on the bonds ranges from 
2.00% to 4.125%.  
 
Neither the Authority Bonds nor the District Bonds are general obligations of the City nor any 
other political subdivision and the full faith and credit of the City is not pledged for repayment 
thereof. The outstanding indebtedness at June 30, 2021 was $4,040,000 for the Authority 
Bonds and is reported in the City's financial statements as the BFA is a component unit of the 
City.  
 
The District Bonds do not constitute an obligation of the City and the City is not obligated to 
make payment beyond the special taxes and available bond reserves. 
 
Local Agency Refunding Revenue Bonds - 2015 Series D 
 
On May 15, 2015, the BFA issued $7,820,000 of 2015 Local Agency Refunding Revenue 
Bonds, Series D (the "Authority Bonds") for the purpose of refunding the Beaumont Financing 
Authority 2004 Local Agency Revenue Bonds Series B.  
 
The Authority Bonds are payable from and secured by repayment of the District Bonds. 
Interest is payable semiannually on March 1 and September 1 of each year, commencing 
September 1, 2015 until maturity or earlier redemption. Interest on the bonds ranges from 
2.00% to 4.250%.  
 
Neither the Authority Bonds nor the District Bonds are general obligations of the City nor any 
other political subdivision and the full faith and credit of the City is not pledged for repayment 
thereof. The outstanding indebtedness at June 30, 2021 was $5,985,000 for the Authority 
Bonds and is reported in the City's financial statements as the BFA is a component unit of the 
City.  
 
The District Bonds do not constitute an obligation of the City and the City is not obligated to 
make payment beyond the special taxes and available bond reserves. 
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Note 6 - Long-Term Obligations (Continued) 
 
A. Governmental Activities (Continued) 
 
 Revenue Bonds (Continued) 
 
 Local Agency Refunding Revenue Bonds - 2019 Series A 
 

On August 8, 2019, the BPIA issued $5,375,000 of 2019 Local Agency Refunding Revenue 
Bonds, Series A (the "Authority Bonds") for the purpose of refunding the Beaumont Financing 
Authority Local Agency Revenue Bonds Series 2007 A, C and D. 
 
The Authority Bonds are payable from and secured by repayment of the District Bonds. 
Interest is payable semiannually on March 1 and September 1 of each year, commencing 
September 1, 2021 until maturity or earlier redemption. Interest on the bonds ranges from 
3.0% to 5.0%.  
 
Neither the Authority Bonds nor the District Bonds are general obligations of the City nor any 
other political subdivision and the full faith and credit of the City is not pledged for repayment 
thereof. The outstanding indebtedness at June 30, 2021 was $5,085,000 for the Authority 
Bonds and is reported in the City's financial statements as the BFA is a component unit of the 
City.  
 
The District Bonds do not constitute an obligation of the City and the City is not obligated to 
make payment beyond the special taxes and available bond reserves. 

 
Local Agency Refunding Revenue Bonds - 2020 Series A 

On August 13, 2020, the BPIA issued $17,200,000 of 2020 Local Agency Refunding Revenue 
Bonds, Series A (the “Authority Bonds”) for the purpose of refunding the Beaumont Financing 
Authority Local Agency Revenue Bonds Series 2011 Series A & B and 2012 Series A. 
 
The Authority Bonds are payable from and secured by repayment of the District Bonds. 
Interest is payable semiannually on March 1 and September 1 of each year, commencing 
March 1, 2021 until maturity or earlier redemption. Interest on the bonds ranges from 0.773% 
to 2.245%.  
 
Neither the Authority Bonds nor the District Bonds are general obligations of the City nor any 
other political subdivision and the full faith and credit of the City is not pledged for repayment 
thereof. The outstanding indebtedness at June 30, 2021 was $17,200,000 for the Authority 
Bonds and is reported in the City's financial statements as the BFA is a component unit of the 
City.  
 
The District Bonds do not constitute an obligation of the City and the City is not obligated to 
make payment beyond the special taxes and available bond reserves. 
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Note 6 - Long-Term Obligations (Continued) 
 
A. Governmental Activities (Continued) 
 
 Revenue Bonds (Continued) 
 

Local Agency Refunding Revenue Bonds - 2021 Series A 

On June 30, 2021, the BPIA issued $18,675,000 of 2021 Local Agency Refunding Revenue 
Bonds, Series A (the “Authority Bonds”) for the purpose of refunding the Beaumont Financing 
Authority Local Agency Revenue Bonds Series 2012 Series B & C, 2013 Series A & B. 
 
The Authority Bonds are payable from and secured by repayment of the District Bonds. 
Interest is payable semiannually on March 1 and September 1 of each year, commencing 
March 1, 2022 until maturity or earlier redemption. Interest on the bonds ranges from 0.265% 
to 2.397%.  
 
Neither the Authority Bonds nor the District Bonds are general obligations of the City nor any 
other political subdivision and the full faith and credit of the City is not pledged for repayment 
thereof. The outstanding indebtedness at June 30, 2021 was $18,675,000 for the Authority 
Bonds and is reported in the City's financial statements as the BFA is a component unit of the 
City.  
 
The District Bonds do not constitute an obligation of the City and the City is not obligated to 
make payment beyond the special taxes and available bond reserves. 

 
Annual Debt Service Requirements to Maturity 
 
The annual debt service requirements to maturity schedule are the annual scheduled debt 
service under the BFA's Authority Bond indentures as follows: 

 
Year Ending

June 30, Principal Interest Total
2022 3,030,000$      2,463,550$      5,493,550$      
2023 4,510,000        2,460,942        6,970,942        
2024 4,670,000        2,329,451        6,999,451        
2025 4,035,000        2,201,507        6,236,507        
2026 4,120,000        2,086,539        6,206,539        

2027-2031 22,160,000      8,540,815        30,700,815      
2032-2036 22,345,000      4,599,456        26,944,456      
2037-2041 8,520,000        1,978,828        10,498,828      
2042-2046 5,355,000        464,077           5,819,077        

Totals 78,745,000$    27,125,165$    105,870,165$  
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Note 6 - Long-Term Obligations (Continued) 
 
B. Business-Type Activities 
 

Summary of changes in long-term liabilities for the business-type activities for the year ended 
June 30, 2021 is as follows: 

 
Classification

Balance Balance Due Within Due in More
July 1, 2020 Additions Deletions June 30, 2021 One Year Than One Year

Business-Type Activities:
Wastewater Revenue Bonds 80,105,000$  -$               (1,245,000)$ 78,860,000$       1,295,000$       77,565,000$       

Bond Premium 8,495,497      -                 (652,849)      7,842,648           652,849            7,189,799           
Capital Leases 183,671         -                 (84,366)        99,305                99,305              -                      

Total business-type activities 88,784,168$  -$               (1,982,215)$ 86,801,953$       2,047,154$       84,754,799$       

 
 
 Capital Lease 
 

The City has entered into several lease agreements for the financing of sewer vehicles and 
equipment. The lease agreements qualify as capital leases for accounting purposes and, 
therefore, have been recorded at the present value of future minimum lease payments as of 
the date of inception. 

 
The annual debt service requirements for the capital leases payable outstanding at June 30, 
2021 are as follows: 

 
Year Ending

June 30, Principal Interest Total
2022 99,305$         4,332$           103,637$         
Total 99,305$         4,332$           103,637$         

 
The City entered into capital lease-purchase agreements whereby the lessor acquired certain 
capital assets and leased them to the City with the option to purchase. The leased assets are 
included in capital assets and are summarized by major asset class below: 

 
Amount

Vehicles 455,505$      
Less: accumulated depreciation (321,994)       

Total 133,511$      
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Note 6 - Long-Term Obligations (Continued) 

B. Business-Type Activities (Continued) 
 
Revenue Bonds 

 
Wastewater Revenue Bonds, Series 2018A 

 
On September 27, 2018, the Beaumont Public Improvement Authority issued $81,105,000 of 
revenue bonds, to finance the acquisition and construction of certain improvements to the 
City's Wastewater System and to purchase a debt service reserve surety policy. The bonds 
were issued at a premium of $9,698,952 which is amortized over the life of the bonds. Interest 
on the bonds is payable semi-annually on March 1 and September 1 of each year through 
September 1, 2049. The bonds bear interest ranging from 3% to 5%. Principal payments are 
due annually beginning on September 1, 2019. The bonds are a special limited obligation of 
the Authority payable solely from Authority Revenues. The outstanding balance of the 
Wastewater Revenue Bonds Series 2018A at June 30, 2021 was $78,860,000. 

 
Year Ending

June 30, Principal Interest Total
2022 1,295,000$      3,777,988$      5,072,988$      
2023 1,355,000        3,718,213        5,073,213        
2024 1,425,000        3,648,713        5,073,713        
2025 1,495,000        3,575,713        5,070,713        
2026 1,570,000        3,499,088        5,069,088        

2027-2031 9,160,000        16,199,688      25,359,688      
2032-2036 11,475,000      13,876,681      25,351,681      
2037-2041 14,325,000      11,029,250      25,354,250      
2042-2046 18,370,000      6,985,750        25,355,750      
2047-2050 18,390,000      1,896,500        20,286,500      

Totals 78,860,000$    68,207,581$    147,067,581$  

 
 
Note 7 - Debt Without City Commitment 
 
The City authorized the formation of the City of Beaumont Community Facilities District No. 93-1 
(the "CFD's") for purpose of the issuance of bonds under improvement acts of the State of 
California to finance eligible public facilities to serve developing commercial, industrial, residential, 
and/or mixed use developments. Bonds issued by the CFD are secured by annual special tax 
levies or liens placed on properties within the CFD. The City, and the BFA, are not liable for 
repayment and the City, acting as an agent on behalf of the CFD, is only responsible for levying 
and collecting the special tax assessments, forwarding the collections to the bond trustee on 
behalf of bondholders, and initiating foreclosure proceedings on faulted special tax payments 
when necessary. 
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Note 7 - Debt Without City Commitment (Continued) 
 
The bonds issued by the CFD are limited obligations and are payable solely from special tax 
assessments, specific bond reserves, and the proceeds from property foreclosures. Since these 
debts do not constitute an obligation of the City or the BFA/BPIA and the City or BFA/BPIA is not 
obligated to make payments on the bonds, the District Bonds (whose terms are disclosed in Note 
6) are not reported as long-term liabilities in the accompanying City financial statements. The 
activities related to the District Bond reserves, special assessment tax collection, remittance to 
the bond trustee, repayment of District Bonds and use of new bond proceeds for developer capital 
projects for infrastructure, are reported in the Fiduciary Funds as an agency fund.  
 
As of June 30, 2021, debt without City or BFA/BPIA commitment is as follows: 
 

Balance
June 30, 2021

1994 Special Tax Bonds, Series A 1,970,000$       
2015 Special Tax Bonds, Series A 9,770,000         
2015 Special Tax Bonds, Series B 16,020,000       
2015 Special Tax Bonds, Series C 4,040,000         
2015 Special Tax Bonds, Series D 5,985,000         
2019 Refunding Revenue Bonds, Series A 5,085,000         
2020 Refunding Revenue Bond, Series A 17,200,000       
2021 Refunding Revenue Bond, Series A 18,675,000       

Subtotal 78,745,000       
2017 Special Tax Refunding Bonds, Series A 82,601,097       
2018 Special Tax Bonds, Series A 33,160,000       
2018 Special Tax Bonds, 1A 7B 2,150,000         
2018 Special Tax Bonds, 1A 7D 3,560,000         
2018 Special Tax Bonds, 1A 8E 12,455,000       
2019 Special Tax Bonds, 1A 2016-1 8,630,000         

Total Limited Obligation Bond Debt 221,301,097$   
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Note 8 - Compensated Absences 
 
The City's liability for vested and unpaid compensated absences (vacation and vested sick leave) 
was $3,147,991 at June 30, 2021. 
 
A. Governmental Activities 
 

For the governmental activities, compensated absences are generally liquidated by the 
General Fund. 
 
Summary of changes in compensated absences for the year ended June 30, 2021 is as 
follows: 

 
Classification

Balance Balance Due Within Due in More
July 1, 2020 Additions Deletions June 30, 2021 One Year Than One Year

Governmental Activities:
Compensated absences 2,627,915$   665,087$   (519,771)$  2,773,231$       554,646$     2,218,585$          

Total governmental activities 2,627,915$   665,087$   (519,771)$  2,773,231$       554,646$     2,218,585$          

 
B. Business-Type Activities 
 

Summary of changes in compensated absences for the year ended June 30, 2021 is as 
follows: 

 
Classification

Balance Balance Due Within Due in More
July 1, 2020 Additions Deletions June 30, 2021 One Year Than One Year

Business-Type  Activities:
Compensated absences 297,326$      112,374$   (34,940)$    374,760$          74,952$       299,808$             

Total governmental activities 297,326$      112,374$   (34,940)$    374,760$          74,952$       299,808$             

 
 
Note 9 - Risk Management 
 
The City is exposed to various risks of loss related to torts: theft of, damage to, and destruction 
of assets; errors and omissions; and natural disasters. The City, including its component units, 
uses the General Fund to account for and finance risks for general liability, workers' 
compensation, and property damage. There were no settlements in excess of insurance coverage 
in any of the three prior fiscal years. There were no reductions in the City's limits of coverage 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 2021.  
 
General Liability and Property Damage Insurance 
 
The City is self-insured to some extent for general liability claims. The City maintains a self-insured 
retention level of $250,000 for general liability with excess coverage up to $50,000,000, as a 
participant in the Exclusive Risk Management Authority of California (ERMAC), a Joint Powers 
Authority. Property damage is also insured through participation in ERMAC. 
  

291

Item 8.



CITY OF BEAUMONT 
 
Notes to the Basic Financial Statements 
For the Year Ended June 30, 2021 
 

76 

Note 9 - Risk Management (Continued) 
 
General Liability and Property Damage Insurance (Continued) 
 
The City has entered into contracts with claims administrators to process claims against the City 
for general liability claims.  
 
Workers' Compensation  
 
The City of Beaumont maintains a self-insured workers' compensation plan, whereby the City 
covers the cost of medical claims its employees incur. The City has stop loss coverage for this 
plan to cover claims in excess of $300,000 per participant per year. The City utilizes a third-party 
administrator to manage claims in accordance with state law. 
 
Government Crime Policy 
 
The City carries government crime insurance, including faithful performance/employee 
dishonesty, forgery or alteration, computer fraud, etc., in the amount of $15 million, with a $2,500 
deductible. 
 
Changes in the claims liability amounts were as follows: 
 

Current Year
Beginning of Claims and Balance at
Fiscal Year Changes in Claim Fiscal Year

Liability Estimates Payments End

2018-2019 2,214,818$       2,870,524$       (2,277,967)$     2,807,375$       
2019-2020 2,807,375         1,016,150         (1,617,130)       2,206,395         
2020-2021 2,206,395         1,675,361         (1,075,636)       2,806,120         
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Note 10 - Pension Plans 
 
A. Summary 
 

Governmental Business-Type
Activities Activities Total

Deferred outflows of resources:
Pension contribution made after measurement date:

CalPERS Miscellaneous 1,211,609$         383,576$          1,595,185$         
CalPERS Safety 1,751,746           -                        1,751,746           

Total pension contribution made after measurement date 2,963,355           383,576            3,346,931           

Projected earnings on pension plan investment in excess of actual 
earnings:

CalPERS Miscellaneous 175,704              68,329              244,033              
CalPERS Safety 254,843              -                        254,843              

Total projected earnings on pension plan investment in excess 
of actual earnings 430,547              68,329              498,876              

Adjustment due to difference in proportions:
CalPERS Miscellaneous 303,054              117,855            420,909              
CalPERS Safety 214,521              -                        214,521              

Total adjustment due to difference in proportions 517,575              117,855            635,430              

Difference between expected and actual experience:
CalPERS Miscellaneous 304,799              118,533            423,332              
CalPERS Safety 909,246              -                        909,246              

Total difference between expected and actual experience 1,214,045           118,533            1,332,578           

Employer contributions in excess of proportionate share of 
contribution:

CalPERS Miscellaneous 80,536                31,320              111,856              
CalPERS Safety 72,981                -                        72,981                

Total employer contributions in excess of proportionate share 
of contribution 153,517              31,320              184,837              

Total deferred outflows of resources:
CalPERS Miscellaneous 2,075,703           719,612            2,795,315           
CalPERS Safety 3,203,337           -                        3,203,337           

Total deferred outflows of resources 5,279,040$         719,612$          5,998,652$         

Net pension liabilities:
CalPERS Miscellaneous 5,914,639$         2,300,138$       8,214,777$         
CalPERS Safety 11,725,412         -                        11,725,412         

Total net pension liabilities 17,640,051$       2,300,138$       19,940,189$       
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Note 10 - Pension Plans (Continued) 
 
A. Summary (Continued) 
 

Governmental Business-Type
Activities Activities Total

Deferred inflows of resources:
Change in assumption:

CalPERS Miscellaneous 44,529$              14,062$            58,591$              
CalPERS Safety 39,058                -                        39,058                

Total change in assumption 83,587                14,062              97,649                

Projected earnings on pension plan investment in excess of actual 
earnings:

CalPERS Miscellaneous (35,556)               35,556              -                      
Total projected earnings on pension plan investment in excess 
of actual earnings (35,556)               35,556              -                          

Total deferred inflows of resources:
CalPERS Miscellaneous 31,250                27,341              58,591                
CalPERS Safety 39,058                -                        39,058                

Total deferred outflows of resources 70,308$              27,341$            97,649$              

Pension expenses:
CalPERS Miscellaneous 1,626,306$         513,570$          2,139,876$         
CalPERS Safety 2,563,438           -                        2,563,438           

Total net pension liabilities 4,189,744$         513,570$          4,703,314$         

 
 

B. General Information about the Pension Plans 
 

Plan Description 
 
All qualified permanent and probationary employees are eligible to participate in the Public 
Agency Cost-Sharing Multiple-Employer Defined Benefit Pension Plan (Plan or PERF C) 
administered by the California Public Employees’ Retirement System (CalPERS.) The Plan 
consists of a miscellaneous pool and a safety pool (also referred to as “risk pools”), which are 
comprised of individual employer miscellaneous and safety rate plans, respectively. Plan 
assets may be used to pay benefits for any employer rate plan of the safety and miscellaneous 
pools. Accordingly, rate plans within the safety or miscellaneous pools are not separate plans 
under generally accepted accounting principles. Individual employers may sponsor more than 
one rate plan in the miscellaneous or safety risk pools. The City participates in four rate plans 
(two miscellaneous and two safety). Benefit provisions under the Plan are established by State 
statute and Local Government resolution. CalPERS issues publicly available reports that 
include a full description of the pension plan regarding benefit provisions, assumptions and 
membership information that can be found on the CalPERS’ website, at www.calpers.ca.gov. 
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Note 10 - Pension Plans (Continued) 
 
B. General Information about the Pension Plans (Continued) 
 

Benefit Provided 
 

CalPERS provides service retirement and disability benefits, annual cost of living adjustments 
and death benefits to plan members, who must be public employees and beneficiaries. 
Benefits are based on years of credited service, equal to one year of full-time employment. 
Members with five years of total service are eligible to retire at age 50 with statutorily reduced 
benefits. All members are eligible for non-duty disability benefits after 5 years of service. The 
death benefit is one of the following: the Basic Death Benefit, the 1957 Survivor Benefit, or 
the Optional Settlement 2W Death Benefit. The cost-of-living adjustments for each plan are 
applied as specified by the Public Employees’ Retirement Law.  
 
The Plan operates under the provisions of the California Public Employees’ Retirement Law 
(PERL), the California Public Employees’ Pension Reform Act of 2013 (PEPRA), and the 
regulations, procedures and policies adopted by the CalPERS Board of Administration. The 
Plan’s authority to establish and amend the benefit terms are set by the PERL and PEPRA, 
and may be amended by the California state legislature and in some cases require approval 
by the CalPERS Board. 
 
The Plan’s provisions and benefits in effect at June 30, 2021 are summarized as follows: 
 

Miscellaneous Safety
Miscellaneous PEPRA Safety PEPRA

Benefit formula 3.0% @ 60 2.0% @ 62 3.0% @ 50 2.7% @ 57
Benefit vesting schedule 5 years service 5 years service 5 years service 5 years service
Benefit payments Monthly for life Monthly for life Monthly for life Monthly for life
Retirement age 50-67 52-67 50-55 50-57
Monthly benefits, as a % of

eligible compensation 3.0% 2.0% 3.0% 2.7%
Required employer contribution rate 15.445% 7.732% 23.674% 13.044%  

 
 Contributions 
 

Section 20814(c) of the California Public Employees’ Retirement Law (PERL) requires that 
the employer contribution rates for all public employers be determined on an annual basis by 
the actuary and shall be effective on the July 1 following notice of a change in the rate. The 
total plan contributions are determined through CalPERS’ annual actuarial valuation process. 
For public agency cost-sharing plans covered by either the Miscellaneous or Safety risk pools, 
the Plan’s actuarially determined rate is based on the estimated amount necessary to pay the 
Plan’s allocated share of the risk pool’s costs of benefits earned by employees during the 
year, and any unfunded accrued liability. The employer is required to contribute the difference 
between the actuarially determined rate and the contribution rate of employees. Employer 
contribution rates may change if plan contracts are amended. 
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Note 10 - Pension Plans (Continued) 
 
B. General Information about the Pension Plans (Continued) 
 
 Contributions (Continued) 

 
Payments made by the employer to satisfy contribution requirements that are identified by the 
pension plan terms as plan member contribution requirements are classified as plan member 
contributions. Employer Contributions to the Plan for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2021 were 
$1,595,185 and $1,751,746, for the Miscellaneous and Safety plans, respectively. The actual 
employer payments of $3,228,952 made to CalPERS by the City during the measurement 
period ended June 30, 2020 differed from the City’s proportionate share of the employer’s 
contributions of $3,164,497 by $64,455, which is being amortized over the expected average 
remaining service lifetime in the Public Agency Cost-Sharing Multiple Employer Plan. 

 
C. Net Pension Liability 
 

The City’s net pension liability for the Plan is measured as the total pension liability, less the 
pension plan’s fiduciary net position. The net pension liability is measured as of June 30, 2020, 
using an annual actuarial valuation as of June 30, 2019 rolled forward to June 30, 2020 using 
standard update procedures. A summary of principal assumptions and methods used to 
determine the net pension liability is as follows. 

 
 Actuarial Methods and Assumptions Used to Determine Total Pension Liability 

 
Valuation Date June 30, 2019
Measurement Date June 30, 2020
Actuarial Cost Method Entry Age Normal
Asset Valuation Method Market Value of Assets
Actuarial Assumptions:

Discount Rate 7.15%
Inflation 2.50%
Salary Increases Varies by Entry Age and Service
Mortality Rate Table (1) Derived using CALPERS' membership data for all Funds
Post Retirement Benefit 
Increase

(1) The mortality table used was developed based on CalPERS' specific data. The probabilities of mortality are based on the

2017 CalPERS Experience Study for the period from 1997 to 2015. Pre-retirement and Post-retirement mortality rates

include 15 years of projected mortality improvements 90% of scale MP 2016 published by the Society of Actuaries. For more

details on this table, please refer to the CalPERS Experience Study and Review of Actuarial Assumptions report from

December 2017 that can be found on the CalPERS website.

The lesser of contract COLA or 2.50% until purchasing power 
protection allowance floor on purchasing power applies, 
2.50% thereafter

 
 
All other actuarial assumptions used in the June 30, 2019 valuation were based on the results 
of an actuarial experience study for the period from 1997 to 2015, including updates to salary 
increase, mortality and retirement rates. The Experience Study report can be obtained at 
CalPERS’ website, at www.calpers.ca.gov.  
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Note 10 - Pension Plans (Continued) 
 
C. Net Pension Liability (Continued) 

 
Long-term Expected Rate of Return 

 
The long-term expected rate of return on pension plan investments was determined using a 
building-block method in which expected future real rates of return (expected returns, net of 
pension plan investment expense and inflation) are developed for each major asset class. 

 
In determining the long-term expected rate of return, CalPERS took into account both short-
term and long-term market return expectations as well as the expected pension fund cash 
flows. Using historical returns of all the funds’ asset classes, expected compound (geometric) 
returns were calculated over the short-term (first 10 years) and the long-term (11+ years) 
using a building-block approach. Using the expected nominal returns for both short-term and 
long-term, the present value of benefits was calculated for each fund. The expected rate of 
return was set by calculating the rounded single equivalent expected return that arrived at the 
same present value of benefits for cash flows as the one calculated using both short-term and 
long-term returns. The expected rate of return was then set equal to the single equivalent rate 
calculated above and adjusted to account for assumed administrative expenses. 

 
The expected real rates of return by asset class are as follows: 

New Strategic Real Return Years Real Return Years
Asset Class1 Allocation 1 - 102 11 + 3

Global equity 50.00% 4.80% 5.98%
Global fixed income 28.00% 1.00% 2.62%
Inflation sensitive assets 0.00% 0.77% 1.81%
Private equity 8.00% 6.30% 7.23%
Real assets 13.00% 3.75% 4.93%
Liquidity 1.00% 0.00% -0.92%

Total 100%

1 In the System's CAFR, fixed income is included in global debt securities; liquidity is included in short-term
investments; inflation assets are included in both global equity securities and global debt securities.
2 An expected inflation of 2.0% used for this period
3 An expected inflation of 2.92% used for this period  
 
Change of Assumptions 
 
The Plan adopted a new amortization policy effective with the 2019 actuarial valuation. The 
new amortization policy shortens the period over which actuarial gains and losses are 
amortized from 30 years to 20 years with the payments computed as a level dollar amount. In 
addition, the new policy does not utilize a five-year ramp-up and ramp-down on UAL bases 
attributable to assumption changes and non-investment gains/losses. The new policy also 
does not utilize a five-year ramp-down on investment gains/losses. These changes apply only 
to new UAL bases established on or after June 30, 2019.  
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Note 10 - Pension Plans (Continued) 
 
C. Net Pension Liability (Continued) 
 

Discount Rate 
 
The discount rate used to measure the total pension liability for PERF C was 7.15%. The 
projection of cash flows used to determine the discount rate assumed that contributions from 
plan members will be made at the current member contribution rates and that contributions 
from employers will be made at statutorily required rates, actuarially determined. Based on 
those assumptions, the Plan’s fiduciary net position was projected to be available to make all 
projected future benefit payments of current plan members. Therefore, the long-term expected 
rate of return on plan investments was applied to all periods of projected benefit payments to 
determine the total pension liability. 
 
Pension Plan Fiduciary Net Position 
 
Information about the pension plan’s assets, deferred outflows of resources, liabilities, 
deferred inflows of resources, and fiduciary net position are presented in CalPERS’ audited 
financial statements, which are publicly available reports that can be obtained at CalPERS’ 
website, at www.calpers.ca.gov. The plan’s fiduciary net position and additions to/deductions 
from the plan’s fiduciary net position have been determined on the same basis used by the 
pension plan, which is the economic resources measurement focus and the accrual basis of 
accounting. Benefits and refunds are recognized when due and payable in accordance with 
the terms of the plan. Investments are reported at fair value. 
 

D. Proportionate Share of Net Pension Liability 
 
The following table shows the Plan’s proportionate share of the net pension liability over the 
measurement period. 
 

Plan Total Plan Fiduciary Net Pension
Pension Liability Net Position Liability

Miscellaneous
Balance at: 6/30/19 (Valuation date) 34,063,851$           26,625,712$       7,438,139$     
Balance at: 6/30/20 (Measurement date) 36,927,018             28,712,241         8,214,777       
Net changes during 2019-2020 2,863,167$             2,086,529$         776,638$        

Safety
Balance at: 6/30/19 (Valuation date) 44,277,751$           33,508,508$       10,769,243$   
Balance at: 6/30/20 (Measurement date) 48,078,037             36,352,625         11,725,412     
Net changes during 2019-2020 3,800,286$             2,844,117$         956,169$        

Increase(Decrease)

 
Valuation Date (VD), Measurement Date (MD). 
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Note 10 - Pension Plans (Continued) 
 
D. Proportionate Share of Net Pension Liability (Continued) 
 

The City's net pension liability/(asset) for each Plan is measured as the proportionate share 
of the net pension liability/(asset). The net pension liability/(asset) of each of the Plans is 
measured as of June 30, 2020, and the total pension liability/(asset) for each Plan used to 
calculate the net pension liability/(asset) was determined by an actuarial valuation as of 
June 30, 2019 rolled forward to June 30, 2020 using standard update procedures. The City's 
proportion of the net pension liability/(asset) was based on a projection of the City's long-term 
share of contributions to the pension plans relative to the projected contributions of all 
participating employers, actuarially determined. The City's proportionate share of the net 
pension liability/(asset) for each Plan as of June 30, 2019 and 2020 was as follows: 

 
Miscellaneous Safety Total

Proportion - June 30, 2020 0.18574% 0.17251% 0.17768%
Proportion - June 30, 2021 0.19475% 0.17600% 0.18327%
Change - Increase (Decrease) 0.00901% 0.00349% 0.00559%

 
 Sensitivity of the Proportionate Share of the Net Pension Liability to Changes in the Discount 

Rate 
 

The following presents the City’s proportionate share of the net pension liability of the Plan as 
of the measurement date, calculated using the discount rate of 7.15 percent, as well as what 
the net pension liability would be if it were calculated using a discount rate that is 
1 percentage-point lower (6.15 percent) or 1 percentage-point higher (8.15 percent) than the 
current rate: 
 

Plan's Net Pension Liability/(Asset)
Discount Rate - 1% Current Discount Discount Rate + 1%

(6.15%) Rate (7.15%) (8.15%)
Miscellaneous 13,128,862$               8,214,777$             4,154,423$                
Safety 18,254,588                 11,725,412             6,367,605                  

Total 31,383,450$               19,940,189$           10,522,028$              

 
 Subsequent Events 
 

There were no subsequent events that would materially affect the results presented in this 
disclosure. 
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Note 10 - Pension Plans (Continued) 
 
D. Proportionate Share of Net Pension Liability (Continued) 

 
Amortization of Deferred Outflows and Deferred Inflows of Resources 
 
Under GASB 68, gains and losses related to changes in total pension liability and fiduciary 
net position are recognized in pension expense systematically over time. 

 
The first amortized amounts are recognized in pension expense for the year the gain or loss 
occurs. The remaining amounts are categorized as deferred outflows and deferred inflows of 
resources related to pensions and are to be recognized in future pension expense. 

 
The amortization period differs depending on the source of the gain or loss: 
 

Net difference between 
projected and actual earnings 
on pension plan investments 
 

5 year straight-line amortization 

All other amounts Straight-line amortization over the expected average 
remaining service lives (EARSL) of all members that 
are provided with benefits (active, inactive and 
retired) as of the beginning of the measurement 
period 

 
The expected average remaining service lifetime (EARSL) is calculated by dividing the total 
future service years by the total number of plan participants (active, inactive, and retired) in 
the Public Agency Cost-Sharing Multiple-Employer Plan (PERF C). 

 
The EARSL for PERF C for the measurement period ending June 30, 2020 is 3.8 years, which 
was obtained by dividing the total service years of 548,581 (the sum of remaining service 
lifetimes of the active employees) by 145,663 (the total number of participants: active, inactive, 
and retired) in PERF C. Inactive employees and retirees have remaining service lifetimes 
equal to 0. Total future service is based on the members’ probability of decrementing due to 
an event other than receiving a cash refund. 
 

E. Pension Expense and Deferred Outflows and Deferred Inflows of Resources Related to 
Pensions 

 
As of the start of the measurement period (July 1, 2019), the City’s net pension liability was 
$7,438,139 and $10,769,243, for the Miscellaneous and Safety plans, respectively. For the 
measurement period ending June 30, 2020 (the measurement date), the City incurred a 
pension expense of $2,139,876 and $2,563,438, for the Miscellaneous and Safety Plans, 
respectively. 
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Note 10 - Pension Plans (Continued) 
 
E. Pension Expense and Deferred Outflows and Deferred Inflows of Resources Related to 

Pensions (Continued) 
 

As of June 30, 2021, the City has deferred outflows and deferred inflows of resources related 
to pensions as follows: 

 
Miscellaneous Plans

Deferred Outflows Deferred Inflows
of Resources of Resources

Pension contributions made subsequent to measurement date 1,595,185$              -$                     
Difference between projected and actual earning on

pension plan investments 244,033                   -                       
Adjustment due to differences in proportions 420,909                   -                       
Changes in assumptions -                           58,591                 
Difference between actual and expected experience 423,332                   -                       
Difference between employer's actual contributions

and proportionate share of contributions 111,856                   -                       
Totals 2,795,315$              58,591$               

Safety Plans
Deferred Outflows Deferred Inflows

of Resources of Resources
Pension contributions made subsequent to measurement date 1,751,746$              -$                     
Difference between projected and actual earning on

pension plan investments 254,843                   -                       
Adjustment due to differences in proportions 214,521                   -                       
Changes in assumptions -                           39,058                 
Difference between actual and expected experience 909,246                   -                       
Difference between employer's actual contributions

and proportionate share of contributions 72,981                     -                       
Totals 3,203,337$              39,058$               

 
The amounts above are net of outflows and inflows recognized in the 2019-20 measurement 
period expense. Contributions subsequent to the measurement date of $1,595,185 and 
$1,751,746, for the Miscellaneous and Safety Plans, respectively reported with deferred 
outflows of resources will be recognized as a reduction of the net pension liability in the 
upcoming fiscal year.  
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Note 10 - Pension Plans (Continued) 
 

E. Pension Expense and Deferred Outflows and Deferred Inflows of Resources Related to 
Pensions (Continued) 
 
Other amounts reported as deferred outflows and deferred inflows of resources related to 
pensions will be recognized in future pension expense as follows: 

 
Year Ended Miscellaneous Safety

June 30, Plans Plans Total
2022 352,182$          448,660$          800,842$          
2023 403,294            510,082            913,376            
2024 269,017            326,101            595,118            
2025 117,046            127,690            244,736            
2026 -                        -                        -                        

Thereafter -                        -                        -                        
Totals 1,141,539$       1,412,533$       2,554,072$       

 
F. Payable to the Pension Plan 
 

The City had no outstanding amounts owed to the pension plan for contributions for the year 
ended June 30, 2021. 
 

Note 11 - Other Required Disclosures 
 

A. Deficit Fund Balances 
 
 At June 30, 2021, the following governmental funds had deficit fund balances: 
 

Fund Fund Type Deficit
Other Federal Grants Fund Non-major governmental (84,997)$     

  
The Other Federal Grants Fund has a deficit balance of $84,997 as a result from a premium 
pay of ARPA Grant to other funds. 
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Note 11 - Other Required Disclosures (Continued) 
 
B. Expenditures Exceeding Appropriations 
 

For the year ended June 30, 2021, expenditures exceeded appropriations in the following 
functions of the General Fund: 

 
Excess

Fund Function Expenditures
General Fund General government (85,834)$         

 
The budget was established in a manner different than the reporting, and though certain line 
items were over the departments were within total budget appropriation. Future budgets will 
consider all reporting elements for proper alignment. 

 
Note 12 - Equity Classification 
 
A. Fund Balances 
 

Major Funds
Community Community Beaumont
Facilities Development Facilities Financing

District (CFD) Impact Fees (DIF) District (CFD) General Authority Other
General Special Revenue Special Revenue Capital Projects Capital Projects Debt Service Governmental

Fund Fund Fund Fund Fund Fund Funds Total
Nonspendable:

Loans receivable 225,715$       -$                             -$                             -$                          -$                          -$                     -$                       225,715$         
Prepaid expenditures 26,262           -                               -                               -                            -                            304,015            -                         330,277           

Total nonspendable 251,977         -                               -                               -                            -                            304,015            -                         555,992           

Restricted
State Gas Tax -                    -                               -                               -                            -                            -                       159,101              159,101           
RMRA -                    -                               -                               -                            -                            -                       1,437,670           1,437,670        
Measure A -                    -                               -                               -                            -                            -                       2,568,801           2,568,801        
AB 2766 -                    -                               -                               -                            -                            -                       621,930              621,930           
PEG Fees -                    -                               -                               -                            -                            -                       23,675                23,675             
COPS Grant -                    -                               -                               -                            -                            -                       313,341              313,341           
State Asset Forfeiture -                    -                               -                               -                            -                            -                       295,014              295,014           
Federal Asset Forfeiture -                    -                               -                               -                            -                            -                       6,030                  6,030               
Other Special Projects -                    -                               -                               -                            -                            -                       183,807              183,807           
Capital Projects -                    -                               3,345,152                13,674,329           -                            -                       -                         17,019,481      
Debt Service -                    -                               -                               -                            -                            85,876,699       -                         85,876,699      
Community Facilities Districts -                    2,539,778                -                               -                            -                            -                       -                         2,539,778        

Total restricted -                    2,539,778                3,345,152                13,674,329           -                            85,876,699       5,609,369           111,045,327    

Committed:
Capital Projects -                    -                               -                               -                            10,631,472           -                       -                         10,631,472      
Self Insurance 2,850,717      -                               2,850,717        
Pension Trust Funding 2,500,000      -                               2,500,000        

Total Committed 5,350,717      -                               -                               -                            10,631,472           -                       -                         15,982,189      

Assigned:
Re-appropriation 214,799         -                               -                               -                            -                            -                       -                         214,799           

Total Assigned 214,799         -                               -                               -                            -                            -                       -                         214,799           

Unassigned 17,576,741    -                               -                               -                            -                            -                       (84,997)              17,491,744      

Total Fund Balances 23,394,234$  2,539,778$              3,345,152$              13,674,329$         10,631,472$         86,180,714$     5,524,372$         145,290,051$  
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Note 12 - Equity Classification (Continued) 
 
B. Net Position 
 

Governmental Activities 
 

Net Investment in Capital Assets 
 

Net position for governmental activities and business-type activities is classified as 1) net 
investment in capital assets, 2) restricted, or 3) unrestricted. Net position that was classified 
as net investment in capital assets as of June 30, 2021, was determined as follows: 
 

Governmental 
Activities

Capital assets, net of accumulated depreciation 279,364,030$     

Less capital related debt balance:
Outstanding principal balance of capital lease (152,680)            
Outstanding principal balance of Beaumont Public Financing Authority debt (79,681,849)        

Net investment in capital assets 199,529,501$     

 
 
Business-type Activities 
 

Total
Sewer Transit Enterprise
Fund Fund Funds

Capital assets, net of accumulated depreciation 214,522,620$   2,498,892$     217,021,512$   

Plus (less) capital related debt balance:
Capital related borrowings (74,302,310)      -                (74,302,310)      
Outstanding unamortized bond premium balance (7,842,648)       -                (7,842,648)       
Outstanding balance of capital lease (99,305)            -                (99,305)            

Net investment in capital assets 132,278,357$   2,498,892$     134,777,249$   

Business-type Activities

 
 
Note 13 - Commitments and Contingencies 
 
A. Litigation 
 

The City is a defendant in a number of lawsuits and a recipient of a number of claims that 
have arisen in the normal course of business. While substantial damages are alleged in some 
of these actions, their outcome cannot be predicted with certainty. 
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Note 13 - Commitments and Contingencies (Continued) 
 
B. Grants 
 

Amounts received or receivable from granting agencies are subject to audit and adjustment 
by grantor agencies. While no matters of non-compliance were disclosed by the audit of the 
financial statements or single audit of the Federal grant programs, grantor agencies may 
subject grant programs to additional compliance tests, which may result in disallowed costs. 
In the opinion of management, future disallowances of current or prior grant expenditures, if 
any, would not have a material adverse effect on the financial position of the City. 
 

C. Construction Commitments 
 
Various construction projects in all fund types were in progress at June 30, 2021 with a 
planned cost to complete of approximately $51,148,409. 
 

D. WRCOG Restated Settlement Agreement 
 

In May 2017, the City and Western Riverside Council of Governments ("WRCOG") entered 
into an Amended and Restated Settlement Agreement and Release (the "WRCOG 
Settlement"), which resolved the approximately $62 million judgment WRCOG had obtained 
against the City. Under the terms of the WRCOG Settlement, the City and WRCOG agreed 
that the City would rejoin WRCOG and adopt the WRCOG TUMF ordinance. Since the 
settlement, the City rejoined WRCOG and the TUMF program and as a result, and pursuant 
to the WRCOG Settlement, the City is now eligible to receive Measure A revenues from the 
Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) based on the following schedule: 

 
Period WRCOG* City

Approval Date thru 5th Anniversary of Approval 0% 100%
Second five year period 25% 75%

Third five year period 40% 60%
Fourth five year period 60% 40%

End of fourth five year period through June 2039 75% 25%

*WRCOG's share of Measure A revenues shall not exceed a total of $9,400,000  
 

In October 2017, the City segregated $3,000,000, designated for funding Pennsylvania 
Avenue improvements in accordance with the agreement. The City agreed to complete 
needed transportation improvements as follows: 

 
Improvement Estimated Cost Completion Deadline

Oak Valley Parkway, Segments 3, 4, and 15 1,200,000$          By January 1, 2022
Pennsylvania Avenue 3,800,000            None  
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Note 13 - Commitments and Contingencies (Continued) 
 
D. WRCOG Restated Settlement Agreement (Continued) 
 

The City also agreed to assign Third Party Claims to WRCOG to diligently pursue civil lawsuits 
and through requests/applications for restitution in the criminal actions pending against Third 
Parties. Recovery related to Third Party Claims would be shared on the following schedule: 

 
Recovery Amount WRCOG City**

First $9,000,000 100% 0%
$9,000,001 - $12,000,000 85% 15%
$12,000,001 - $18,000,000 65% 35%

$18,000,001 and above 50% 50%

**City guarantees $7,000,000 recovery to WRCOG and will pay 50% of
the legal fees not to exceed $1,000,000  

 
The settlement agreement stipulates that if Third Party Claims have not produced recoveries 
of at least $8,000,000 by July 2, 2022, the City will begin making payments to WRCOG in 20 
equal annual installments beginning August 1, 2022. Any subsequent recoveries would adjust 
the annual installments as necessary. As of June 30, 2021, recoveries are approximately $14 
million. The City continues to share in recoveries at the 35% rate until recoveries total $18 
million at which time the City will begin collecting 50% of any recoveries. The City now shares 
in recoveries based on the settlement agreement; therefore, a liability has not been accrued.  
 
Additionally, in October 2017, two of the seven criminal cases were resolved with guilty pleas 
with a restitution payment due to the City of $3,000,000. In December 2017, four more of the 
seven criminal cases were resolved with guilty pleas and restitution payments due of another 
$8,000,000. The last case was settled in September 2018 with a guilty plea.  
 
WRCOG has released and discharged the City from the WRCOG judgment and Attorneys' 
Fee Award and interest, which collectively exceeded $62 million. WRCOG and the City also 
agreed that the litigation, judgment and pending appeals would be dismissed thereby ending 
the litigation between WRCOG and the City. 

 
E. Covid-19 Considerations 
 

On March 11, 2020, the World Health Organization declared the novel strain of coronavirus 
(COVID-19) a global pandemic and recommended containment and mitigation measures 
worldwide. The COVID-19 outbreak in the United States caused business disruption through 
mandated and voluntary closings of businesses and shelter in place orders. The City’s major 
revenue sources could still be directly impacted by these events; it is possible that this matter 
could negatively impact the City. However, the ultimate financial impact and duration cannot 
be estimated at this time, and no adjustments have been made to these financial statements 
as a result of this contingency. 
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Note 14 – Subsequent Event 
 
A. American Rescue Plan 

 
On March 11, 2021, HR 1319, the American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 (ARPA), was signed 
into law.  ARPA was designed to provide assistance to individuals, businesses and, state and 
local governments to assist in the economic recovery from the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic.  
The City was granted an allocation of $7,306,318, delivered in two tranches of $3,653,159 in 
June 2021 and June 2022. The qualified use of these funds includes public safety, 
infrastructure, and restoration of services to pre-pandemic levels. 

 
Note 15 – Prior Period Adjustment 
 
A. GASB Implementation 

 
As a result of GASB 84 implementation, as discussed in Note 1, beginning fiduciary net 
position has been restated as follows: 
 

Custodial Funds

Net position, as previously reported -$                       

Prior period restatement (220,884,299)         

Net position, as restated (220,884,299)$       

Transit Fund

Net position, as previously reported 2,508,359$            

Prior period restatement (342,109)                

Net position, as restated 2,166,250$            

 Business-Type 
Activities 

Net position, as previously reported 142,353,646$        

Prior period restatement (342,109)                

Net position, as restated 142,011,537$        
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Note 1 – Budgetary Information 
 
The City Council approves each year’s budget submitted by the City Manager prior to the 
beginning of the new fiscal year. Public hearings are conducted prior to its adoption by the 
Council. All supplementary appropriations, where required during the period, are also approved 
by the Council. Intradepartmental budget transfers are approved by the City Manager. In most 
cases, expenditures may not exceed appropriations at the departmental level within the General 
Fund and at the fund level for other major special revenue funds. At fiscal year-end, all operating 
budget appropriations lapse. 
 
Budgets for governmental funds are adopted on a basis consistent with generally accepted 
accounting principles (GAAP). 
 
Budgets were adopted for the General Fund, special revenue funds, and capital projects funds 
with the exception of the Federal Asset Seizure Special Revenue Fund. 
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Actual Variance with
Original Final Amounts Final Budget 

REVENUES:
Taxes 11,345,095$       14,045,095$       16,092,556$      2,047,461$      
Franchise fees 2,969,846           3,019,846           3,183,803          163,957           
Intergovernmental 5,293,245 5,693,245 5,753,856          60,611             
License and permits 2,801,700 2,936,700 3,050,575          113,875           
Fines and forfeitures 376,500 376,500 344,816             (31,684)           
Assessments levied 617,695 617,695 637,172             19,477             
Use of money and property 295,000 295,000 178,689             (116,311)         
Charges for services 1,163,700 1,163,700 1,484,669          320,969           
Other revenues 227,000 227,000 916,229             689,229           

Total revenues 25,089,781         28,374,781         31,642,365        3,267,584        

EXPENDITURES:
Current:

General government 7,477,095           8,374,458           8,460,292          (85,834)           
Public safety 16,577,057         17,787,632         17,313,483        474,149           
Public works 2,684,417           2,919,195           2,786,349          132,846           
Community development 1,615,936           1,903,244           1,561,640          341,604           
Community services 3,890,960           4,357,823           4,093,696          264,127           

Capital outlay 371,816              871,807              813,748             58,059             
Debt service:

Principal 401,512              401,512              398,560             2,952               
Total Expenditures 33,018,793         36,615,671         35,427,768        1,187,903        

REVENUES OVER (UNDER)

EXPENDITURES (7,929,012)         (8,240,890)         (3,785,403)         4,455,487        

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES):
Proceeds from sale of property 15,000 15,000 24,392               9,392               
Transfers in 7,914,012 10,515,471 10,277,295        (238,176)         
Transfers (out) -                     (6,955,545)         (7,187,224)         (231,679)         

Total other financing sources 7,929,012           3,574,926           3,114,463          (460,463)         

Net change in fund balance -$                   (4,665,964)$       (670,940)            3,995,024$      

FUND BALANCE:

Beginning of year 24,065,174        

End of year 23,394,234$      

Budgeted Amounts
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Actual Variance with
Original Final Amounts Final Budget 

REVENUES:
Intergovernmental -$                  -$                  -$                 -$             
Assessments levied 6,006,463         6,006,463          5,970,996        (35,467)        
Use of money and property 58,351              58,351               21,955             (36,396)        
Other revenue -                    -                    576                  576               

Total revenues 6,064,814         6,064,814          5,993,527        (71,287)        

EXPENDITURES:
Current:

Community development 342,055            342,055             212,607           129,448        
Total Expenditures 342,055            342,055             212,607           129,448        

REVENUES OVER (UNDER)
EXPENDITURES 5,722,759         5,722,759          5,780,920        58,161          

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES):
Transfers (out) (6,122,026)        (12,692,012)      (12,633,612)     58,400          

Total other financing sources (uses) (6,122,026)        (12,692,012)      (12,633,612)     58,400          

Net change in fund balance (399,267)$         (6,969,253)$      (6,852,692)       116,561$      

FUND BALANCE:

Beginning of year 9,392,470        

End of year 2,539,778$      

Budgeted Amounts
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Actual Variance with
Original Final Amounts Final Budget 

REVENUES:
License and permits 2,707,643$       2,707,643$       3,441,595$    733,952$           
Use of money and property 191,947 191,947 125,332         (66,615)             

Total revenues 2,899,590         2,899,590         3,566,927      667,337             

REVENUES OVER (UNDER)
EXPENDITURES 2,899,590         2,899,590         3,566,927      667,337             

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES):
Transfers in -                    -                    307,133         307,133             
Transfers (out) (6,295,000)        (6,295,000)        (528,908)        5,766,092          

Total other financing sources (uses) (6,295,000)        (6,295,000)        (221,775)        6,073,225          

Net change in fund balance (3,395,410)$      (3,395,410)$      3,345,152      6,740,562$        

FUND BALANCE:

Beginning of year -                 

End of year 3,345,152$    

Budgeted Amounts
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Miscellaneous Plan

Employer's 
Proportionate
Share of the

Collective Net Pension's Plans 
Employer's Employer's Pension Liability Fiduciary Net

Proportion of Proportion as a Percentage Position as a 
the Collective Share of the of the Employer's Percentage of
Net Pension Collective Net Employer's Covered the Total

Liability Pension Liability Covered Payroll Payroll Pension Liability

6/30/2014 0.65770% 4,092,766$      5,932,314$      68.99% 78.28%
6/30/2015 0.16067% 4,407,926        5,411,229        81.46% 78.45%
6/30/2016 0.16750% 5,818,570        4,722,459        123.21% 73.82%
6/30/2017 0.17352% 6,840,289        4,864,133        140.63% 72.89%
6/30/2018 0.17792% 6,705,339        5,052,100        132.72% 74.82%
6/30/2019 0.18574% 7,438,139        5,203,663        142.94% 78.16%
6/30/2020 0.19475% 8,214,777        5,145,199        159.66% 77.75%

Measurement 
Date

* Measurement date 6/30/2014 (fiscal year 2015) was the first year of implementation.  
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Safety Plan
Employer's 

Proportionate
Share of the

Collective Net Pension's Plans 
Employer's Employer's Pension Liability Fiduciary Net

Proportion of Proportion as a Percentage Position as a 
the Collective Share of the of the Employer's Percentage of
Net Pension Collective Net Employer's Covered the Total

Liability Pension Liability Covered Payroll Payroll Pension Liability

6/30/2014 0.11126% 6,923,153$      4,232,207$      163.58% 76.98%
6/30/2015 0.17862% 7,359,819        4,134,515        178.01% 77.95%
6/30/2016 0.17381% 9,002,206        3,613,896        249.10% 74.79%
6/30/2017 0.17034% 10,177,973      3,722,313        273.43% 73.93%
6/30/2018 0.17176% 10,078,078      3,862,606        260.91% 75.38%
6/30/2019 0.17251% 10,769,243      3,978,484        270.69% 75.68%
6/30/2020 0.17600% 11,725,412      3,676,631        318.92% 75.61%

Measurement 
Date

* Measurement date 6/30/2014 (fiscal year 2015) was the first year of implementation.  
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Miscellaneous Plan
Contribution in
Relation to the Contributions as

Contractually Contractually Contribution a Percentage of
Determined Determined Deficiency Employer's Covered

Contributions Contributions1 (Excess) Covered Payroll Payroll

2013-14 996,243$      (996,243)$     -$              5,932,314$        16.79%
2014-15 962,897        (962,897)       -                5,411,229          17.79%
2015-16 732,914        (732,914)       -                4,722,459          15.52%
2016-17 816,082        (816,082)       -                4,864,133          16.78%
2017-18 956,792        (956,792)       -                5,052,100          18.94%
2018-19 1,156,583     (1,156,583)    -                5,203,663          22.23%
2019-20 1,390,388     (1,390,388)    -                5,145,199          27.02%
2020-21 1,595,185     (1,595,185)    -                8,181,668          19.50%

* Measurement date 6/30/2014 (fiscal year 2015) was the first year of implementation.

Notes to Schedule:

Change in Benefit Terms: None

1Employers are assumed to make contributions equal to the actuarially determined contributions. 
However, some employers may choose to make additional contributions towards their unfunded liability. 
Employer contributions for such plans exceed the actuarially determined contributions.

Fiscal Year

Change in Assumptions: For 2020, the Plan adopted a new amortization policy effective with the 2019
actuarial valuation. The new amortization policy shortens the period over which actuarial gains and
losses are amortized from 30 years to 20 years with the payments computed as a level dollar amount.
In addition, the new policy does not utilize a five-year ramp-up and ramp-down on UAL bases attributable 
to assumption changes and non-investment gains/losses. The new policy also does not utilize a five-

year ramp-down on investment gains/losses. These changes apply only to new UAL bases established

on or after June 30, 2019. There were no changes in assumptions in 2019. In 2018, demographic

assumptions and inflation rate were changed in accordance to the CalPERS Experience Study and

Review of Actuarial Assumptions December 2017. There were no changes in the discount rate in 2019.

In 2017, the accounting discount rate was reduced from 7.65 percent to 7.15 percent. In 2016, there

were no changes in the discount rate. In 2015, amounts reported reflect an adjustment of the discount

rate from 7.5 percent (net of administrative expense) to 7.65 percent (without a reduction for pension

plan administrative expense). In 2014, amounts reported were based on the 7.5 percent discount rate.
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Safety Plan
Contribution in
Relation to the Contributions as

Contractually Contractually Contribution a Percentage of
Determined Determined Deficiency Employer's Covered

Contributions Contributions1 (Excess) Covered Payroll Payroll

2013-14 1,421,157$   (1,421,157)$  -$              4,232,207$   33.58%
2014-15 1,356,940     (1,356,940)    -                4,134,515     32.82%
2015-16 1,181,118     (1,181,118)    -                3,613,896     32.68%
2016-17 1,281,860     (1,281,860)    -                3,722,313     34.44%
2017-18 1,402,549     (1,402,549)    -                3,862,606     36.31%
2018-19 1,645,661     (1,645,661)    -                3,978,484     41.36%
2019-20 1,838,564     (1,838,564)    -                3,676,631     50.01%
2020-21 1,751,746     (1,751,746)    -                4,334,892     40.41%

* Measurement date 6/30/2014 (fiscal year 2015) was the first year of implementation.

Notes to Schedule:

Change in Benefit Terms: None

1Employers are assumed to make contributions equal to the actuarially determined contributions. 
However, some employers may choose to make additional contributions towards their unfunded 
liability. Employer contributions for such plans exceed the actuarially determined contributions.

Fiscal Year

Change in Assumptions: For 2020, the Plan adopted a new amortization policy effective with the
2019 actuarial valuation. The new amortization policy shortens the period over which actuarial
gains and losses are amortized from 30 years to 20 years with the payments computed as a level
dollar amount. In addition, the new policy does not utilize a five-year ramp-up and ramp-down on
UAL bases attributable to assumption changes and non-investment gains/losses. The new policy
also does not utilize a five-year ramp-down on investment gains/losses. These changes apply only
to new UAL bases established on or after June 30, 2019. There were no changes in assumptions
in 2019. In 2018, demographic assumptions and inflation rate were changed in accordance to the
CalPERS Experience Study and Review of Actuarial Assumptions December 2017. There were no
changes in the discount rate in 2019. In 2017, the accounting discount rate was reduced from 7.65
percent to 7.15 percent. In 2016, there were no changes in the discount rate. In 2015, amounts
reported reflect an adjustment of the discount rate from 7.5 percent (net of administrative expense)
to 7.65 percent (without a reduction for pension plan administrative expense). In 2014, amounts
reported were based on the 7.5 percent discount rate.  
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Actual Variance with
Original Final Amounts Final Budget 

REVENUES:
Assessments levied 443,907$            443,907$            680,109$           236,202$         
Use of money and property 266,094              266,094              51,730               (214,364)         

Total revenues 710,001              710,001              731,839             21,838             

EXPENDITURES:
Current:

Public works 3,000 3,000 172,938             (169,938)         
Total Expenditures 3,000                  3,000                  172,938             (169,938)         

REVENUES OVER (UNDER)

EXPENDITURES 707,001              707,001              558,901             (148,100)         

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES):
Transfers (out) (1,500,000)         (3,850,000)         (221,008)            3,628,992        

Total other financing sources (1,500,000)         (3,850,000)         (221,008)            3,628,992        

Net change in fund balance (792,999)$          (3,142,999)$       337,893             3,480,892$      

FUND BALANCE:

Beginning of year 13,336,436        

End of year 13,674,329$      

Budgeted Amounts
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Actual Variance with
Original Final Amounts Final Budget 

REVENUES:
Intergovernmental -$                   -$                   953,669$           953,669$         
Use of money and property -                     -                     7,929                 7,929               
Other revenues -                     -                     6,041,922          6,041,922        

Total revenues -                     -                     7,003,520          7,003,520        

EXPENDITURES:
Capital outlay 9,325,000 19,725,000 4,260,351          15,464,649      

Total Expenditures 9,325,000           19,725,000         4,260,351          15,464,649      

REVENUES OVER (UNDER)

EXPENDITURES (9,325,000)         (19,725,000)       2,743,169          22,468,169      

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES):
Transfers in 9,325,000 22,125,000 7,578,005          (14,546,995)    

Total other financing sources 9,325,000           22,125,000         7,578,005          (14,546,995)    

Net change in fund balance -$                   2,400,000$         10,321,174        7,921,174$      

FUND BALANCE:

Beginning of year 310,298             

End of year 10,631,472$      

Budgeted Amounts
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Actual Variance with
Original Final Amounts Final Budget 

REVENUES:
Use of money and property 6,976,579$         6,976,579$         4,292,477$         (2,684,102)$      

Total revenues 6,976,579           6,976,579           4,292,477           (2,684,102)        

EXPENDITURES:
Debt service:

Principal 3,090,000 3,090,000 3,540,000           (450,000)           
Payment to refunded bond escrow agent -                      2,213,934           3,563,485           (1,349,551)        
Interest and fiscal charges 3,730,099 3,730,099 4,820,703           (1,090,604)        

Total Expenditures 6,820,099           9,034,033           11,924,188         (2,890,155)        

REVENUES OVER (UNDER)

EXPENDITURES 156,480              (2,057,454)          (7,631,711)         (5,574,257)        

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES):
Refunding bonds issued -                      35,875,000         35,875,000         -                    
Payment to refunded bond escrow agent -                      (34,829,600)        (34,829,600)       -                    

Total other financing sources -                      1,045,400           1,045,400           -                    

Net change in fund balance 156,480$            (1,012,054)$        (6,586,311)         (5,574,257)$      

FUND BALANCE:

Beginning of year 92,767,025         

End of year 86,180,714$       

Budgeted Amounts
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Special Revenue Funds
Road Maintenance

State Gas and Rehabilitation Measure A AB 2766
Tax Fund Act Fund Fund Fund

ASSETS
Cash and investments 159,101$       1,344,648$              2,188,730$        604,839$        
Receivables:

Accounts -                 -                           -                    -                  
Due from other governments -                 93,022                     380,071             17,091            
Total assets 159,101$       1,437,670$              2,568,801$        621,930$        

LIABILITIES AND FUND BALANCES
Liabilities:

Accounts payable and accrued liabilities -$               -$                         -$                  -$                
Unearned revenue -                 -                           -                    -                  

Total liabilities -                 -                           -                    -                  

Fund Balances (deficit):
Restricted 159,101         1,437,670                2,568,801          621,930          
Unassigned -                 -                           -                    -                  

Total fund balances 159,101         1,437,670                2,568,801          621,930          

Total liabilities and fund balances 159,101$       1,437,670$              2,568,801$        621,930$        
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Special Revenue Funds
Other Federal COPS State

PEG Fees Grants Grant Asset Seizure
Fund Fund Fund Fund

ASSETS
Cash and investments 17,578$          1,621,204$      344,213$       338,798$          
Receivables:

Accounts 6,097              -                   -                 -                   
Due from other governments -                  -                   -                 -                   

Total assets 23,675$          1,621,204$      344,213$       338,798$          

LIABILITIES AND FUND BALANCES
Liabilities:

Accounts payable and accrued liabilities -$                25,834$           30,872$         -$                 
Unearned revenue -                  1,680,367        -                 43,784              

Total liabilities -                  1,706,201        30,872           43,784              

Fund Balances (deficit):
Restricted 23,675            -                   313,341         295,014            
Unassigned -                  (84,997)            -                 -                   

Total fund balances 23,675            (84,997)            313,341         295,014            

Total liabilities and fund balances 23,675$          1,621,204$      344,213$       338,798$          

(Continued)
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Federal Other Total Other
Asset Seizure Special Revenue Governmental

Fund Fund Funds
ASSETS

Cash and investments 6,030$              251,662$              6,876,803$        
Receivables:

Accounts -                   -                        6,097                 
Due from other governments -                   -                        490,184             

Total assets 6,030$              251,662$              7,373,084$        

LIABILITIES AND FUND BALANCES
Liabilities:

Accounts payable and accrued liabilities -$                 11,418$                68,124$             
Unearned revenue -                   56,437                  1,780,588          

Total liabilities -                   67,855                  1,848,712          

Fund Balances (deficit):
Restricted 6,030                183,807                5,609,369          
Unassigned -                   -                        (84,997)              

Total fund balances 6,030                183,807                5,524,372          

Total liabilities and fund balances 6,030$              251,662$              7,373,084$        

Special Revenue Funds
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Special Revenue Funds
Road Maintenance

State Gas and Rehabilitation Measure A AB 2766
Tax Fund Act Fund Fund Fund

REVENUES:
Taxes -$                    -$                          1,317,492$          -$           
Intergovernmental 1,131,598            941,053                    -                      205,861     
License and permits -                      -                            -                      -             
Use of money and property 3,719                   2,148                        4,262                   1,864         
Other revenues -                      -                            -                      -             

Total revenues 1,135,317            943,201                    1,321,754            207,725     

EXPENDITURES:
Current:

Public safety -                      -                            -                      60,636       
Community development -                      -                            -                      -             
Community services -                      -                            -                      -             

Total expenditures -                      -                            -                      60,636       

REVENUES OVER 
(UNDER) EXPENDITURES 1,135,317            943,201                    1,321,754            147,089     

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES):
Transfers in -                      254,313                    212,731               -             
Transfers (out) (976,216)             (311,664)                   (314,063)             -             

Total other financing sources (uses) (976,216)             (57,351)                     (101,332)             -             

Net changes in fund balances 159,101               885,850                    1,220,422            147,089     

FUND BALANCES (DEFICIT):
Beginning of year -                      551,820                    1,348,379            474,841     

End of year 159,101$             1,437,670$               2,568,801$          621,930$   
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Special Revenue Funds
Other Federal COPS State

PEG Fees Grants Grant Asset Seizure
Fund Fund Fund Fund

REVENUES:
Taxes -$                 -$                  -$                -$                  
Intergovernmental -                   2,667,071         155,139          5,092                
License and permits 26,629              -                    -                  -                    
Use of money and property 67                     -                    1,171              882                   
Other revenues -                   -                    -                  -                    

Total revenues 26,696              2,667,071         156,310          5,974                

EXPENDITURES:
Current:

Public safety -                   -                    203,706          691                   
Community development -                   133,338            -                  -                    
Community services 24,503              -                    -                  1,208                

Total expenditures 24,503              133,338            203,706          1,899                

REVENUES OVER 
(UNDER) EXPENDITURES 2,193                2,533,733         (47,396)           4,075                

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES):
Transfers in -                   -                    -                  -                    
Transfers (out) -                   (2,618,730)        (7,076)             -                    

Total other financing sources (uses) -                   (2,618,730)        (7,076)             -                    

Net changes in fund balances 2,193                (84,997)             (54,472)           4,075                

FUND BALANCES (DEFICIT):
Beginning of year 21,482              -                    367,813          290,939            

End of year 23,675$            (84,997)$           313,341$        295,014$          

(Continued)  
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Federal Other Total Other
Asset Seizure Special Revenue Governmental

Fund Fund Funds
REVENUES:

Taxes -$                 -$                      1,317,492$        
Intergovernmental -                   -                        5,105,814          
License and permits -                   6,793                    33,422               
Use of money and property 2                       879                       14,994               
Other revenues -                   57,857                  57,857               

Total revenues 2                       65,529                  6,529,579          

EXPENDITURES:
Current:

Public safety -                   -                        265,033             
Community development -                   44,378                  177,716             
Community services -                   -                        25,711               

Total expenditures -                   44,378                  468,460             

REVENUES OVER 
(UNDER) EXPENDITURES 2                       21,151                  6,061,119          

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES):
Transfers in -                   -                        467,044             
Transfers (out) -                   (517)                      (4,228,266)        

Total other financing sources (uses) -                   (517)                      (3,761,222)        

Net changes in fund balances 2                       20,634                  2,299,897          

FUND BALANCES (DEFICIT):
Beginning of year 6,028                163,173                3,224,475          

End of year 6,030$              183,807                5,524,372$        

Special Revenue Funds
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Actual Variance with
Original Final Amounts Final Budget 

REVENUES:
Intergovernmental 971,341$            971,341$            1,131,598$        160,257$           
Use of money and property 4,875 4,875 3,719                 (1,156)               

Total revenues 976,216              976,216              1,135,317          159,101             

REVENUES OVER (UNDER)

EXPENDITURES 976,216              976,216              1,135,317          159,101             

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES):
Transfers (out) (976,216)            (976,216)            (976,216)            -                    

Total other financing sources (976,216)            (976,216)            (976,216)            -                    

Net change in fund balance -$                   -$                   159,101             159,101$           

FUND BALANCE:

Beginning of year -                     

End of year 159,101$           

Budgeted Amounts
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Actual Variance with
Original Final Amounts Final Budget 

REVENUES:
Intergovernmental 731,313$            731,313$            941,053$           209,740$           
Use of money and property 34,931 34,931 2,148                 (32,783)             

Total revenues 766,244              766,244              943,201             176,957             

REVENUES OVER (UNDER)

EXPENDITURES 766,244              766,244              943,201             176,957             

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES):
Transfers in -                     -                     254,313             254,313             
Transfers (out) (730,000)            (730,000)            (311,664)            418,336             

Total other financing sources (730,000)            (730,000)            (57,351)              672,649             

Net change in fund balance 36,244$              36,244$              885,850             849,606$           

FUND BALANCE:

Beginning of year 551,820             

End of year 1,437,670$        

Budgeted Amounts
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Actual Variance with
Original Final Amounts Final Budget 

REVENUES:
Taxes 723,205$            723,205$            1,317,492$        594,287$         
Use of money and property 11,869 11,869 4,262                 (7,607)             

Total revenues 735,074              735,074              1,321,754          586,680           

REVENUES OVER (UNDER)

EXPENDITURES 735,074              735,074              1,321,754          586,680           

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES):
Transfers in -                     -                     212,731             212,731           
Transfers (out) (800,000)            (800,000)            (314,063)            485,937           

Total other financing sources (800,000)            (800,000)            (101,332)            698,668           

Net change in fund balance (64,926)$            (64,926)$            1,220,422          1,285,348$      

FUND BALANCE:

Beginning of year 1,348,379          

End of year 2,568,801$        

Budgeted Amounts
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Actual Variance with
Original Final Amounts Final Budget 

REVENUES:
Intergovernmental 62,500$              62,500$              205,861$           143,361$         
Use of money and property 3,020                  3,020                  1,864                 (1,156)             

Total revenues 65,520                65,520                207,725             142,205           

EXPENDITURES:
Current:

Public safety -                     80,667                60,636               20,031             
Total Expenditures -                     80,667                60,636               20,031             

REVENUES OVER (UNDER)

EXPENDITURES 65,520                (15,147)              147,089             162,236           

Net change in fund balance 65,520$              (15,147)$            147,089             162,236$         

FUND BALANCE:

Beginning of year 474,841             

End of year 621,930$           

Budgeted Amounts
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Actual Variance with
Original Final Amounts Final Budget 

REVENUES:
License and permits 25,800$              25,800$              26,629$             829$                
Use of money and property 2,007 2,007 67                      (1,940)             

Total revenues 27,807                27,807                26,696               (1,111)             

EXPENDITURES:
Current:

Community services -                     24,800                24,503               297                  
Total Expenditures -                     24,800                24,503               297                  

REVENUES OVER (UNDER)

EXPENDITURES 27,807                3,007                  2,193                 (814)                

Net change in fund balance 27,807$              3,007$                2,193                 (814)$              

FUND BALANCE:

Beginning of year 21,482               

End of year 23,675$             

Budgeted Amounts
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Actual Variance with
Original Final Amounts Final Budget 

REVENUES:
Intergovernmental 440,000$            4,728,728$         2,667,071$         (2,061,657)$      

Total revenues 440,000              4,728,728           2,667,071           (2,061,657)        

EXPENDITURES:
Current:

Community development 440,000 440,000 133,338              306,662             
Total Expenditures 440,000              440,000              133,338              306,662             

REVENUES OVER (UNDER)

EXPENDITURES -                      4,288,728           2,533,733           (1,754,995)        

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES):
Transfers (out) -                      (2,755,572)          (2,618,730)         136,842             

Total other financing sources -                      (2,755,572)          (2,618,730)         136,842             

Net change in fund balance -$                    1,533,156$         (84,997)              (1,618,153)$      

FUND BALANCE (DEFICIT):

Beginning of year -                     

End of year (84,997)$            

Budgeted Amounts
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Actual Variance with
Original Final Amounts Final Budget 

REVENUES:
Intergovernmental 100,000$            100,000$            155,139$           55,139$           
Use of money and property 2,609                  2,609                  1,171                 (1,438)             

Total revenues 102,609              102,609              156,310             53,701             

EXPENDITURES:
Current:

Public safety 25,167 183,467 203,706             (20,239)           
Total Expenditures 25,167                183,467              203,706             (20,239)           

REVENUES OVER (UNDER)

EXPENDITURES 77,442                (80,858)              (47,396)              33,462             

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES):
Transfers (out) (65,770)              (65,770)              (7,076)                58,694             

Total other financing sources (65,770)              (65,770)              (7,076)                58,694             

Net change in fund balance 11,672$              (146,628)$          (54,472)              92,156$           

FUND BALANCE:

Beginning of year 367,813             

End of year 313,341$           

Budgeted Amounts
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Actual Variance with
Original Final Amounts Final Budget 

REVENUES:
Intergovernmental 1,347$                1,347$                5,092$               3,745$             
Use of money and property 4,822 4,822 882                    (3,940)             

Total revenues 6,169                  6,169                  5,974                 (195)                

EXPENDITURES:
Current:

Public safety -                     -                     691                    (691)                
Community services -                     -                     1,208                 (1,208)             

Total Expenditures -                     -                     1,899                 (1,899)             

REVENUES OVER (UNDER)

EXPENDITURES 6,169                  6,169                  4,075                 (2,094)             

Net change in fund balance 6,169$                6,169$                4,075                 (2,094)$           

FUND BALANCE:

Beginning of year 290,939             

End of year 295,014$           

Budgeted Amounts
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Actual Variance with
Original Final Amounts Final Budget 

REVENUES:
Intergovernmental 12,000$              12,000$              -$                   (12,000)$         
License and permits 3,918                  3,918                  6,793                 2,875               
Use of money and property -                     -                     879                    879                  
Other revenues 18,628                18,628                57,857               39,229             

Total revenues 34,546                34,546                65,529               30,983             

EXPENDITURES:
Current:

Community development 51,630 51,630 44,378               7,252               
Total Expenditures 51,630                51,630                44,378               7,252               

REVENUES OVER (UNDER)

EXPENDITURES (17,084)              (17,084)              21,151               38,235             

Transfers (out) -                     -                     (517)                   (517)                

Total other financing sources -                     -                     (517)                   (517)                

Net change in fund balance (17,084)$            (17,084)$            20,634               37,718$           

FUND BALANCE:

Beginning of year 163,173             

End of year 183,807$           

Budgeted Amounts
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Community
Facilities Evidence

District Collection Fund Total

ASSETS
Cash and investments 18,458,674$        45,480$               18,504,154$        
Cash and investments with fiscal agent 25,115,350          -                       25,115,350          
Due from other governments 348,319               -                       348,319               

Total assets 43,922,343          45,480                 43,967,823          

LIABILITIES
Interest payable 4,184,331            -                       4,184,331            
Unearned revenue -                       11,736                 11,736                 
Deposits payable -                       31,882                 31,882                 
Due to other governments 110,797,432        -                       110,797,432        
Due to bondholders 144,230,825        -                       144,230,825        

Total liabilities 259,212,588        43,618                 259,256,206        

Net Position (deficit)
Restricted for:

Individuals, organizations and other governments (215,290,245)       1,862                   (215,288,383)       
Total net position (215,290,245)$     1,862$                 (215,288,383)$     
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Community
Facilities Evidence

District Collection Fund Total
ADDITIONS:

Investment Income 14,980$                 12$                 14,992$           
Assessments 19,233,442            -                  19,233,442      
Proceeds from bonds 18,957,711            -                  18,957,711      

Total additions 38,206,133            12                   38,206,145      

DEDUCTIONS:
Payments to trustee 8,898,870              -                  8,898,870        
Interest expense 10,763,754            -                  10,763,754      
Bond issuance cost 379,243                 -                  379,243           
Payment for infrastructure 12,568,362            -                  12,568,362      

Total deductions 32,610,229            -                  32,610,229      

Change in net position 5,595,904              12                   5,595,916        

NET POSITION:
Beginning of year, as restated (220,886,149)         1,850              (220,884,299)   
End of year (215,290,245)$       1,862$            (215,288,383)$ 
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2012 2013 2014 2015

Governmental activities
Net investment in capital assets -$                   -$                   -$                   -$                    

Restricted 36,104,840      31,785,547      27,651,232      32,785,514       

Unrestricted 15,424,223      (32,707,527)     (34,861,337)     (89,979,209)      

Total governmental activities net position 51,529,063$    (921,980)$        (7,210,105)$     (57,193,695)$    

Business-type activities
Net investment in capital assets 47,174,662$    48,712,794$    47,357,696$    52,039,617$     

Restricted 1,134,950        -                  -                  -                  

Unrestricted 1,766,094        733,877           3,461,080        (2,786,155)       

Total business-type activities net position 50,075,706$    49,446,671$    50,818,776$    49,253,462$     

Primary government
Net investment in capital assets 47,174,662$    48,712,794$    47,357,696$    52,039,617$     

Restricted 37,239,790      31,785,547      27,651,232      32,785,514       

Unrestricted 17,190,317      (31,973,650)     (31,400,257)     (92,765,364)      

Total primary government net position 101,604,769$   48,524,691$    43,608,671$    (7,940,233)$      

Fiscal Year

 
Source:  City of Beaumont Finance Department Audited Financial Statements 
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2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

-$                       41,036,317$     161,035,919$   180,996,750$   191,989,902$   199,529,502$   

48,232,914          253,984,801     133,927,879     125,918,630     118,674,754     121,676,799     

(22,231,046)         (13,630,302)      (7,563,390)       457,794           7,180,682        12,223,595       

26,001,868$        281,390,816$   287,400,408$   307,373,174$   317,845,338$   333,429,896$   

50,742,754$        127,028,681$   124,163,481$   134,524,431$   137,744,251$   134,777,249$   

-                     -                  -                  -                  -                  595,399           

897,094              2,246,526        9,681,229        (475,808)          4,609,395        3,069,283        

51,639,848$        129,275,207$   133,844,710$   134,048,623$   142,353,646$   138,441,931$   

50,742,754$        168,064,998$   285,199,400$   315,521,181$   329,734,153$   334,306,751$   

48,232,914          253,984,801     133,927,879     125,918,630     118,674,754     122,272,198     

(21,333,952)         (11,383,776)      2,117,839        (18,014)            11,790,077       15,292,878       

77,641,716$        410,666,023$   421,245,118$   441,421,797$   460,198,984$   471,871,827$   
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2012 2013 2014 2015

Expenses

Governmental activities:

General government 6,208,903$       5,618,665$       4,968,528$       7,309,913$       

Public safety 14,856,462       15,198,102       15,219,502       13,414,301       

Public works 5,804,635         4,763,622         7,812,711         1,552,407         

Community development 43,634,529       65,303,162       6,947,833         1,914,356         

Community services 3,248,845         3,355,226         156,923            4,880,614         

Refuse -                    -                    -                    4,144,778         

Pass-through payments 383,539            -                    -                    -                    

Interest on long-term debt -                    -                    161,272            2,660,836         

Total governmental activities expenses 74,136,913       94,238,777       35,266,769       35,877,205       

Business-type activities:

Sewer 5,906,651         5,714,311         6,074,330         7,986,837         

Transit 1,656,469         1,941,586         2,258,381         2,211,872         

Total business-type activities expenses 7,563,120         7,655,897         8,332,711         10,198,709       

Total primary government expenses 81,700,033$     101,894,674$   43,599,480$     46,075,914$     

Program Revenues

Governmental activities:

Charges for services 7,403,279$       5,955,862$       7,339,117$       9,855,807$       

Operating grants 4,832,762         3,456,547         4,708,037         6,337,968         

Capital grants 53,140,151       20,937,453       6,051,679         4,364,103         
65,376,192       30,349,862       18,098,833       20,557,878$     

Business-type activities:

Charges for services 4,485,579         4,895,175         8,041,655         8,021,109         

Operating grants 1,260,000         1,238,220         1,636,434         1,847,564         

Capital Grants 314,083            800,088            304,610            10,445              
6,059,662         6,933,483         9,982,699         9,879,118$       

Total primary government revenues 71,435,854$     37,283,345$     28,081,532$     30,436,996$     

Net (expense)/revenue

Governmental activities (8,760,721)$      (63,888,915)$    (17,167,936)$    (15,319,327)$    

Business-type activities (1,503,458)        (722,414)           1,649,988         (319,591)           
(10,264,179)$    (64,611,329)$    (15,517,948)$    (15,638,918)$    

Total governmental activities program revenues

Total business-type activities program revenues

Total primary government net (expense)/revenue

Fiscal Year

 
Source:  City of Beaumont Finance Department Audited Financial Statements 
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2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

3,397,331$       7,593,312$       5,356,762$       6,010,855$       6,387,414$       10,322,019$     

11,236,896       13,526,022       18,969,972       15,641,308       17,326,496       17,896,367       

1,976,427         5,030,993         5,563,653         8,536,946         4,051,200         8,738,889         

1,367,789         4,441,655         2,431,640         2,396,300         2,203,993         2,109,290         

3,050,603         2,528,668         3,478,806         3,840,603         4,805,108         4,567,596         

4,138,062         4,239,048         4,899,889         5,504,512         -                    -                    

-                    -                    -                    -                    -                    -                    

-                    10,369,211       7,181,818         4,415,612         4,980,043         4,742,632         

25,167,108       47,728,909       47,882,540       46,346,136       39,754,254       48,376,793       

6,043,880         11,192,584       10,430,002       14,993,895       15,084,760       16,480,072       

2,478,621         2,990,218         3,119,254         3,353,923         3,260,924         3,103,538         

8,522,501         14,182,802       13,549,256       18,347,818       18,345,684       19,583,610       

33,689,609$     61,911,711$     61,431,796$     64,693,954$     58,099,938$     67,960,403$     

9,561,023$       15,939,510$     15,749,036$     13,488,153$     6,004,874$       6,223,772$       

9,449,166         286,368            77,514              884,195            1,626,798         4,116,354         

5,304,634         12,450,382       20,409,806       17,527,025       8,773,350         16,582,075       
24,314,823$     28,676,260       36,236,356       31,899,373       16,405,022       26,922,201       

7,362,793         7,644,407         8,282,833         8,993,637         10,697,882       10,955,015       

2,063,600         2,262,277         2,347,256         2,557,412         3,228,349         2,251,555         

1,479,942         473,715            6,171,672         1,575,041         7,334,406         1,852,603         
10,906,335$     10,380,399       16,801,761       13,126,090       21,260,637       15,059,173       

35,221,158$     39,056,659$     53,038,117$     45,025,463$     37,665,659$     41,981,374$     

(852,285)$         (19,052,649)$    (11,646,184)$    (14,446,763)$    (23,349,232)$    (21,454,592)$    

2,383,834         (3,802,403)        3,252,505         (5,221,728)        2,914,953         (4,524,437)        
1,531,549$       (22,855,052)$    (8,393,679)$      (19,668,491)$    (20,434,279)$    (25,979,029)$    
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General Revenues and Other Changes in

Net Position

2012 2013 2014 2015

Government activities:

Taxes

Property taxes 2,601,805$       3,314,109$       2,846,677$       3,894,320$       

Sales taxes 3,732,539         3,846,904         4,149,782         4,209,246         

Vehicle in lieu tax 2,582,829         2,637,026         2,709,016         3,244,340         

Utility Users Tax -                    -                    -                    1,373,661         

Franchise tax 787,791            837,617            882,609            944,869            

Transient occupancy tax -                    -                    -                    224,705            

Other taxes 1,591,486         1,665,975         1,778,239         209,124            

Business Licenses -                    -                    -                    -                    

Transfers -                    -                    -                    -                    

Total taxes and transfers 11,296,450       12,301,631       12,366,323       14,100,265       

Construction bond proceeds -                    -                    -                    -                    

Developer Contributions -                    -                    -                    -                    

Investment Earnings 772,655            419,671            827,047            129,837            

Miscellaneous 769,561            555,543            562,353            156,283            

Gain (Loss) on sale of capital assets -                    -                    -                    -                    

Total governmental activities 12,838,666       13,276,845       13,755,723       14,386,385       

Business-type activities:

Investment Earnings 20,659              80,587              55,973              4,267                

Developer Contributions -                    -                    -                    -                    

Miscellaneous -                    12,792              7,753                -                    

Mitigation Fees -                    -                    -                    -                    

Transfers -                    -                    -                    -                    

Gain (Loss) on sale of capital assets -                    -                    -                    -                    

Total business-type activities 20,659              93,379              63,726              4,267                

Total primary government 12,859,325$     13,370,224$     13,819,449$     14,390,652$     

Extraordinary Items (Governmental Activities)

Write off of advance receivable -$                  -$                  -$                  (21,500,000)$    

Settlement - restitution -                    -                    -                    -                    

Refunding CFD 93-01 -                    -                    -                    -                    

Successor Agency debt reversal -                    -                    -                    -                    

Gain on advance from city write off 800,953            -                    -                    -                    

Gain on transfer of assets and liabilities to RDA Successor Agency 20,951,628       -                    -                    -                    

WRCOG judgement settlement -                    -                    -                    -                    

Total primary government 21,752,581$     -$                  -$                  (21,500,000)$    

Change in Net Position

Governmental activities 25,830,526$     (50,612,070)$    (3,412,213)$      (22,432,942)$    

Business-type activities (1,482,799)        (629,035)           1,713,714         (315,324)           

Total primary government 24,347,727$     (51,241,105)$    (1,698,499)$      (22,748,266)$    

Fiscal Year

 
Source:  City of Beaumont Finance Department Audited Financial Statements 
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2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

3,762,290$        4,852,263$        5,199,098$        5,656,662$        11,107,476$      12,701,479$      

4,966,331         4,851,947         5,631,332         6,596,935         7,593,729         8,869,746         

3,506,871         3,768,042         4,125,662         4,517,090         38,307              37,754              

1,804,096         1,545,893         1,524,158         1,584,224         1,650,094         1,887,031         

929,261            805,244            3,285,697         3,908,531         8,074,504         3,183,803         

283,999            325,874            363,868            335,304            278,504            298,879            

77,163              880,255            1,194,389         958,614            -                   -                   

196,185            231,688            247,193            294,968            342,702            415,229            

-                   -                   322                  (3,120,964)        -                   239,958            

15,526,196        17,261,206        21,571,719        20,731,364        29,085,316        27,633,879        

-                   -                   -                   -                   -                   233,922            

-                   -                   11,343,940        9,055,054         -                   4,001,607         

13,232              10,490,307        7,851,992         5,390,216         4,230,375         4,618,626         

359,206            55,710              355,360            716,944            472,274            526,724            

-                   42,237              5,341                52,377              33,431              24,392              

15,898,634        27,849,460        41,128,352        35,945,955        33,821,396        37,039,150        

2,552                4,475                13,606              1,564,220         565,390            57,721              

-                   -                   778,223            731,125            -                   -                   

-                   30                    525,491            3,393                5,242                13,719              

-                   -                   -                   -                   4,819,408         1,123,349         

-                   -                   (322)                 3,120,964         -                   (239,958)           

-                   -                   -                   5,939                30                    -                   

2,552                4,505                1,316,998         5,425,641         5,390,070         954,831            

15,901,186$      27,853,965$      42,445,350$      41,371,596$      39,211,466$      37,993,981$      

-$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 -$                 

-                   3,000,000         -                   -                   -                   -                   

-                   -                   (11,947,642)       -                   -                   -                   

4,235,674         -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   

-                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   

-                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   

58,098,626        -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   

62,334,300$      3,000,000$        (11,947,642)$     -$                 -$                 -$                 

77,380,649$      11,796,811$      17,534,526$      21,499,192$      10,472,164$      15,584,558$      

2,386,386         (3,797,898)        4,569,503         203,913            8,305,023         (3,569,606)        

79,767,035$      7,998,913$        22,104,029$      21,703,105$      18,777,187$      12,014,952$      
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Fiscal Property Sales & Use Transient Franchise Motor Vehicle Utility Users *Other Business CFD

Year Taxes  Tax/Measure A Occupancy Tax Fees In Lieu Tax Taxes Taxes Licenses Assessments Total

2012 2,601,805$    3,732,539$        205,074$           787,791$  2,582,829$     -$             1,591,486$ 153,192$    19,518,510$   31,173,226$      

2013 3,314,109      3,846,904          235,656            837,617    2,637,026       -              1,665,975   206,634      21,110,633     33,854,554        

2014 2,846,677      4,149,782          196,114            882,609    2,709,016       -              1,778,239   204,470      22,295,061     35,061,968        

2015 4,016,833      4,209,246          224,705            944,869    3,244,340       1,373,661     1,152,746   209,124      23,520,973     38,896,498        

2016 4,391,074      4,966,331          283,999            929,261    3,506,871       1,804,096     999,244      196,185      24,235,209     41,312,270        

2017 4,852,262      4,851,947          325,874            805,244    3,768,042       1,545,893     880,256      231,688      25,245,610     42,506,817        

2018 5,199,098      5,631,332          363,868            876,551    4,125,662       1,524,158     976,299      247,193      23,871,332     42,815,493        

2019 5,656,662      6,596,935          335,304            912,924    4,517,090       1,584,224     958,614      294,968      23,953,820     44,810,540        

2020 6,109,624      7,593,728          278,504            8,074,504 4,997,852       1,650,094     1,089,543   342,702      24,999,645     55,136,196        

 

2021 6,991,565      8,869,746          298,879            3,183,803 5,709,914       1,887,031     1,169,351   415,229      25,884,547     54,410,067         
Includes General Fund, Special Revenue, Capital Projects Funds, Internal Service Funds (2021), Enterprise Funds and Fiduciary Funds. 
* Other Taxes include Vehicle License Collection, Gas Tax and Traffic Congestion Relief Apportionment tied to SB1 (FY2018) 
 
Source: City of Beaumont Finance Department Audited Financial Statements (FY2012- 2014); CFD Assessments from Tyler 
Source: City of Beaumont Finance Department Tyler Accounting Software (FY2015 and older)
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2012 2013 2014 2015

General fund

Reserved -$                -$                -$                -$                

Unreserved -                  -                  -                  -                  

Non Spendable: -                  -                  -                  -                  

Notes and Loans Receivable 321,066           289,442           -                  249,493           

Advances to RDA Successor Agency 21,500,000       21,500,000       21,500,000      -                  

Prepaid items -                  -                  -                  -                  

Restricted

Committed for:

Capital Projects -                  -                  -                  -                  

Self Insurance -                  -                  -                  -                  

Pension Trust Funding -                  -                  -                  -                  
Assigned for:

Re-appropriation -                  -                  -                  -                  

Unassigned (4,162,063)       (6,866,481)       (6,354,884)       (7,438,424)       

Total general fund 17,659,003$     14,922,961$     15,145,116$     (7,188,931)$     

All other governmental funds

Reserved -$                -$                -$                -$                

Unreserved -                  -                  -                  -                  
Non Spendable:

Prepaid items -                  -                  -                  -                  

Restricted for:

CFD Projects -                  -                  -                  22,748,722      

Capital Projects 32,206,883       28,104,669       26,605,667      8,763,649        

Streets Projects -                  -                  -                  708,507           

Public Safety 370,221           876,469           406,697           422,142           

PEG Fees -                  -                  -                  142,494           

State Gas Tax 110,745           135,592           -                  -                  

AB 2766 -                  -                  -                  -                  

RMRA -                  -                  -                  -                  

Measure A -                  -                  -                  -                  

Other Special Projects 3,287,173        2,583,460        529,090           -                  

Government Access TV 129,818           85,357             109,778           -                  

COPS Grants -                  -                  -                  -                  

State Asset Forfeiture -                  -                  -                  -                  

Federal Asset Forfeiture -                  -                  -                  -                  

Debt service -                  -                  -                  -                  

Committed for:

Capital Projects -                  -                  -                  -                  

Unassigned -                  -                  -                  -                  

Total all other governmental funds 36,104,840$     31,785,547$     27,651,232$     32,785,514$     

Fiscal Year

 
Sources: City of Beaumont Finance Department Audited Financial Statements
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2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

-$                -$                 -$                 -$                -$                -$                

-                  -                   -                   -                  -                  -                  

-                  -                   -                   -                  -                  

226,186           213,399            215,904            220,634           224,671           225,715           

-                  -                   -                   -                  -                  -                  

-                  -                   -                   83,141            -                  26,262             

-                  6,839,275         6,839,275         -                  4,550,000        -                  

-                  -                   -                   -                  -                  2,850,717        

-                  -                   -                   -                  -                  2,500,000        

-                  -                   -                   -                  -                  214,799           

(4,296,822)       5,034,141         10,315,492       14,980,384      19,290,503      17,576,741      

(4,070,636)$     12,086,815$      17,370,671$      15,284,159$    24,065,174$     23,394,234$     

-$                -$                 -$                 -$                -$                -$                

-                  -                   -                   -                  -                  -                  

-                  -                   -                   -                  -                  304,015           

32,867,745      8,424,392         8,462,228         9,145,832        9,036,520        5,884,930        

13,967,685      25,157,602       15,683,985       12,877,575      13,336,436      13,674,329      

684,297           -                   -                   -                  -                  -                  

550,410           688,820            788,141            1,110,144        664,780           

162,777           219,517            250,014            1,542,017        21,482             23,675             

-                  357,051            263,369            103,421           -                  159,101           

-                  306,698            370,379            1,102,061        474,841           621,930           

-                  -                   -                   -                  551,820           1,437,670        

-                  -                   -                   -                  1,348,379        2,568,801        

981                  90,333              305,975           163,173           183,807           

-                  -                   -                   -                  -                  -                  

-                  -                   -                   -                  -                  313,341           

-                  -                   -                   -                  -                  295,014           

-                  -                   -                   -                  -                  6,030              

-                  223,515,398      101,180,155      98,006,000      92,767,025      85,876,699      

-                  -                   -                   1,417,617        666,248           10,631,472      

-                  -                   -                   -                  -                  (84,997)            

48,232,914$     258,670,459$    127,088,604$    125,610,642$   119,030,704$   121,895,817$   
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2012 2013 2014 2015
Revenues

Taxes 9,196,129$        9,891,679$     9,681,600$        19,240,888$      
Franchise Fees -                   -                -                   -                   
Intergovernmental revenues 6,374,343          6,073,043       7,376,149         297,016            
Licenses, Fees and Permits 564,144            772,780         1,291,053         1,201,320         
Fines and Forfeitures 165,431            151,541         155,671            350,287            
Assessment Levied
Use of money and property 2,137,180          434,265         110,873            129,834            
Charges for services 6,511,684          4,653,501       5,900,241         12,400,655        
Other Revenues 1,011,784          535,200         1,287,290         979,582            
Interfund Charges 6,300,906          6,582,910       6,175,682         -                   

Total Revenues 32,261,601        29,094,919     31,978,559        34,599,582        

Expenditures
General Government 5,292,280          5,101,037       5,067,238         4,969,209         
Public Safety 14,856,462        15,334,992     15,482,011        13,585,249        
Public Works 5,804,635          4,763,622       7,812,711         1,552,407         
Community Development 49,935,435        28,532,830     2,719,182         1,914,356         
Community Services 3,248,845          3,355,226       156,923            4,880,614         
Refuse -                   -                -                   4,144,778         
Capital Outlay -                   -                10,404,333        -                   
Debt Service:

Principal -                   -                300,000            -                   
Refunding Escrow Agent -                   -                -                   -                   
Interest and fiscal charges 1,342,800          -                -                   -                   
Pass -through Payments 383,539            -                -                   -                   

Total Expenditures 80,863,996        57,087,707     41,942,398        31,046,613        

Excess of revenues
over (under) expenditures (48,602,395)       (27,992,788)    (9,963,839)        3,552,969         

Other Financing Sources (Uses)
Capital leases -                   -                -                   -                   
Sales of Property -                   -                -                   -                   
Refunding Bonds Issued -                   -                -                   -                   
Premium on refunding bonds issued -                   -                -                   -                   
Payment to refunded bond escrow agent -                   -                -                   -                   
Proceeds from sale of capital assets -                   -                -                   -                   
Developer Contributions 53,140,151        20,937,453     6,051,679         -                   
Transfers in 3,684,287          1,665,000       3,556,910         -                   
Transfers out (3,704,722)         (1,665,000)      (3,556,910)        -                   

Total Other Financing Sources (Uses) 53,119,716        20,937,453     6,051,679         -                   

Net Change in Fund Balances Before Extraordinary Item 4,517,321          (7,055,335)      (3,912,160)        3,552,969         
 Extraordinary Item 22,206,228        -                -                   (21,500,000)       
 Special Item -                   -                -                   -                   
 Net Change in Fund Balances 26,723,549$      (7,055,335)$    (3,912,160)$       (17,947,031)$     

Debt Service as a percentage of
non-capital expenditures 2.2% 0.0% 1.0% 0.0%

Fiscal Year

 
Source:  City of Beaumont Finance Department Audited Financial Statements
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2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

29,927,330$      11,027,239$      12,163,969$      13,570,476$      14,996,887$      17,410,049$      
-                   -                   3,285,697         3,908,531         8,074,504         3,183,803         

29,788              5,787,280         11,263,234        11,581,831        10,051,669        11,813,339        
1,360,288         10,781,152        13,283,260        8,044,621         3,708,535         6,525,592         

413,052            265,831            262,278            249,914            617,981            344,816            
9,309,555         9,240,825         6,786,653         6,491,075         7,288,277         

148,419            10,613,015        8,023,202         5,569,684         4,337,680         4,693,106         
7,913,344         8,355,018         7,754,417         6,944,423         1,469,367         1,484,669         

545,313            377,102            872,752            4,627,173         1,021,777         7,016,584         
-                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   

40,337,534        56,516,192        66,149,634        61,283,306        50,769,475        59,760,235        

4,735,084         5,464,863         4,434,173         5,940,387         6,439,508         8,460,291         
12,318,788        12,524,089        12,956,345        14,721,189        16,731,402        17,578,516        
1,976,427         2,902,986         3,161,648         3,929,138         2,855,850         2,959,287         
1,367,789         4,295,350         2,000,866         2,096,589         1,952,789         1,951,963         
3,050,603         2,396,166         3,070,774         3,708,469         3,998,071         4,119,407         
4,138,062         4,239,048         4,899,889         5,504,512         -                   -                   

-                   188,738            13,194,674        12,622,062        7,964,820         5,074,099         

-                   6,167,352         118,212,977      3,600,000         3,405,300         3,938,561         
-                   -                   -                   -                   1,149,489         3,563,485         
-                   10,369,211        7,181,818         4,415,612         4,490,634         4,820,703         
-                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   

27,586,753        48,547,803        169,113,164      56,537,958        48,987,863        52,466,312        

12,750,781        7,968,389         (102,963,530)     4,745,348         1,781,612         7,293,923         

-                   96,158              132,444            167,456            78,046              -                   
-                   42,237              5,341                19,494              -                   -                   
-                   -                   -                   -                   5,375,000         35,875,000        
-                   -                   -                   -                   1,014,920         -                   
-                   -                   -                   -                   (6,389,920)        (34,829,600)       
-                   -                   -                   -                   33,431              24,392              
-                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   

11,280              22,007,107        14,209,907        9,682,117         10,561,452        18,489,635        
(11,280)             (22,007,107)       (14,209,585)       (12,803,081)       (10,561,452)       (24,659,177)       

-                   138,395            138,107            (2,934,014)        111,477            (5,099,750)        

12,750,781        8,106,784         (102,825,423)     1,811,334         1,893,089         2,194,173         
-                   -                   -                   -                   -                   
-                   3,000,000         (11,947,642)       -                   -                   -                   

12,750,781$      11,106,784$      (114,773,065)$   1,811,334$        1,893,089$        2,194,173$        

0.0% 52.0% 410.8% 22.3% 28.3% 35.1%
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Fiscal Property Sales & Use Transient Franchise Utility Users Motor Vehicle Vehicle License Business

Year Taxes Tax Occupancy Tax Fees Tax In Lieu Tax Collection Licenses Total

2012 2,719,280$        3,667,520$       205,074$           787,791$       -$              2,582,829$    1,268,937$    153,192$      11,384,623$        

2013 3,459,720          3,846,904        235,656             837,617         -                2,637,026      1,284,708      206,634       12,508,265         

2014 3,032,987          4,149,782        196,114             882,609         -                2,709,016      1,395,815      204,470       12,570,793         
   

2015 4,016,833          4,209,246        224,705             944,869         1,373,661      3,244,340      -                209,124       14,222,779         

2016 4,391,074          4,966,331        283,999             929,261         1,804,096      3,506,871      77,163          196,185       16,154,980         

2017 4,852,262          4,851,947        325,874             805,244         1,545,893      3,768,042      20,212          231,688       16,401,163         

2018 5,199,098          5,029,443        363,868             876,551         1,524,158      4,125,662      -                242,634       17,361,415         

2019 5,656,662          5,558,667        335,304             912,924         1,584,224      4,517,090      23,154          287,908       18,875,933         

2020 6,109,624          6,593,630        278,504             8,074,504      1,650,094      4,997,852      38,307          337,993       28,080,507         

2021 6,991,565          7,552,253        298,879             3,183,803      1,887,031      5,709,914      37,754          408,435       26,069,635          
Source: City of Beaumont Finance Department Audited Financial Statements (FY2012- 2014) 
Source: City of Beaumont Finance Department Tyler Accounting Software (FY2015 and older)
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Business Name Business Category

84 Lumbar Co Building Materials

Amazon Robotics Heavy Industrial

Arco AM PM Service Stations

Bank of America Leasing & Capital Business Services

Beaumont Ace Home Center Building Materials

Beaumont Gas Mart Service Stations

Beaumont RV Trailers/RVs

Beaumont Service Station Service Stations

Best Buy Electronics/Appliance Stores

Big Tex Trailers Trailers/RVs

Food 4 Less Grocery Stores

Home Depot Building Materials

Icon Health & Fitness Light Industrial/Printers

In N Out Burger Quick-Service Restaurants

Kohls Department Stores

Mayas Chevron Service Stations

Oak Valley Chevron Service Stations

Raising Cane's Quick-Service Restaurants

Rancho Ready Mix Products Contractors

Rite Aid Drug Stores

Ross Family Apparel

Stater Bros Grocery Stores

Trailor Factory Outlet Trailers/RVs

Walmart Supercenter Discount Dept Stores

Wolverine Worldwide Fulfillment Centers

Percent of Fiscal Year Total Paid By Top 25 Accounts=70.32%

For Fiscal year 2020-2021

 
Sources: State Board of Equalization, California Department of Taxes and Fees  
Administration, State Controller's Office, The HDL Companies
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Business Name Business Category

84 Lumber Co Building Materials

Arco AM PM Service Stations

Baker's Burgers Quick-Service Restaurants

Beaumont Ace Home Center Building Materials

Beaumont Financing Authority Government/Social Org.

Beaumont Gas Mart Service Stations

Beaumont Service Station Service Stations

Beaumont Yamaha Kawasaki Polaris Boats/Motorcycles

Bed Bath & Beyond Home Furnishings

Best Buy Electronics/Appliance Stores

Big Tex Trailers Trailers/RVs

Dangelo Company Light Industrial/Printers

Food 4 Less Grocery Stores

Grove 76 Service Stations

Highland Shell Service Stations

Home Depot Building Materials

Kohls Department Stores

McDonalds Quick-Service Restaurants

Oak Valley Chevron Service Stations

Petco Specialty Store

Ross Family Apparel

Stater Bros Grocery Stores

Verizon Wireless Electronics/Appliance Stores

Walgreens Drug Stores

Walmart Supercenter Discount Dept Stores

Percent of Fiscal Year Total Paid By Top 25 Accounts=76.97%

For Fiscal Year 2011-12

 
Sources: State Board of Equalization, California Department of Taxes and Fees  
Administration, State Controller's Office, The HDL Companies
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Calender Year 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Food Stores 17,244$       18,063$        18,384$       18,558$       19,259$       21,016$       21,879$       23,369$      24,224$      27,104$     

Eating and Drinking Places 32,165         34,758          37,418         44,272         48,099         52,522         54,926         58,205       64,026        68,387       

Building Materials 37,736         40,162          44,447         48,119         51,999         55,011         59,720         66,532       68,381        86,638       

Auto Dealers and Supplies 13,314         13,348          17,714         21,792         28,347         31,853         37,333         39,427       38,759        44,641       

Services Stations 66,964         70,477          68,696         65,560         55,945         50,076         54,400         66,433       74,214        61,673       

Other Retail Stores 128,350       131,645        140,750       144,719       152,350       154,131       151,487       155,943      154,635      151,769     

All Other Outlets 54,145         59,848          65,346         70,781         85,903         101,750       102,867       107,538      139,383      303,271     

Total 349,918$      368,301$       392,755$      413,801$      441,902$      466,359$      482,612$      517,447$    563,622$    743,483$    

 
Sources: State Board of Equalization, California Department of Taxes and Fees Administration,  
State Controller's Office, The HDL Companies 
 
Note: Due to confidentiality issues, the names of the ten largest revenue payers are not available. 
The categories presented are intended to provide alternative information regarding the sources  
of the City's revenue.
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Fiscal Estimated Total Assessed

Year Actual Less: Total Direct Value as a

Ended Residential Commercial Industrial Agricultural Institutional Miscellaneous Recreational Vacant SBE Nonunitary Cross Reference Unsecured Taxable Tax Exempt Unknown Assessed Tax Percentage of

June 30 Property Property Property Property Property Property Property Property Property Property Property Value Real Property Property Value Rate Actual Value

2012 1,976,695,345$ 262,200,512$ 143,214,597$ 217,412$  774,446$  -$              20,537,257$ 225,478,917$ 60,113$           3,336,676$       61,028,118$ 2,693,543,393$ (3,914,840)$  -$         2,697,458,233$ 0.2204    100%

2013 1,992,255,157   261,036,310   140,914,848   221,759    676,041    -               21,094,997   214,352,341   54,015             3,696,048         63,372,242   2,697,673,758   (3,993,201)    -           2,701,666,959   0.2008    100%

2014 2,121,323,112   257,949,389   142,714,557   781,680    648,056    -               16,942,256   219,214,037   54,015             3,364,361         68,677,971   2,831,669,434   (1,899,747)    -           2,833,569,181   0.10876 100%

2015 2,598,286,104   276,682,366   182,704,068   785,224    593,479    -               16,992,773   205,513,227   54,015             3,296,822         66,013,382   3,350,921,460   (1,937,692)    -           3,352,859,152   0.10600 100%

2016 2,940,232,521   291,491,374   176,247,926   231,754    1,321,210 -               17,224,749   190,999,251   54,015             3,613,513         66,523,710   3,687,940,023   (2,346,527)    -           3,690,286,550   0.10440 100%

2017 3,207,129,206   296,461,009   175,023,847   235,286    1,317,085 -               17,406,132   191,103,172   54,015             3,636,024         69,045,531   3,961,411,307   (2,411,293)    -           3,963,822,600   0.10348 100%

2018 3,472,221,513   304,990,342   222,291,436   239,990    602,342    -               17,658,455   216,147,224   54,015             4,005,605         72,696,977   4,310,907,899   (2,442,788)    -           4,313,350,687   0.10275 100%

2019 3,838,660,946   316,507,011   253,366,940   244,789    614,383    4,554            17,902,500   212,687,138   72,099             4,524,155         102,926,670 4,747,511,185   (2,498,684)    -           4,750,009,869   0.10177 100%

2020 4,270,998,304   352,992,505   282,751,732   1,551,755 626,675    7,212            16,944,899   218,705,217   72,099             4,052,652         116,425,944 5,265,128,994   -              4,168,358 5,269,297,352   0.10049 100%

2021 4,631,135,525   404,022,040   573,656,274   1,583,016 1,389,803 9,855            17,280,592   191,196,689   72,099             4,624,200         191,707,077 6,016,677,170   -              4,968,448 6,021,645,618   0.10092 100%

Real Property

 
Source: City of Beaumont Finance Department
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Mt San Jacinto Total RDA Total
Fiscal Basic Debt Banning Beaumont Community San Jacinto Metropolitan San Gorgonio Pass Tax Incremental Direct

Year Levy Service Unified Unified College Unified Water Water Rate Rate 1 Rate 2

2012 1.0000 0.10365 0.00000 0.07841 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.18500 1.36706 1.18500 0.22038

2013 1.0000 0.11572 0.00000 0.08486 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.18500 1.38558 0.00000 0.20078

2014 1.0000 0.11896 0.00000 0.09000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.18500 1.39396 0.00000 0.10876

2015 1.0000 0.11296 0.00000 0.08169 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.18500 1.37965 0.00000 0.10600

2016 1.0000 0.08143 0.00000 0.07106 0.01394 0.00000 0.00000 0.18500 1.35143 0.00000 0.10440

2017 1.0000 0.08357 0.00000 0.07193 0.01320 0.00000 0.00000 0.18500 1.35370 0.00000 0.10348

2018 1.0000 0.09052 0.14473 0.07677 0.01320 0.15078 0.00350 0.18250 1.66200 0.00000 0.10275

2019 1.0000 0.08692 0.14278 0.07432 0.01320 0.15291 0.00350 0.18250 1.65613 0.00000 0.10177

2020 1.0000 0.06990 0.14526 0.07438 0.01320 0.15292 0.00350 0.17750 1.63666 0.00000 0.10049

2021 1.0000 0.06716 0.14500 0.07431 0.01320 0.15291 0.00350 0.17500 1.63108 0.00000 0.10092

SchoolsSan Gorgonio Pass 
Mem Hospital

 
Sources:  HdL Coren & Cone, Riverside County Assessor 2012/12-2020/21 Tax Rate Table 
 
Note:  In 1978 California voters passed Proposition 13 which sets the property tax rate at a 1.00% fixed 
amount. This 1.00% is shared by all taxing agencies for which the subject property resides within. In addition 
to the 1.00% fixed amount, property owners are charged taxes as a percentage of assessed property values 
for the payment of any voter approved bonds.
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Percentage of Percentage of

   Assessed Total Taxable    Assessed Total Taxable

Taxpayer   Valuation Rank Assessed Value   Valuation Rank Assessed Value

Amazon Com Services LLC 63,928,047$         2 1.06%

Ambest Real Estate 32,968,175           5 0.55%

Baldi Bros Construction 26,137,962           7 0.43%

Cathay Bank 25,983,805$      5 0.96%

CJ Foods Manufacturing 43,992,800           4 0.73%

CT Beaumont Partners 32,383,533        3 1.20%

Dura Plastics Products Inc 19,552,894        8 0.73%

Frederick J Hanshaw 45,133,035           3 0.75% 32,000,000        4 1.19%

High Desert Partners 35,372,284        1 1.31%

Home Depot USA Inc 25,524,784           8 0.42% 24,912,208        6 0.92%

Loma Linda University 1 24,623,015           9 0.41% 33,408,245        2 1.24%

Lowes HIW Inc 17,822,181        9 0.66%

Pardee Homes 16,269,177        10 0.60%

USEF Crossroads I/II 379,635,253         1 6.30%

Walmart Real Estate Business Trust 26,298,928           6 0.44% 22,991,446        7 0.85%

Wolverine Worldwide Inc 23,348,023           10 0.39%

691,590,022$       11.48% 260,695,773$    9.66%

2011/122020/2021

 
Note: The amounts shown above includes assessed value data for both the City and the Redevelopment 
Agency. 
 
1 Loma Linda University is a learning institution; therefore, a large portion of their property is exempt. 
2 Pending Appeals on Parcels 
 
Source: The HdL Companies, Riverside County Assessor Combined Tax Rolls and the SBE Non Unitary 
Tax Roll
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Fiscal Year Total Tax Current Percent of Collections

Ended Levy for Tax Current Taxes in Subsequent Percentage

June 30 Fiscal Year Collections Collected Years Amount of Levy

2012 2,296,279$         2,606,551$    113.5% 124,065$        2,730,615$       118.9%

2013 2,309,158           2,497,216      108.1% 102,869         2,600,085         112.6%

2014 2,425,467           2,884,144      118.9% 128,141         3,012,285         124.2%

2015 2,863,392           3,321,742      116.0% 139,009         3,460,752         120.9%

2016 3,148,647           3,578,931      113.7% 132,853         3,711,784         117.9%

2017 3,380,352           3,908,158      115.6% 129,042         4,037,200         119.4%

2018 3,676,718           4,114,723      111.9% 131,947         4,246,669         115.5%

2019 4,059,559           4,539,114      111.8% 143,229         4,682,344         115.3%

2020 4,507,968           4,972,808      110.3% 159,844         5,132,652         113.9%

2021 5,140,701           5,072,476      98.7% 100,766         5,173,242         100.6%

Fiscal Year of the Levy Total Collections to Date

Collected within the

 
Source: Riverside County Auditor-Controller Property Tax Division
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AB 1484 Total Percentage 

Fiscal Capital Payable to WRCOG Due Diligence Revenue Bond Capital Primary of Personal Per 

Year Leases Successor Agency Judgement Review Bonds Premium Leases Government Income Capita1

.

2012 -$             -$                 -$            -$                8,725,000$   -$              -$           8,725,000$        949% 219$        

2013 -               -                   42,994,879  -                  8,580,000     -               -             51,574,879        5382% 1,262       

2014 -               -                   42,994,879  2,575,912        8,430,000     -               -             54,000,791        5362% 1,322       

2015 -               4,235,674         62,198,626  2,575,912        -               -               -             69,010,212        6542% 1,530       

2016 -               4,235,674         4,100,000    2,275,912        -               -               -             10,611,586        1024% 230          

2017 79,323         -                   4,100,000    1,975,912        -               -               -             6,155,235         560% 128          

2018 186,483        -                   -              1,675,912        -               -               346,313      2,208,708         189% 46            

2019 297,242        -                   -              1,375,912        81,105,000   9,469,765      268,459      92,516,378        7288% 1,797       

2020 251,240        -                   -              1,075,912        80,105,000   8,495,497      183,671      90,111,320        6618% 1,710       

2021 152,680        -                   -              775,912           78,860,000   7,842,648      99,305        87,730,545        6316% 1,597$      

Business-Type ActivitiesGovernmental Activities

 
Note: Details regarding the City’s outstanding debt can be found in the notes to the financial statements.  
1 See the Schedule of Demographic and Economic Statistics on page 133 for personal income and population. 
Source:  City of Beaumont Finance Department
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2020-2021 Assessed Valuation  6,134,559,837$    

  Total Debt Percent

DIRECT AND OVERLAPPING TAX AND ASSESSMENT DEBT: 6/30/21  Applicable (1) Debt 6/30/21

CFD 93-1 IA 1 434,579$           100.000% 552,693$                   

CFD 93-1 IA 2 42,936               100.000% 54,606                       

CFD 93-1 IA 3 1,915,000          100.000% 2,025,000                  

CFD 93-1 IA 4 749,812             100.000% 952,956                     

CFD 93-1 IA 5 675,059             100.000% 858,532                     

CFD 93-1 IA 6A1 26,362,821        100.000% 27,649,098                

CFD 93-1 IA 6B -                     100.000% 25,254                       

CFD 93-1 IA 7A1 9,745,000          100.000% 9,975,000                  

CFD 93-1 IA 7B 3,760,000          100.000% 4,015,000                  

CFD 93-1 IA 7C 1,435,000          100.000% 1,575,000                  

CFD 93-1 IA 7D 3,560,000          100.000% 3,630,000                  

CFD 93-1 IA 8 6,150,000          100.000% 6,560,000                  

CFD 93-1 IA 8A 5,460,027          100.000% 5,725,492                  

CFD 93-1 IA 8B 5,145,000          100.000% 5,355,000                  

CFD 93-1 IA 8C 27,940,351        100.000% 28,065,664                

CFD 93-1 IA 8D 8,315,339          100.000% 8,354,901                  

CFD 93-1 IA 8E 12,455,000        100.000% 12,510,000                

CFD 93-1 IA 8F 12,780,000        100.000% 12,780,000                

CFD 93-1 IA 9 355,000             100.000% 375,000                     

CFD 93-1 IA 10 1,255,000          100.000% 1,330,000                  

CFD 93-1 IA 11 780,000             100.000% 820,000                     

CFD 93-1 IA 12 780,000             100.000% 825,000                     

CFD 93-1 IA 14 5,820,000          100.000% 6,210,000                  

CFD 93-1 IA 14A 11,395,000        100.000% 12,065,000                

CFD 93-1 IA 14B 3,456,137          100.000% 3,595,848                  

CFD 93-1 IA 16 5,985,000          100.000% 6,320,000                  

CFD 93-1 IA 17A 8,075,000          100.000% 8,785,000                  

CFD 93-1 IA 17B 11,540,000        100.000% 11,930,000                

CFD 93-1 IA 17C 8,660,000          100.000% 8,700,000                  

CFD 93-1 IA 18 4,075,000          100.000% 4,300,000                  

CFD 93-1 IA 19A 16,010,000        100.000% 16,800,000                

CFD 93-1 IA 19C 17,661,442        100.000% 19,201,396                

CFD 93-1 IA 20 2,615,000          100.000% 2,955,000                  

CFD 2016-1 8,630,000          100.000% 8,790,000                  

CFD 2016-2 10,135,000        100.000% 10,285,000                

CFD 2016-4 4,080,000          100.000% 4,185,000                  

CFD 2019-1 2,355,000          100.000% -                            

CFD 2018-1 IA-1 Beaumont USD 4,905,000          100.000% -                            

    TOTAL DIRECT AND OVERLAPPING TAX AND ASSESSMENT DEBT 258,136,439$             
Source: Webb Municipal Finance, LLC, City of Beaumont Finance Department, the County of Riverside, 
Beaumont Unified School District, Mount San Jacinto Community College, and the San Gorgonio Memorial 
Healthcare District
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DIRECT AND OVERLAPPING GENERAL FUND OBLIGATION DEBT:

Beaumont Unified School B & I (0.07777%) 90,172,486$       100.000% 82,562,937$              

MT San Jacinto Comm (0.01320%) 157,750,000       6.006% 164,385,000

San Gorgonio Memorial Healthcare District (0.06281%) 102,730,000       68.132% 106,565,000

 City of Beaumont Capital Lease 152,680             100.000% 251,240

    TOTAL  GROSS DIRECT AND OVERLAPPING GENERAL FUND OBLIGATION DEBT 353,764,177$            

    OVERLAPPING TAX INCREMENT DEBT: 257,970,000$     3.862-100% 36,362,296$              

    TOTAL DIRECT DEBT 251,240

    TOTAL OVERLAPPING OBLIGATION DEBT 648,011,673              

   COMBINED TOTAL DEBT 648,262,913$            (2)

Ratios to 2020-21 Assessed Valuation:

   Total Overlapping Debt (excluding tax increment)…….………………… 4.21%

   Total Direct Debt  ($38,984)…………….………………………………… 0.00%

   Combined Total Debt (excluding tax increment)………………………… 10.57%

Ratios to Redevelopment Incremental Valuation ($1,299,120,312):

   Total Overlapping Tax Increment Debt……………………………………. 2.80%

 (2) Excludes tax and revenue anticipation notes, enterprise revenue, mortgage revenue and non-bonded capital lease obligations. Qualified Zone 
Academy Bonds are included based on principal due at maturity. 

(1) The percentage of overlapping debt applicable to the city is estimated using taxable assessed property value.  Applicable percentages were estimated 
by determining the portion of the overlapping district's assessed value that is within the boundaries of the city divided by the district's total taxable 
assessed value.
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Fiscal Year 2012 2013 2014 2015

Debt Limit 101,154,684$      101,312,511$       106,258,844$       125,732,218$       

Total net debt applicable to limit -                     -                      -                      -                      

Legal debt margin 101,154,684$      101,312,511$       106,258,844$       125,732,218$       

Total net debt applicable to the limit
              as a percentage of debt limit 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%

 
Source: California Municipal Statistics, Riverside County Auditor-Controller Property Tax Division
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2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

138,385,746$   148,643,348$       161,750,651$          178,125,370$      197,598,651$     225,811,711$     

-                  96,158                132,444                  167,456              78,046               251,240             

138,385,746$   148,547,190$       161,618,207$          177,957,914$      197,520,605$     225,560,471$     

0.00% 0.06% 0.08% 0.09% 0.04% 0.11%

Net Assessed Value 6,021,645,618$   
Plus Exempt Property 112,914,219       
Total Assessed Value 6,134,559,837    

Debt Limit:  3.75 percent of Total 
Assessed Value 230,045,994       

Debt applicable to Limitation:
Net Combined applicable to Limitation 648,262,913       

Total Debt applicable to Limitation 251,240             

Legal Debt Margin 229,794,754$     
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Operating Net Revenue

Fiscal Gross Expenses Available for Debt Service

Year Revenues Less Depreciation Debt Service Requirements Coverage

2012 4,297,011$          5,814,761$            (1,517,750)$          145,000$            -1047%

2013 4,495,141            5,621,489              (1,126,348)            150,000              -751%

2014 7,824,125            3,591,728              4,232,397             189,777              2230%

2015 7,783,112            5,038,318              2,744,794             160,000              1715%

2016 8,093,961            3,611,202              4,482,759             -                     N/A

2017 9,775,709            4,734,121              5,041,588             -                     N/A

2018 9,360,710            3,584,743              5,775,967             -                     N/A

2019 10,375,954          5,244,292              5,862,787             1,661,355           353%

2020 11,091,715          4,954,754              10,956,369           4,868,688           225%

2021 12,073,223          5,101,833              6,971,390             5,073,788           137%

Wastewater Revenue Bonds

 
 
Note: Details regarding the city's outstanding debt can be found in the notes to the financial statements. 
Operating expenses do not include interest or depreciation. 
Source: City of Beaumont Finance Department
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Per
Capita Unemployment

Calendar Personal Personal Rate Median % of Pop 25+ with % of Pop 25+ with
Year Population 1* Income 2* Income * (percentage) * Age * High School Degree* Bachelors Degree
2012 39,776 919,064$               23,106$            11.00% 33 86% 26.2%

2013 40,876 958,297                 23,444              9.50% 33 87% 26.4%

2014 40,853 1,007,108              24,652              4.90% 33 86% 25.2%

2015 45,118 1,054,947              23,381              4.00% 34 87% 25.4%

2016 46,179 1,035,820              22,430              3.60% 35 87% 24.5%

2017 48,237 1,099,759              22,799              3.00% 34 87% 24.5%

2018 48,401 1,170,336              24,179              3.30% 35 87% 25.1%

2019 51,475 1,269,357              24,659              3.30% 35 88% 25.3%

2020 52,686 1,361,682              25,845              8.60% 35 88% 26.1%

2021 54,937 1,388,915              26,362              7.90% 35 88% 26.2%  
 
Sources: 1 State of California, Department of Finance. 2 California Employment Development Department, 
* 2000-2009 Income, Age and Education Data: ESRI - Demographic Estimates are based on the last 
available Census. Projections are developed by incorporating all of the prior census data released to date. 
Demographic Data is totaled from Census Block Groups that overlap the City's boundaries 2010 and later 
- Income, Age and Education Data - US Census Bureau, most recent American Community Survey.
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2012 *

Percentage Percentage

of total City of total City

Employer Employees Rank Employment Employees Rank Employment

Amazon 3,000 1 36.76% N/A 0.00%

Beaumont Unified School District 1,467 2 17.98% 639 1 17.23%

Walmart 526 3 6.45% N/A 0.00%

Dura Plastic Products 400 4 4.90% 100 2 2.70%

Total 5,393 66.08% 739 19.92%

2021

 
 
Total number of jobs within City limits provided by Employment Development Department, Labor Market 
Information Division 
*Principal employer information available for FY 2012, as required by GASB-S44:33. 
 
Source: Primary Employers Source ESRI and Economics
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2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Function

Administration

Administration 20 20 20 17 11 11 17 9 9 8

City Clerk 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2

City Council 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5

Finance 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 7 7

Human Resources 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2

Information Technology 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 3

Public safety

 Animal Control 5 5 5 4 3 2 3 2 2 2

Police Officers 51 43 43 42 37 38 43 43 43 43

Police Support 19 19 19 15.5 12 16 16.0 16.5 16.5 17

Community Development

Planning 7 7 7 1 3 2 7 7 7 7

Community Enhancement 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

Building and Safety 4 4 5 5 4 4 4 4 4 5

Community Services

Parks and Recreation 16 17 17 19 15 16 8.5 8  8 5

Grounds Maintenance/Streets 19 19 19 11.5 5.5 7.5 19 20 20 20

Pool* 13 15 15 7.5 7.5 7.5 7.5 7.5 7.5 7.5

Public Works     

Public Works 3 3 3 2 2 2 3 2.75 3.5 6.5

Street Maintenance 2 2 2 2 2 1.5 5 5 5 5

Wastewater 0 0 0 0 0 2.5 7 7.25 12 10.5

Transit 21 22 22 22 25 25 26 26 26 23

Total: 187 183 184 156.5 135 143 175 177 182.5 180.5

Fiscal Year

 
*FY2012, 2013, and 2014 Lifeguards were counted as 1 FTE instead of 0.5 FTE (part-time) 
 
Source: City of Beaumont Finance Department
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2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Function

Police

Calls for service 32,637 32,628 31,667 29,852 30,753 26,357 26,526  27,277  32,056  27,506  

Citations issued by Officers 3,645 3,562 4,611 2,320 1,308 2,667 1,702   1,398    1,711    1,036    

Physical arrests 1,780 1,795 1,621 1,281 1,434 1,529 1,254   891 821 1,036    

Fire

Total number of calls answered 2,946 2,871   3,020   3,177   3,186   3,225   3,618   3,886    4,282    3879

% of calls for medical aid 82.2% 83.4% 81.0% 83.7% 85.0% 82.2% 82.5% 81.7% 80.2% 84.0%

Highways and streets

Street resurfacing (miles) N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.65 1.05 9 20 28

Potholes repaired N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 49 100 395 638 494

Wastewater

Average daily sewage treatment 2.650 2.790 3.080 3.080 3.160 3.270 3.390 3.670 3.820 3.700

     (million gallons)

Note: Fire services are contracted through the County of Riverside

Fiscal Year

 
 
Source: City of Beaumont Public Works and Police Departments, and Riverside County Fire Services
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2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Function

Public safety

 * Police

Vehicles Added Value 50,000     85,000       60,000       140,000    -                 188,738   247,760     89,268         187,282      487,242       

Highways and streets

Storm Drain Added Value -          -            -            -           -                 -          1,184,800  1,596,757     -             4,001,608    

Street Improvements -          -            -            -           -                 399,000   -            -              1,395,105   25,352,242  

Culture and recreation

Parks Added Value -          -            -            -           -                 -          2,208,322  3,600,000     1,050,000   -              

Sewer

Sewer Line Added Value 2,577,842 2,291,354  1,560,925  -           131,226,200    -          -            3,676,047     3,950,198   -              

Lift Station Added Value -          72,974       -            302,719    -                 172,238   969,346     -              3,352,629   -              

Treatment Plant Expansion -          -            -            -           14,684            427,311   2,236,307  15,377,340   26,290,328  20,188,903  

Brine Pipeline -          -            -            3,334       -                 613,161   1,103,175  18,128,897   16,538,109  2,073,430    

 * Fire services are contracted through the County of Riverside Fire Dept.

Fiscal Year

 
 
Sources:  City of Beaumont Public Works and Police Departments, Riverside County Fire Department 
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To the Honorable City Council 
City of Beaumont 
 
We have audited the financial statements of the City of Beaumont as of and for 
the year ended June 30, 2021, and have issued our report thereon dated 
January 12, 2022. Professional standards require that we advise you of the 
following matters relating to our audit. 
 
Our Responsibility in Relation to the Financial Statement Audit 
 
As communicated in our engagement letter dated May 6, 2021, our 
responsibility, as described by professional standards, is to form and express 
an opinion(s) about whether the financial statements that have been prepared 
by management with your oversight are presented fairly, in all material respects, 
in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United 
States of America. Our audit of the financial statements does not relieve you or 
management of your respective responsibilities. 
 
Our responsibility, as prescribed by professional standards, is to plan and 
perform our audit to obtain reasonable, rather than absolute, assurance about 
whether the financial statements are free of material misstatement. An audit of 
financial statements includes consideration of internal control over financial 
reporting as a basis for designing audit procedures that are appropriate in the 
circumstances, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the 
effectiveness of the City’s internal control over financial reporting. Accordingly, 
as part of our audit, we considered the internal control of the City solely for the 
purpose of determining our audit procedures and not to provide any assurance 
concerning such internal control. 
 
We are also responsible for communicating significant matters related to the 
audit that are, in our professional judgment, relevant to your responsibilities in 
overseeing the financial reporting process. However, we are not required to 
design procedures for the purpose of identifying other matters to communicate 
to you.  
 
We have provided our findings regarding significant control deficiencies over 
financial reporting and material noncompliance and other matters noted during 
our audit in a separate letter to you dated January 12, 2022. 
 
Planned Scope and Timing of the Audit 
 
We conducted our audit consistent with the planned scope and timing we 
previously communicated to you.
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Compliance with All Ethics Requirements Regarding Independence 
 
The engagement team, others in our firm, as appropriate, and our firm, have complied with all relevant 
ethical requirements regarding independence. 
 
Significant Risk Identified 
 
We have identified the possibility of the following significant risks: 
 

Management’s override of internal controls over financial reporting: Management override of 
internal controls is the intervention by management in handling financial information and making 
decisions contrary to internal control policy. 

  
Revenue recognition: Management’s failure to recognize revenue in accordance with generally 
accepted accounting principles. 

 
These significant risks are presumptive in most audits and merit attention by the auditors due to the 
direct impact over financial reporting and internal control processes. Although identified as significant 
risks, we noted no matters of management override of controls or deviations from generally accepted 
accounting principles which caused us to modify our audit procedures or any related matters which are 
required to be communicated to those charged with governance due to these identified risks. 

 
Qualitative Aspects of the City’s Significant Accounting Practices  
 
Significant Accounting Policies 
 
Management has the responsibility to select and use appropriate accounting policies. A summary of the 
significant accounting policies adopted by the City is included in Note 1 to the financial statements. As 
described in Note 1 to the financial statements, during the year, the City changed its method of 
accounting for Fiduciary Activites by Adopting Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB) 
Statement No. 84 Fiduciary Activities. No matters have come to our attention that would require us, under 
professional standards, to inform you about (1) the methods used to account for significant unusual 
transactions and (2) the effect of significant accounting policies in controversial or emerging areas for 
which there is a lack of authoritative guidance or consensus. 
 
Significant Accounting Estimates 
 
Accounting estimates are an integral part of the financial statements prepared by management and are 
based on management’s current judgments. Those judgments are normally based on knowledge and 
experience about past and current events and assumptions about future events. Certain accounting 
estimates are particularly sensitive because of their significance to the financial statements and because 
of the possibility that future events affecting them may differ markedly from management’s current 
judgments. 
 
The most sensitive accounting estimates affecting the financial statements are: 
 

    Management’s estimate of the fair value of investments is based on information provided by 
financial institutions. We evaluated the key factors and assumptions used to develop the fair 
value of investments and determined that it is reasonable in relation to the basic financial 
statements taken as a whole. 

 
    Management’s estimate of depreciation expense is based on the useful lives of acquired 

assets. We evaluated the key factors and assumptions used to develop depreciation 
expense in determining that it is reasonable in relation to the financial statements taken as 
a whole.  
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    Management’s estimate of the net pension liability and related deferred inflows and outflows 
are based on actuarial reports provided by independent actuaries. We evaluated the key 
factors and assumptions used to develop the estimate in determining that it is reasonable in 
relation to the statements taken as a whole. 

 
 
Financial Statement Disclosures  
 
Certain financial statement disclosures involve significant judgment and are particularly sensitive 
because of their significance to financial statement users. The most sensitive disclosures affecting the 
City’s financial statements relate to:  
 

 The disclosure of fair value of investments in the basic financial statements represents 
amounts susceptible to market fluctuations. 

 
 The disclosure of accumulated depreciation in the basic financial statements is based on 

estimated useful lives which could differ from actual useful lives of each capitalized item. 
 

 The disclosure of net pension liability and related deferred inflows and outflows in the basic 
financial statements is based on actuarial assumptions. Actual future liabilities may vary 
from disclosed estimates. 

 
Significant Difficulties Encountered during the Audit 
 
We encountered no significant difficulties in dealing with management relating to the performance of the 
audit. 
 
Uncorrected and Corrected Misstatements 
 
For purposes of this communication, professional standards require us to accumulate all known and 
likely misstatements identified during the audit, other than those that we believe are trivial, and 
communicate them to the appropriate level of management. Further, professional standards require us 
to also communicate the effect of uncorrected misstatements related to prior periods on the relevant 
classes of transactions, account balances or disclosures, and the financial statements as a whole and 
each applicable opinion unit. Management has corrected all such mistatements.  
 
In addition, professional standards require us to communicate to you all material, corrected 
misstatements that were brought to the attention of management as a result of our audit procedures. 
The attached schedule A summarizes material misstatements that we identified as a result of our audit 
procedures that were brought to the attention of, and corrected by, management.  
 
Disagreements with Management 
 
For purposes of this letter, professional standards define a disagreement with management as a matter, 
whether or not resolved to our satisfaction, concerning a financial accounting, reporting, or auditing 
matter, which could be significant to the City’s financial statements or the auditor’s report. No such 
disagreements arose during the course of the audit. 
 
Representations Requested from Management 
 
We have requested certain written representations from management, which are included in the attached 
letter dated January 12, 2022. 
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Management’s Consultations with Other Accountants 
 
In some cases, management may decide to consult with other accountants about auditing and 
accounting matters. Management informed us that, and to our knowledge, there were no consultations 
with other accountants regarding auditing and accounting matters. 
 
Other Significant Matters, Findings, or Issues 
 
In the normal course of our professional association with the City, we generally discuss a variety of 
matters, including the application of accounting principles and auditing standards, operating and 
regulatory conditions affecting the City, and operational plans and strategies that may affect the risks of 
material misstatement. None of the matters discussed resulted in a condition to our retention as the 
City’s auditors. 
 
Other Information Included in Annual Reports 
 
Pursuant to professional standards, our responsibility as auditors for other information, whether financial or 
nonfinancial, included in the City’s annual reports, does not extend beyond the information identified in the 
audit report, and we are not required to perform any procedures to corroborate such other information. 
However, in accordance with such standards: 
 

We applied certain limited procedures to the required supplementary information (RSI) that 
supplements the basic financial statements. Our procedures consisted of inquiries of management 
regarding the methods of preparing the information and comparing the information for consistency 
with management’s responses to our inquiries, the basic financial statements, and other knowledge 
we obtained during our audit of the basic financial statements. We did not audit the RSI and do not 
express an opinion or provide any assurance on the RSI. 

 
We were engaged to report on the combining and individual non-major fund financial statements 
and the budgetary comparison schedules, which accompany the financial statements but are not 
RSI. With respect to this supplementary information, we made certain inquiries of management and 
evaluated the form, content, and methods of preparing the information to determine that the 
information complies with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America, 
the method of preparing it has not changed from the prior period, and the information is appropriate 
and complete in relation to our audit of the financial statements. We compared and reconciled the 
supplementary information to the underlying accounting records used to prepare the financial 
statements or to the financial statements themselves.  
 
We were not engaged to report on introductory and statistical sections, which accompany the 
financial statements but are not RSI. We did not audit or perform other procedures on this other 
information and we do not express an opinion or provide any assurance on it. 

 
This report is intended solely for the information and use of the Honorable City Council and management 
of the City and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties. 
 
 
Very truly yours, 
 

 
San Bernardino, California 
January 12, 2022 
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City of Beaumont   
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Account Description Debit Credit

250-0000-3010-020X RESTRICTED FUND BALANCE - IA 20 1,008.97

255-0000-1000-0000 CLAIM ON CASH 1,008.97

855-0000-3050-0000 INVESTED - CFD BONDS 35,875,000.00

999-0000-2400-0000 DUE TO OTHER FUNDS 1,008.97

250-0000-1000-0000 CLAIM ON CASH 1,008.97

255-0000-3010-020X RESTRICTED FUND BALANCE - IA 20 1,008.97

855-0000-1200-0000 INVESTMENT IN BONDS 35,875,000.00

999-0000-2400-0000 DUE TO OTHER FUNDS 1,008.97

Total 35,878,026.91 35,878,026.91

100-0000-3090-0000 FUND BALANCE 486.23

100-1050-7025-0000 OFFICE SUPPLIES 486.23

Total 486.23 486.23

Rams1 Workers comp expense 599,725.00

300-0000-2685-0000 WORKERS COMP CLAIMS 599,725.00

Total 599,725.00 599,725.00

250-0000-9950-0000 TRANSFERS IN 2,000.00

250-0000-9950-0000 TRANSFERS IN 2,000.00

700-0000-4750-0000 SEWER SERVICE FEES 79,800.00

250-0000-7051-0000 TRUSTEE FEES 2,000.00

250-0000-7051-0000 TRUSTEE FEES 2,000.00

700-0000-1425-0000 A/R - UTILITY COUNTY ROLL 79,800.00

100-0000-1000-0000 CLAIM ON CASH

Total 83,800.00 83,800.00

705-0000-3090-0000 FUND BALANCE 6,451,659.79

705-0000-2300-0000 DEFERRED REVENUE 6,451,659.79

Total 6,451,659.79 6,451,659.79

840-0000-8900-0000 DEBT SERVICE 8,950,828.15

840-0000-8970-0000 OTHER FINANCING SOURCES - BOND PROCEEDS 8,950,828.15

Total 8,950,828.15 8,950,828.15

To reclass credit debt service to revenue.

Adjusting Journal Entries

Adjusting Journal Entries JE # 1
PBC AJE#1- to correct beginning fund balances

Adjusting Journal Entries JE # 2
To correct beginning Fund balances

Adjusting Journal Entries JE # 3
To adjust the worker comp claim liability per actuarial valuation

Adjusting Journal Entries JE # 4
PBC #2 Entries

Adjusting Journal Entries JE # 6
PBC JE0017277

Adjusting Journal Entries JE # 7
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855-0000-8975-0000 OTHER FINANCING USES - BOND REFUNDING 16,688,069.00

R850-0000-8900-0000 DEBT SERVICE PAYMENTS 3,563,485.00

R855-000-1500-0000 PREPAID COST 304,015.00

850-0000-8900-0000 DEBT SERVICE PAYMENTS 3,563,485.00

855-0000-8950-0000 COST OF ISSUANCE 5,351.00

855-0000-8970-0000 OTHER FINANCING SOURCES - BOND PROCEEDS 16,986,733.00

Total 20,555,569.00 20,555,569.00

850-0000-8900-0000 DEBT SERVICE PAYMENTS 1,433,734.00

850-0000-1200-0000 INVESTMENT IN CFD BONDS 1,433,734.00

Total 1,433,734.00 1,433,734.00

840-0000-2810-0000 DUE TO BONDHOLDERS 28,503,832.00

840-8031-1127-0000 TRUSTEE-2013A, IA 19C 28,503,832.00

Total 28,503,832.00 28,503,832.00

Total Adjusting Journal Entries 102,457,661.08 102,457,661.08

Total All Journal Entries 102,457,661.08 102,457,661.08

Adjusting Journal Entries JE # 8

To properly record the refunding of CFD Debt.

To adjust restricted cash with fiscal agents.

To correct investments in CFD's.
Adjusting Journal Entries JE # 11

Adjusting Journal Entries JE # 13
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REPORT ON INTERNAL CONTROL OVER FINANCIAL REPORTING  
AND ON COMPLIANCE AND OTHER MATTERS BASED ON AN 

AUDIT OF FINANCIAL STATEMENTS PERFORMED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH GOVERNMENT AUDITING STANDARDS 

 
 

Independent Auditor’s Report 
 
 
To the Honorable City Council 
City of Beaumont  
 
 
We have audited, in accordance with auditing standards generally 
accepted in the United States of America and the standards applicable to 
financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards issued by the 
Comptroller General of the United States, the financial statements of the 
governmental activities, business-type activities, each major fund, and the 
aggregate remaining fund information of the City of Beaumont (the City) as 
of and for the year ended June 30 2021, and the related notes to the 
financial statements, which collectively comprise the City’s basic financial 
statements, and have issued our report thereon dated January 12, 2022. 
 
Internal Control over Financial Reporting 
 
In planning and performing our audit of the financial statements, we 
considered the City’s internal control over financial reporting (internal 
control) as a basis for designing audit procedures that are appropriate in 
the circumstances for the purpose of expressing our opinions on the 
financial statements, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on 
the effectiveness of the City’s internal control. Accordingly, we do not 
express an opinion on the effectiveness of the City’s internal control. 
 
Our consideration of internal control over financial reporting was for the 
limited purpose described in the preceding paragraph and was not 
designed to identify all deficiencies in internal control over financial 
reporting that might be material weaknesses or significant deficiencies and 
therefore, material weaknesses or significant deficiencies may exist that 
have not been identified. However, as described in the accompanying 
Schedule of Findings, we identified certain deficiencies in internal control 
that we consider to be significant deficiencies. 
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A deficiency in internal control exists when the design or operation of a control does not allow 
management or employees in the normal course of performing their assigned functions, to 
prevent, or detect and correct misstatements on a timely basis. A material weakness is a 
deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in internal control, such that there is a reasonable 
possibility that a material misstatement of the City’s financial statements will not be prevented, or 
detected and corrected on a timely basis. A significant deficiency is a deficiency, or a combination 
of deficiencies, in internal control that is less severe than a material weakness, yet important 
enough to merit attention by those charged with governance. We identified deficiencies in internal 
control over financial reporting, described in the accompanying Schedule of Findings as items 
2021-001, 2021-002,and 2021-003 that we consider to be significant deficiencies. 
 
Compliance and Other Matters 
 
As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the City’s financial statements are free 
from material misstatement, we performed tests of its compliance with certain provisions of laws, 
regulations, contracts, and grant agreements, noncompliance with which could have a direct and 
material effect on the determination of financial statement amounts. However, providing an 
opinion on compliance with those provisions was not an objective of our audit and, accordingly, 
we do not express such an opinion. The results of our tests disclosed no instances of 
noncompliance or other matters that are required to be reported under Government Auditing 
Standards. 
 
City of Beaumont’s Response to Findings 
 
The City of Beaumont’s response to the findings identified in our audit is described in the 
accompanying Schedule of Findings. The City of Beaumont’s response was not subjected to the 
auditing procedures applied in the audit of the financial statements and, accordingly, we express 
no opinion on it.  
 
Purpose of this Report 
 
The purpose of this report is solely to describe the scope of our testing of internal control and 
compliance and the results of that testing, and not to provide an opinion on the effectiveness of 
the City's internal control or on compliance. This report is an integral part of an audit performed 
in accordance with Government Auditing Standards in considering the City's internal control and 
compliance. Accordingly, this communication is not suitable for any other purpose. 
 

 
San Bernardino, California 
January 12, 2022 
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City of Beaumont 
  
Schedule of Findings  
Year Ended June 30, 2021 
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A.  Current Year Findings 
 
Finding 2021-001 – Overhead Cost Allocation 
 
Condition: 
The City allocates certain General Fund costs (administration, maintenance, etc.) to the Sewer 
Enterprise, Gas Tax, Transit Enterprise, and the Community Facilities District (CPD) Fund. The 
amounts are based on calculations included in schedules maintained by the Finance Department. 
Currently, the City is not allocating and recovering any of its indirect costs to federal (or state) 
grants. While the City completed a cost allocation study in April 2016 and has implemented the 
cost allocation of administrative costs to the various funds within the City, the City has not had a 
formal Cost Allocation Plan performed for charging of its costs to federally funded projects. 
 
This finding was previously reported in 2020 as finding 2020-005, in 2019 as finding 2019-002 
and in 2018 as finding 2018-007 – Overhead Cost Allocation. 
 
Criteria: 
Cost allocation plan methodologies should be thoroughly documented for transparency purposes, 
and updates to the plans should be done periodically in accordance with best practices. 
 
Cause: 
The City does have a formal cost allocation plan to allocate internal costs, and the plan developed 
internally is not sufficient to claim indirect costs against federal (and state) grant programs. 
 
Effect: 
The City could potentially be utilizing allocation methods which result in either less administrative 
costs or excessive administrative costs being allocated than would be allowable if detailed cost 
allocation studies were performed on a periodic basis, and in accordance with federal grant 
requirements. Costs that could be reimbursable from other than local sources may be able to be 
claimed if adequately supported. For federal awards, the City may elect to use the 10 percent of 
Modified Total Direct Cost (MTDC) de Minimis indirect rate to recover indirect costs as part of 
your federal grant budgets. If the City elects to use the 10 percent de Minimis rate, the Uniform 
Guidance requires that the City use Modified Total Direct Costs as the cost base. MTDC means 
all direct salaries and wages, applicable fringe benefits, materials and supplies, services, travel, 
and up to the first $25,000 of each sub award (regardless of the period of performance of the sub 
awards under the award). 
 
Recommendation: 
We recommend the City perform a full cost allocation study of administrative costs to ensure the 
detailed methodology for the allocation of administrative costs is reasonable and appropriate, 
based on the current circumstances, and that the methodology is clearly defined and documented. 
A plan should be prepared in accordance with the Uniform Guidance in the event the City wishes 
to allocate and claim the indirect costs against federal (and state) grant programs. Due to the 
complexity involved in developing a well-supported and reasonable indirect cost plan, the City 
should evaluate the cost of outsourcing this study as opposed to the use of internal staff time.
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City of Beaumont 
  
Schedule of Findings  
Year Ended June 30, 2021 
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A. Current Year Findings (continued) 
 
Finding 2021-001 - Overhead Cost Allocation (continued) 
 
Management's Response: 
While the City completed a cost allocation study in April 2016 and has implemented the cost 
allocation of administrative cost to the various funds within the city, further work is necessary to 
fully comply with this recommendation. The City issued an RFP for a Full Cost Allocation Plan on 
September 28, 2021 and approved a contract with a consultant to provide the City with a Cost 
Allocation Plan for use beginning FY2023. 
 
 
Finding 2021-002 – Billings - Segregation of Duties 
 
Criteria: 
During our audit, we noted the customer service counter representative collects payments for 
wastewater, records them into the billing system, and reconciles/approve them before posting into 
the general ledger. 
 
Condition and Context: 
During the audit, lack of segregation of duties was noted in the cash receipt billings process. The 
Customer Service Counter representative collects payments for wastewater, records them into 
the billing system, and reconciles/approves them before posting into the general ledger.  
 
Effect: 
Lack of segregation of duties related to the cash receipt billing process could result in erroneous, 
fictitious and or fraudulent cash receipts. 
 
Recommendation: 
We recommend that the Finance Department segregate the responsibilities for the collection of 
cash receipts, the recording of cash receipts into the billing system and the reconciliation of cash 
receipts to the general ledger. 
 
Management Response to Finding: 
Beginning in May 2021, the process for billing was changed to add in a layer of approval. The 
new process has the customer service counter running billing and the supervisor approves the 
billing through Info Send for the bills to be completed and mailed. Whoever is running the billing 
no longer approves the final documents. Finance completes all postings to the general ledger. 
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City of Beaumont 
  
Schedule of Findings  
Year Ended June 30, 2021 
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A. Current Year Findings (continued) 
 
Finding 2021-003 – Adherence to Investment Policy 
 
Criteria: 
Per the City’s investment policy, the City treasurer is required to report quarterly reports to City 
Council with specific details as documented per the City’s investment policy. 
 
Condition and Context: 
During the audit, we noted that the City Treasurer was not reporting quarterly reports to City 
Council for the entire fiscal year 2021.  
 
Effect: 
The purpose of the adoption of an established investment policy is to set forth the overall 
investment philosophy of the City as decided by its governing board. The policy should be guiding 
rule and it should be followed without exception. 
 
Recommendation: 
We recommend that the Finance Department take steps to inform its City Treasurer of these 
discrepancies and that the investment policy is to be followed as it is stated. A copy of the 
investment policy should be provided to the City Treasurer with written correspondence of these 
matters. An investment policy is a very effective means of protecting the assets of the City, and 
we suggest that a procedure be implemented to be certain that it is carried out. 
 
Management Response to Finding: 
The City approved a contract for investment advisor services on February 16, 2021, and the City 
Council approved an amended investment policy on May 18, 2021. On August 9, 2021, City staff 
presented to the Finance and Audit Committee the FY2020-2021 4th Quarter Pooled Cash 
Investment Report which was then received and filed by the City Council on August 17, 2021. 
City staff has since included all Trustee accounts within the quarterly reports to encompass all 
investments held by the City.  
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City of Beaumont 
  
Schedule of Findings  
Year Ended June 30, 2021 
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B. Prior Year Findings  
 
Findings 2020-004 Segregation of Duties for Business Licenses Process  
 
Status: 
Corrected 
 
 
Findings 2020-005 Overhead Cost Allocation 
 
Status: 
Finding has not been implemented. See repeat finding at 2021-001. 
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ROGERS, ANDERSON, MALODY & 
SCOTT, LLP

C I T Y  C O U N C I L  P R E S E N T A T I O N
F O R  T H E  Y E A R  E N D E D  J U N E  3 0 ,  2 0 2 1

J A N U A R Y  1 8 ,  2 0 2 2

P R E S E N T E D  B Y :
S C O T T  M A N N O ,  C P A ,  C G M A ,  P A R T N E R

V E R O N I C A  H E R N A N D E Z ,  C P A ,  A U D I T  S U P E R V I S O R
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The City’s Responsibility

• Present the City’s financial position and results of its operations fairly and in conformity 
with generally accepted accounting principles.

• Adopt sound accounting policies.

• Provide reasonable accounting estimates.

• Establish and maintain internal controls.

• Prevent and detect fraud.
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Responsibilities of Auditor

• Obtain reasonable assurance that the financial statements are free of material 
misstatements.

• Examine, on a test basis, evidence supporting amounts and disclosures.

• Assess accounting principles used, estimates made, and evaluate the overall financial
statement presentation.

• Review the City’s internal control policies and procedures.

• Express an opinion as to whether the Financial Statements are fairly presented, in all 
material respects, in conformity with generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP).

3
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Audit Process

• Perform interim audit (including an internal control review and detailed assessment)

• Update our understanding of the entity.

• Review current internal control systems for various cycles.

• Test controls for various cycles.

• Perform year-end audit field work

• Conducted sample audit of financial records (audit of numbers).

• Inspected relevant documentation.

• Inquired about policies, procedures, transactions, and events.

• Confirmed balances and transactions with third parties.

• Performed analytical procedures.

• Financial Statement Preparation

• Compile financial statement data and supplemental notes disclosure information with City 
staff and develop an opinion.

4
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Our Opinion
5

• Financial statements are fairly presented in all material respects. (unmodified “clean 
opinion).

• Significant accounting policies have been consistently applied.

• Estimates appear reasonable.

• Disclosures are properly reflected in the financial statements.
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Other Key Points

• No disagreements with management.

• No material errors or irregularities discovered.

• No significant accounting issued discovered.

6
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Rogers, Anderson, Malody & Scott, 
LLP

Questions?

Scott Manno, CPA, CGMA, Partner
Veronica Hernandez, CPA, Audit Supervisor
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Jennifer Ustation, Finance Director 

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  FY2022 Mid-Year Budget Amendment 3/CIP/Wastewater/General 

Fund and Ratification of Emergency Wastewater Vehicle Purchase 
  

Background and Analysis:  

During the fiscal year, City staff prepares amendments to the budget as needed. This 

report requests adjustments to the Capital Improvement Plan budget, Wastewater 

Operating budget and General Fund budget. 

 

Capital Improvement Plan Budget 

On December 21,2021, City Council adopted a resolution to amend the Prior-Year 

Capital Improvement Plan 2016-2021. The amendment increased the Wastewater 

Treatment Plant Expansion and Renovation Project (2017-005) from $67,235,187 to 

$76,334,187. The budget adjustment will allow for a transfer-out of $3,099,000 of Pay-

Go funds to the project, $4,813,376 of Wastewater Development Impact Fees and 

provide the spending authority within the Wastewater Capital Project Fund for 

$1,186,624 of bond interest. The budget adjustment form for the Capital Improvement 

Plan have been included as Attachment A.  

 

Funding Source Project Cost Fund 

Pay-GO Funds $ 3,099,000 Wastewater Capital Project 

Wastewater DIF $ 4,813,376 Wastewater Capital Project 

Bond Interest $ 1,186,624 Wastewater Capital Project 

 

Wastewater Fund 

Wastewater has two trucks that are not operable and need to be retired due to the 

inability to pass smog testing and the cost of needed repairs. These vehicles are 
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required for daily operations. A truck became available and was purchased on an 

emergency basis to prevent disruption to the wastewater operations. Due to supply 

shortages from the COVID-19 pandemic it is extremely difficult to procure vehicles. The 

additional truck will be purchased as one becomes available.  

 

This budget amendment will provide a line-item adjustment that reallocates funds 

budgeted for the brine line maintenance fees for the purchase of two trucks. The City 

has some one-time savings in these fees since the volume of brine produced by the City 

has been lower than projected. The budget adjustment form for the Wastewater Fund 

has been included as Attachment B. 

 

Line Item Increase/(Decrease) Fund 

Brine Line Maintenance $ (86,944) Wastewater Operations 

Vehicles $ 86,944 Wastewater Operations 

 

General Fund 

Revenue 

The City has received four months of sales tax revenue receipts and it is trending higher 

than budgeted. This increase will be monitored for any further adjustments. 

  

Revenue Increase/(Decrease) Fund 

Sales Tax $475,912 General Fund 

 

Expense 

The City has an obligation with the State of California, Department of Finance (State) to 

pay an outstanding amount due from the State’s Due Diligence Review. The original 

amount due was $2,875,912. The agreement called for annual payments of $300,000 

through July 15, 2022, with a final payment of $175,912 due on July 15, 2023. Paying 

off this liability early will allow the City to use those funds towards programs and 

eliminate the liability from the City’s financial statements. The budget adjustment form 

for the General Fund have been included as Attachment C. 
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Expense Increase/(Decrease) Fund 

Admin Contractual 

Services 

$ 475,912 General Fund 

 

Fiscal Impact: 

The fiscal impact of this report is increasing the spending authority of project 2017-005 

by $9,099,000 and thereby reducing the Pay-Go fund balance by $3,099,000 and 

reducing Wastewater DIF Fund by $4,813,376 and increases the General Fund revenue 

and expenses by $475,912. The costs to prepare this staff report is estimated to be 

$890. 

 

Recommended Action: 

Approve the Capital Improvement Plan budget adjustments as outlined in 

Attachment A, 

Approve the budget adjustments as outlined in Attachment B, 

Approve the budget adjustments as outlines in Attachment C, and 

Ratify the cost of emergency vehicle purchase paid to Fritts Ford in the amount 

of $41,943.78. 

Attachments: 

A. Capital Improvement Plan Budget Adjustment Form 

B. Wastewater Fund Budget Adjustment Form 

C. General Fund Budget Adjustment Form 

D. Invoice for vehicle purchase from Fritts Ford 
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PREPARED BY: Tara Astran

APPROVED BY

Revenue   =   (Credit)         
Expense   =   Debit

Revenue   =   (Credit)         
Expense   =   Debit Debit                (Credit)

ACCOUNT NUMBER ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION CURRENT BUDGET ADJUSTMENT NEW BUDGET AMT Explanations / Justification

510‐0000‐9960‐0000 Transfers Out of Pay‐GO Funds 250,000.00                                3,099,000.00                             3,349,000.00                             To increase the WW Treatment Plant Expansion and Renovation Project# 2017‐005

2017‐005M
WWTP EXP PH 1 & ADV R/O ‐ MISC 
FUNDING ‐                                              (3,099,000.00)                            (3,099,000.00)                            To increase the WW Treatment Plant Expansion and Renovation Project# 2017‐005

705‐0000‐9960‐0000 Transfers Out ‐ Wastewater DIF 950,583.00                                4,813,376.00                             5,763,959.00                             To increase the WW Treatment Plant Expansion and Renovation Project# 2017‐005

2017‐005T WWTP EXP PH 1 & ADV R/O ‐ WW DIF (7,000,000.00)                            (4,813,376.00)                            (11,813,376.00)                          To increase the WW Treatment Plant Expansion and Renovation Project# 2017‐005

2017‐005V
WWTP EXP PH 1 & ADV R/O ‐ DEBT 
FUNDING (57,134,134.98)                          (1,186,624.00)                            (58,320,758.98)                          To increase the WW Treatment Plant Expansion and Renovation Project# 2017‐005

2017‐005A
WWTP EXP PH 1 & ADV R/O ‐ CAPITAL 
COSTS 54,488,419.76                           9,099,000.00                             63,587,419.76                           To increase the WW Treatment Plant Expansion and Renovation Project# 2017‐005

2017‐005B WWTP EXP PH 1 & ADV R/O ‐ CONSULTING 8,018,383.95                             ‐                                              8,018,383.95                             To increase the WW Treatment Plant Expansion and Renovation Project# 2017‐005

2017‐005C
WWTP EXP PH 1 & ADV R/O ‐ 
CONTINGENCY 4,728,383.67                             ‐                                              4,728,383.67                             To increase the WW Treatment Plant Expansion and Renovation Project# 2017‐005

‐                                             

TOTALS 7,912,376.00$             
Net Effect

409

Item 9.



DATE: 1/18/2022

DEPARTMENT NAME: Wastewater

PREPARED BY: Tara Astran

APPROVED BY

Revenue   =   (Credit)        
Expense   =   Debit

Revenue   =   (Credit)        
Expense   =   Debit Debit                (Credit)

ACCOUNT NUMBER ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION CURRENT BUDGET ADJUSTMENT NEW BUDGET AMT Explanations / Justification

700‐4050‐7089‐0000 Brine Line Maintenance 530,000.00                               (86,944.00)                                443,056.00                               Savings in Brine Line maint budget due to the RO system being turned off

700‐4050‐8060‐0000 Vehicles 215,000.00                               86,944.00                                 301,944.00                               Two trucks in desperate need of replacement for WW operations

‐                                            

TOTALS ‐$                                
Net Effect

City of Beaumont
Budget Adjustment Form

FY 2021/2022

https://beaumontca.sharepoint.com/sites/financegroup2/Shared Documents/Council Reports/FY2022/Budget Amendment #3/Copy of Attachment A ‐ WW CIP GF budget adjustments 1.18.2022.xlsx: Budget Adj Form ‐ WW
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DATE: 1/18/2022

DEPARTMENT NAME: General Fund

PREPARED BY: Tara Astran

APPROVED BY

Revenue   =   (Credit)         
Expense   =   Debit

Revenue   =   (Credit)         
Expense   =   Debit Debit                (Credit)

ACCOUNT NUMBER ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION CURRENT BUDGET ADJUSTMENT NEW BUDGET AMT Explanations / Justification

100‐0000‐4050‐0000 Sales & Use Tax (6,741,000.00)                           (475,912.00)                              (7,216,912.00)                           Expected increase to sales tax revenue

100‐1200‐7068‐0000 Contractual Services 407,044.00                               475,912.00                               882,956.00                               Early loan payoff to the State's Due Diligence Review (DDR)

‐                                            

TOTALS ‐$                               
Net Effect

City of Beaumont
Budget Adjustment Form

FY 2021/2022
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Jennifer Ustation, Finance Director 

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  Pension Funding Policy and Investment Strategy for PARS 115 Trust 
  

Background and Analysis:  

On September 21, 2021, City Council was presented with an update on CalPERS which 

discussed the current unfunded liability, the recent trigger of CalPERS Funding Risk 

Mitigation Policy and where CalPERS was in their current Asset Liability Management 

Process. City Council directed City staff to research pension 115 trust options, model 

financial scenarios and create a pension funding policy.  

 

On December 7, 2021, the City Council approved the establishment of a pension 115 

trust with Public Agency Retirement Services (PARS). The next steps in the process 

were to model financial scenarios and provide City Council with options on a funding 

policy with a recommendation from the Finance and Audit Committee. Once the funding 

policy and investment strategy have been chosen, PARS will provide an investment 

policy tailored to the chosen investment strategy for Finance and Audit Committee 

review and recommend to City Council for approval. 

 

Pension Funding Policy Examples 

 

Provided as Attachment A is a funding policy matrix. The matrix provides what the City 

is currently required to do through CalPERS (Example 1) which then builds to add an 

extra layer of funding level. The matrix addresses time frame, funding components, 

allowable uses of funding components, service delivery outcomes and fiscal impact. 

The City is currently 75.7% funded as of June 30, 2020, valuation.  

 

The cost to the City for each layer of funding level has been modeled for each example 

in the matrix. These costs are estimates as the actual results of scenarios are unknown 

at this point. Once the policy is put in place it will be prudent to evaluate results annually 

to determine if the costs outweigh the results.  
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The overall pension funding status will vary based on the actual inputs to the system. 

City staff have modeled the scenarios that have been provided to determine the 

estimated pension funding status based off the scenarios provided.  

 

 
 
Pension 115 Trust Investment Strategy 
 
PARS provides five (5) different strategy options with each option being either an active 

or passive approach. An active approach allows for actively buying and selling assets in 

the anticipation of making profits and outperforming a benchmark. A passive approach 

is a long-term strategy in which investors buy and hold a diversified mix of assets in an 

 -

 2.00

 4.00

 6.00

 8.00

 10.00

 12.00

Estimated Total Pension Cost

Example 1 Example 2 Example 3 Example 4

 75.00

 80.00

 85.00

 90.00

 95.00

 100.00

 105.00

Pension Funding Status

Example 1 Example 2 Example 3 Example 4
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effort to match, not beat the market.  City staff has modeled out three of the five options 

with potential scenarios based on the five-year return for each of the strategies at an 

active level.  

Strategy  Equity %  Fixed Income  Cash 

Moderate Conservative 20-40% 50-80% 0-20% 

Moderate   40-60% 40-60% 0-20% 

Balanced 50-70%  30-50%  0-20% 

 
 
 

 
 
 
City Staff Recommendations 
 
City staff recommends starting with Example 2 for the funding policy with an active 

moderate investment strategy. Example 2 has shown to have a target funding level of 

85% with a minimum funding level of 80% and maximum level of 100%. Steps will be 

taken during the budget process to determine if Example 3 could be implemented 

without impacting service delivery. Costs of this funding policy could be reduced, should 

the PARS 115 trust outperform the model. Providing an active approach will potentially 

allow the investments earnings to outperform the benchmark therefore reducing the 

amount needed to be input to the trust.  

 

On January 10, 2022, the Finance and Audit Committee discussed the pension funding 

policy and investment strategy and are recommending to City Council Example 2 as 

presented in the matrix with an active moderate investment strategy.  

 -
 1,000,000.00
 2,000,000.00
 3,000,000.00
 4,000,000.00
 5,000,000.00
 6,000,000.00
 7,000,000.00
 8,000,000.00
 9,000,000.00

Pension 115 Strategy 

 Moderate Conservative Level  Moderate Investment Level

 Balanced
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Fiscal Impact: 

The fiscal impact of Example 2 pension funding policy is $2.5 million of earmarked 

reserves transferred to the PARS 115 Trust fund, and an increase of approximately 

$360,000 of normal pension costs programmed into FY2023 budget. City staff estimates 

the cost to prepare this report to be $780.  

 

Recommended Action: 

Approve Example 2 of the pension funding policy with an active moderate 

investment strategy for the PARS 115 Trust.  

Attachments: 

A. Pension Funding Policy Matrix 

B. Highmark Portfolio Performance Reports as of September 30, 2021 
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Pension 
Funding 
Policy 
Elements

Example 1: CalPERS 
(Baseline)

Example 2: Lower Funding 
Target

Example 3: Medium 
Funding Target

Example 4: Higher 
Funding Target

%
 F
un

de
d 

G
oa

l 
(R
an

ge
)

100%, no lower 
element of range 80%‐100%; Target of 85%

80% ‐ 100%; Target of 
95%

90% ‐ 100%+; Target of 
100%+

Ti
m
e 
Fr
am

e

30 years Within 10 years Within 10 years Within 10 years

Normal Cost (NC) 
calculated at 7.0% 
Discount Rate

(+) Contribute $2.5m 
identified to 115 Trust

(+) Identify funding for 
the pension obligation 
through budget

(+) Recalculate the NC 
with 6% DR

Changes in acturial 
assumptions amortized 
over 20 years

(+) Using a more 
conservative discount rate 
(DR) 6.5% for calculation 
of normal cost

(+) Amend Reserve 
Policy, 50% excess BSR an 
be allocated for pension 
costs (all funds 
contribute a 
commnesurate amount)

(+) Amend existing BSR 
policy, 100% excess BSR 
allocated for pension 
costs (all funds 
contribute a 
commensurate amount)

UAL amortized over 30 
years for gains/losses; 
calculated at 7% 
Discount Rate (20 years 
beginning 6/30/2021)

Pension Funding Policy Examples
Fu

nd
in
g 
Co

m
po

ne
nt
s
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Al
lo
w
ab

le
 U
se
s 
of
 F
un

di
ng

 C
om

po
ne

nt
s

NC covers pay‐go 
portion ; UAL portion 
pays off unfunded 
liability in 30 years if 
CalPERS investment 
returns met

(+) Reach one‐year of 
funding for CalPERS ADC in 
115 Trust Fund (invest 
moderately); subsequent 
proactive funding to 
CalPERS as ADP

(+) Fresh start in concept 
for the Safety group, 
beginning in a target year

(‐) Contractual Fresh 
Start for the Safety 
group beginning in a 
target year in‐leiu of 
fresh start in concept

Se
rv
ic
e 
D
el
iv
er
y 
O
ut
co
m
es

Continue services 
throughout the City 
inlcuding the ability to 
keep up with cost of 
doing business as well 
as limited strategic 
investments.

Continue current service 
levels, limitations on 
additional service delivery 
including an ability to keep 
up with the cost of doing 
business. Prioritization 
would continue to be 
necessary annually 
through the budget 
process.

(+) City Manager to 
identify plan to address 
additional contributions 
to pension as part of 
annual budget process/     
(+) Impacts on service 
delivery and/or structural 
additional revenue

(+) Significant adverse 
impacts on service 
delivery levels; 
additional revenue

Fi
sc
al
 

Im
pa

ct Approx $4.05m total 
pension cost for FY24

Approx $4.41m total 
pension cost for FY24

Approx $5.23m total 
pension cost for FY24

Approx $6.42m total 
pension cost for FY24

(+) Indicates that this is in addition to the step to the left while (‐) indicates that this is instead of the step to the 
left. 
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PARS DIVERSIFIED PORTFOLIOS

MODERATELY CONSERVATIVE

INVESTMENT OBJECTIVE

ANNUAL RETURNS

ASSET ALLOCATION � MODERATELY CONSERVATIVE PORTFOLIO

Comprehensive Investment Solution
HighMark® Capital Management, Inc.�s (HighMark)
diversified investment portfolios are designed to
balance return expectations with risk tolerance.
Key features include: sophisticated asset allocation
and optimization techniques, four layers of 
diversification (asset class, style, manager, and
security), access to rigorously screened, top tier
money managers, flexible investment options, and
experienced investment management.

Rigorous Manager Due Diligence
Our manager review committee utilizes a rigorous
screening process that searches for investment
managers and styles that have not only produced
above-average returns within acceptable risk 
parameters, but have the resources and commitment 
to continue to deliver these results. We have set high 
standards for our investment managers and funds. 
This is a highly specialized, time consuming
approach dedicated to one goal: competitive and 
consistent performance.

Flexible Investment Options
In order to meet the unique needs of our clients,
we offer access to flexible implementation strategies: 
HighMark Plus utilizes actively managed mutual 
funds while Index Plus utilizes index-based 
securities, including exchange-traded funds. Both 
investment options leverage HighMark�s active asset 
allocation approach.

Risk Management
The portfolio is constructed to control risk through 
four layers of diversification � asset classes (cash, 
fixed income, equity), investment styles (large cap, 
small cap, international, value, growth), managers 
and securities. Disciplined mutual fund selection and 
monitoring process helps to drive return potential 
while reducing portfolio risk.

WHY THE PARS DIVERSIFIED 
MODERATELY CONSERVATIVE PORTFOLIO?

Q3 2021

* Returns less than one year are not annualized. **Breakdown for Blended Benchmark: From 10/1/2012 - Present: 15.5% S&P500, 
3% Russell Mid Cap, 4.5% Russell 2000, 2% MSCI EM (net), 4% MSCI EAFE (net), 49.25% Bloomberg US Agg, 14% ICE BofA 1-
3 Yr US Corp/Gov�t, 1.75% ICE BofA US High Yield Master II, 1% Wilshire REIT, and 5% FTSE 1 Mth US T-Bill. From 4/1/2007 -
9/30/2012: the blended benchmark was 25% S&P 500; 1.5% Russell 2000, 3.5% MSCI EAFE (net), 25% ICE BofA 1-3 Year 
Corp./Govt, 40% Bloomberg US Agg, 5% FTSE 1 Mth US T-Bill. Prior to April 2007, the blended benchmark was 30% S&P 500, 
25% ICE BofA 1-3Yr Corp/Gov, 40% Bloomberg US Agg, and 5% FTSE 1 Mth US T-Bill. 

To provide current income, with 
capital appreciation as a 
secondary objective. The major 
portion of the assets is 
committed to income-producing 
securities. Market fluctuations 
should be expected.

Strategic Range Policy Tactical

Equity 20 - 40% 30% 32%

Fixed Income 50 - 80% 65% 67%

Cash 0 - 20% 5% 1%

ANNUALIZED TOTAL RETURNS (Gross of Investment Management Fees, but Net of 
Embedded Fund Fees)

HighMark Plus Composite (Active)

Current Quarter* -0.58%

Blended Benchmark*,** -0.21%

Year To Date* 3.36%

Blended Benchmark*,** 3.25%

1 Year 9.83%

Blended Benchmark** 8.83%

3 Year 7.80%

Blended Benchmark** 7.57%

5 Year 6.61%

Blended Benchmark** 6.34%

10 Year 6.64%

Blended Benchmark** 6.20%

Index Plus Composite (Passive)

Current Quarter* -0.32%

Blended Benchmark*,** -0.21%

Year To Date* 3.16%

Blended Benchmark*,** 3.25%

1 Year 8.50%

Blended Benchmark** 8.83%

3 Year 7.52%

Blended Benchmark** 7.57%

5 Year 6.11%

Blended Benchmark** 6.34%

10 Year 6.15%

Blended Benchmark** 6.20%

PORTFOLIO FACTS
HighMark Plus (Active)

Composite Inception Date 08/2004

No of Holdings in Portfolio 20

Index Plus (Passive)

Composite Inception Date 05/2005

No of Holdings in Portfolio 13

Efficient Frontier

Risk (Standard Deviation)

R
e

w
a

rd
 (

R
a

te
 o

f R
e

tu
rn

)

Conservative

Moderately Conservative

Moderate

Capital Appreciation
Balanced

HighMark Plus Composite (Active)

2008 -15.37%

2009 18.71%

2010 10.46%

2011 1.75%

2012 10.88%

2013 7.30%

2014 4.41%

2015 0.32%

2016 4.94%

2017 9.56%

2018 -2.60%

2019 13.73%

2020 10.76%

Index Plus Composite (Passive)

2008 -12.40%

2009 11.92%

2010 9.72%

2011 3.24%

2012 8.24%

2013 6.78%

2014 5.40%

2015 -0.18%

2016 5.42%

2017 8.08%

2018 -2.33%

2019 13.53%

2020 9.74%

(Gross of Investment Management Fees, but Net of Embedded 
Fund Fees)
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HIGHMARK CAPITAL MANAGEMENT

350 California Street
Suite 1600
San Francisco, CA 94104 
800-582-4734

ABOUT THE ADVISER
HighMark® Capital Management, Inc. (HighMark) has 
100 years (including predecessor organizations) of 
institutional money management experience with $9.4 
billion in assets under management and $9.6 billion in 
assets under advisement*. HighMark has a long term 
disciplined approach to money management and 
currently manages assets for a wide array of clients.

ABOUT THE PORTFOLIO MANAGEMENT TEAM
Andrew Brown, CFA®

Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 1994
HighMark Tenure: since 1997
Education: MBA, University of Southern California; 
BA, University of Southern California

Salvatore �Tory� Milazzo III, CFA®

Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 2004
HighMark Tenure: since 2014
Education: BA, Colgate University

J. Keith Stribling, CFA®

Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 1985
HighMark Tenure: since 1995
Education: BA, Stetson University 

Christiane Tsuda
Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 1987
HighMark Tenure: since 2010
Education: BA, International Christian University, Tokyo

Anne Wimmer, CFA®

Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 1987
HighMark Tenure: since 2007
Education: BA, University of California, Santa Barbara

Randy Yurchak, CFA®

Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 2002
HighMark Tenure: since 2017
Education: MBA, Arizona State University;
BS, University of Washington

Asset Allocation Committee
Number of Members: 17
Average Years of Experience: 26
Average Tenure (Years): 14

Manager Review Group
Number of Members: 8
Average Years of Experience: 20
Average Tenure (Years): 9

*Assets under management (�AUM�) include assets for which 
HighMark provides continuous and regular supervisory and 
management services.  Assets under advisement (�AUA�) 
include assets for which HighMark provides certain investment 
advisory services (including, but not limited to, investment 
research and strategies) for client assets of its parent company, 
MUFG Union Bank, N.A.

The performance records shown represent a size-weighted composite of tax exempt accounts that meet the following 
criteria: Accounts are managed by HighMark with full investment authority according to the PARS Moderately 
Conservative active and passive objectives.

The adviser to the PARS portfolios is US Bank, and HighMark serves as sub-adviser to US Bank to manage these 
portfolios. US Bank may charge clients as much as 0.60% annual management fee based on a sliding scale. US Bank 
pays HighMark 60% of the annual management fee for assets sub-advised by HighMark under its sub-advisory 
agreement with US Bank. The 0.36% paid to HighMark, as well as other expenses that may be incurred in the 
management of the portfolio, will reduce the portfolio�s returns. Assuming an investment for five years, a 5% annual total 
return, and an annual sub-advisory fee rate of 0.36% deducted from the assets at market at the end of each year, a $10 
million initial value would grow to $12.53 million after fees (Net-of-Fees) and $12.76 million before fees (Gross-of-Fees). 
Gross returns are presented before management and custodial fees but after all trading expenses and reflect the 
reinvestment of dividends and other income. A client's return will be reduced by the advisory fees and other expenses it 
may incur as a client. Additional information regarding the firm�s policies and procedures for calculating and reporting 
performance results is available upon request. Performance results are calculated and presented in U.S. dollars and do 
not reflect the deduction of investment advisory fees, custody fees, or taxes but do reflect the deduction of trading 
expenses. Returns are calculated based on trade-date accounting.

Blended benchmarks represent HighMark�s strategic allocations between equity, fixed income, and cash and are 
rebalanced monthly. Benchmark returns do not reflect the deduction of advisory fees or other expenses of investing but 
assumes the reinvestment of dividends and other earnings. An investor cannot invest directly in an index. The 
unmanaged S&P 500 Index is representative of the performance of large companies in the U.S. stock market. The MSCI 
EAFE Index is a free float-adjusted market capitalization index designed to measure developed market equity 
performance, excluding the U.S. and Canada. The MSCI Emerging Markets Index is a free float-adjusted market 
capitalization index that is designed to measure equity market performance in the global emerging markets. The Russell 
Midcap Index measures the performance of the mid-cap segment of the U.S. equity universe. The Russell 2000 Index 
measures the performance of the small-cap segment of the U.S. equity universe. The ICE BofA US High Yield Master II 
Index tracks the performance of below investment grade U.S. dollar-denominated corporate bonds publicly issued in the 
U.S. domestic market. Wilshire REIT index measures U.S. publicly traded Real Estate Investment Trusts. The unmanaged  
Bloomberg U.S. Aggregate Bond Index is generally representative of the U.S. taxable bond market as a whole. The ICE 
BofA 1-3 Year U.S. Corporate & Government Index tracks the bond performance of the ICE BofA U.S. Corporate & 
Government Index, with a remaining term to final maturity less than 3 years. The unmanaged FTSE 1-Month U.S. 
Treasury Bill Index tracks the yield of the 1-month U.S. Treasury Bill. 

HighMark Capital Management, Inc.  (HighMark), an SEC-registered investment adviser, is a wholly owned subsidiary of 
MUFG Union Bank, N.A. (MUB). HighMark manages institutional separate account portfolios for a wide variety of for-profit 
and nonprofit organizations, public agencies, and public and private retirement plans. MUB, a subsidiary of MUFG 
Americas Holdings Corporation, provides certain services to HighMark and is compensated for these services. Past 
performance does not guarantee future results. Individual account management and construction will vary depending on 
each client�s investment needs and objectives. Investments employing HighMark strategies are NOT insured by the 
FDIC or by any other Federal Government Agency, are NOT Bank deposits, are NOT guaranteed by the Bank or 
any Bank affiliate, and MAY lose value, including possible loss of principal. 

350 California Street

Suite 1600

San Francisco, CA 94104

800.582.4734

www.highmarkcapital.com

HOLDINGS

STYLE

Small Cap 5.1%

Interm-Term Bond
53.1%

High Yield 2.7%

Short-Term Bond
11.7%

Large Cap Core
8.9%

Large Cap Growth
3.5%

Mid Cap 2.6%

Intl Stocks 6.4%

Cash 1.0%

Large Cap Value
4.0%

Real Estate 1.0%

Holdings are subject to change at the 
discretion of the investment manager.

HighMark Plus (Active) Index Plus (Passive)

Columbia Contrarian Core I3 iShares Core S&P 500 ETF

Vanguard Growth & Income Adm iShares S&P 500 Value ETF

Dodge & Cox Stock Fund iShares S&P 500 Growth ETF

iShares S&P 500 Value ETF iShares Russell Mid-Cap ETF

Harbor Capital Appreciation - Retirement Vanguard Real Estate ETF

T. Rowe Price Growth Stock - I iShares Russell 2000 Value ETF

iShares Russell Mid-Cap ETF iShares Russell 2000 Growth ETF

Vanguard Real Estate ETF iShares Core MSCI EAFE ETF

Undiscovered Managers Behavioral Value-R6 Vanguard FTSE Emerging Markets ETF

Victory RS Small Cap Growth - R6 Vanguard Short-Term Invest-Grade Adm

DFA Large Cap International Portfolio iShares Core U.S. Aggregate

Dodge & Cox International Stock Vanguard High-Yield Corp Adm

MFS International Growth - R6 First American Government Obligations Z

Hartford Schroders Emerging Markets Eq

Vanguard Short-Term Invest-Grade Adm

PIMCO High Yield Instl

PIMCO Total Return Fund - Inst

PGIM Total Return Bond - R6

DoubleLine Core Fixed Income - I

First American Government Obligations Z
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PARS DIVERSIFIED PORTFOLIOS

MODERATE

INVESTMENT OBJECTIVE

ANNUAL RETURNS

ASSET ALLOCATION � MODERATE PORTFOLIO

Comprehensive Investment Solution
HighMark® Capital Management, Inc.�s (HighMark)
diversified investment portfolios are designed to
balance return expectations with risk tolerance.
Key features include: sophisticated asset allocation
and optimization techniques, four layers of 
diversification (asset class, style, manager, and
security), access to rigorously screened, top tier
money managers, flexible investment options, and
experienced investment management.

Rigorous Manager Due Diligence
Our manager review committee utilizes a rigorous
screening process that searches for investment
managers and styles that have not only produced
above-average returns within acceptable risk 
parameters, but have the resources and commitment 
to continue to deliver these results. We have set high 
standards for our investment managers and funds. 
This is a highly specialized, time consuming
approach dedicated to one goal: competitive and 
consistent performance.

Flexible Investment Options
In order to meet the unique needs of our clients,
we offer access to flexible implementation strategies: 
HighMark Plus utilizes actively managed mutual 
funds while Index Plus utilizes index-based 
securities, including exchange-traded funds. Both 
investment options leverage HighMark�s active asset 
allocation approach.

Risk Management
The portfolio is constructed to control risk through 
four layers of diversification � asset classes (cash, 
fixed income, equity), investment styles (large cap, 
small cap, international, value, growth), managers 
and securities. Disciplined mutual fund selection and 
monitoring process helps to drive return potential 
while reducing portfolio risk.

WHY THE PARS DIVERSIFIED 
MODERATE PORTFOLIO?

Q3 2021

* Returns less than one year are not annualized. **Breakdown for Blended Benchmark: From 10/1/2012 � Present: 26.5% S&P500, 
5% Russell Mid Cap, 7.5% Russell 2000, 3.25% MSCI EM (net), 6% MSCI EAFE (net), 33.50% Bloomberg US Agg, 10% ICE BofA
1-3 Yr US Corp/Gov�t, 1.50% ICE BofA US High Yield Master II, 1.75% Wilshire REIT, and 5% FTSE 1 Mth US T-Bill. From 
4/1/2007 � 9/30/2012: the blended benchmark was 43% S&P 500; 2% Russell 2000, 5% MSCI EAFE (net), 15% ICE BofA 1-3 Year 
Corp./Govt, 30% Bloomberg US Agg, 5% FTSE 1 Mth US T-Bill. Prior to April 2007: the blended benchmark was 50% S&P 500, 
15% ICE BofA 1-3Yr Corp/Gov, 30% Bloomberg US Agg, and 5% FTSE 1 Mth US T-Bill. 

To provide current income and 
moderate capital appreciation.    
It is expected that dividend and 
interest income will comprise a 
significant portion of total return, 
although growth through capital 
appreciation is equally important.

Strategic Range Policy Tactical

Equity 40 - 60% 50% 53%

Fixed Income 40 - 60% 45% 46%

Cash 0 - 20% 5% 1%

ANNUALIZED TOTAL RETURNS (Gross of Investment Management Fees, but Net of 
Embedded Fund Fees)

HighMark Plus Composite (Active)

Current Quarter* -1.05%

Blended Benchmark*,** -0.41%

Year To Date* 6.00%

Blended Benchmark*,** 6.22%

1 Year 15.94%

Blended Benchmark** 15.32%

3 Year 9.54%

Blended Benchmark** 9.40%

5 Year 8.93%

Blended Benchmark** 8.73%

10 Year 8.72%

Blended Benchmark** 8.63%

Index Plus Composite (Passive)

Current Quarter* -0.54%

Blended Benchmark*,** -0.41%

Year To Date* 6.19%

Blended Benchmark*,** 6.22%

1 Year 14.77%

Blended Benchmark** 15.32%

3 Year 9.10%

Blended Benchmark** 9.40%

5 Year 8.34%

Blended Benchmark** 8.73%

10 Year 8.35%

Blended Benchmark** 8.63%

PORTFOLIO FACTS
HighMark Plus (Active)

Composite Inception Date 10/2004

No of Holdings in Portfolio 20

Index Plus (Passive)

Composite Inception Date 05/2006

No of Holdings in Portfolio 13

Efficient Frontier

Risk (Standard Deviation)
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Conservative

Moderately Conservative

Moderate

Capital Appreciation
Balanced

HighMark Plus Composite (Active)

2008 -22.88%

2009 21.47%

2010 12.42%

2011 0.55%

2012 12.25%

2013 13.06%

2014 4.84%

2015 0.14%

2016 6.45%

2017 13.19%

2018 -4.03%

2019 17.71%

2020 12.92%

Index Plus Composite (Passive)

2008 -18.14%

2009 16.05%

2010 11.77%

2011 2.29%

2012 10.91%

2013 12.79%

2014 5.72%

2015 -0.52%

2016 7.23%

2017 11.59%

2018 -4.03%

2019 17.52%

2020 11.23%

(Gross of Investment Management Fees, but Net of Embedded 
Fund Fees)
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HIGHMARK CAPITAL MANAGEMENT

350 California Street
Suite 1600
San Francisco, CA 94104 
800-582-4734

ABOUT THE ADVISER
HighMark® Capital Management, Inc. (HighMark) has 
100 years (including predecessor organizations) of 
institutional money management experience with $9.4 
billion in assets under management and $9.6 billion in 
assets under advisement*. HighMark has a long term 
disciplined approach to money management and 
currently manages assets for a wide array of clients.

ABOUT THE PORTFOLIO MANAGEMENT TEAM
Andrew Brown, CFA®

Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 1994
HighMark Tenure: since 1997
Education: MBA, University of Southern California; 
BA, University of Southern California

Salvatore �Tory� Milazzo III, CFA®

Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 2004
HighMark Tenure: since 2014
Education: BA, Colgate University

J. Keith Stribling, CFA®

Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 1985
HighMark Tenure: since 1995
Education: BA, Stetson University 

Christiane Tsuda
Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 1987
HighMark Tenure: since 2010
Education: BA, International Christian University, Tokyo

Anne Wimmer, CFA®

Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 1987
HighMark Tenure: since 2007
Education: BA, University of California, Santa Barbara

Randy Yurchak, CFA®

Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 2002
HighMark Tenure: since 2017
Education: MBA, Arizona State University;
BS, University of Washington

Asset Allocation Committee
Number of Members: 17
Average Years of Experience: 26
Average Tenure (Years): 14

Manager Review Group
Number of Members: 8
Average Years of Experience: 20
Average Tenure (Years): 9

*Assets under management (�AUM�) include assets for which 
HighMark provides continuous and regular supervisory and 
management services.  Assets under advisement (�AUA�) 
include assets for which HighMark provides certain investment 
advisory services (including, but not limited to, investment 
research and strategies) for client assets of its parent company, 
MUFG Union Bank, N.A.

The performance records shown represent size-weighted composites of tax exempt accounts that meet the following 
criteria: Accounts are managed by HighMark with full investment authority according to the PARS Moderate active and 
passive objectives.

The adviser to the PARS portfolios is US Bank, and HighMark serves as sub-adviser to US Bank to manage these 
portfolios. US Bank may charge clients as much as 0.60% annual management fee based on a sliding scale. US Bank pays 
HighMark 60% of the annual management fee for assets sub-advised by HighMark under its sub-advisory agreement with 
US Bank. The 0.36% paid to HighMark, as well as other expenses that may be incurred in the management of the portfolio, 
will reduce the portfolio�s returns. Assuming an investment for five years, a 5% annual total return, and an annual sub-
advisory fee rate of 0.36% deducted from the assets at market at the end of each year, a $10 million initial value would 
grow to $12.53 million after fees (Net-of-Fees) and $12.76 million before fees (Gross-of-Fees). Gross returns are presented 
before management and custodial fees but after all trading expenses and reflect the reinvestment of dividends and other 
income. A client's return will be reduced by the advisory fees and other expenses it may incur as a client. Additional 
information regarding the firm�s policies and procedures for calculating and reporting performance results is available upon 
request. Performance results are calculated and presented in U.S. dollars and do not reflect the deduction of investment 
advisory fees, custody fees, or taxes but do reflect the deduction of trading expenses. Returns are calculated based on 
trade-date accounting.

Blended benchmarks represent HighMark�s strategic allocations between equity, fixed income, and cash and are 
rebalanced monthly. Benchmark returns do not reflect the deduction of advisory fees or other expenses of investing but 
assumes the reinvestment of dividends and other earnings. An investor cannot invest directly in an index. The unmanaged 
S&P 500 Index is representative of the performance of large companies in the U.S. stock market. The MSCI EAFE Index is 
a free float-adjusted market capitalization index designed to measure developed market equity performance, excluding the 
U.S. and Canada. The MSCI Emerging Markets Index is a free float-adjusted market capitalization index that is designed to 
measure equity market performance in the global emerging markets. The Russell Midcap Index measures the performance 
of the mid-cap segment of the U.S. equity universe. The Russell 2000 Index measures the performance of the small-cap 
segment of the U.S. equity universe. The ICE BofA US High Yield Master II Index tracks the performance of below 
investment grade U.S. dollar-denominated corporate bonds publicly issued in the U.S. domestic market. Wilshire REIT 
index measures U.S. publicly traded Real Estate Investment Trusts. The unmanaged  Bloomberg U.S. Aggregate Bond 
Index is generally representative of the U.S. taxable bond market as a whole. The ICE BofA 1-3 Year U.S. Corporate & 
Government Index tracks the bond performance of the ICE BofA U.S. Corporate & Government Index, with a remaining 
term to final maturity less than 3 years. The unmanaged FTSE 1-Month U.S. Treasury Bill Index tracks the yield of the 1-
month U.S. Treasury Bill. 

HighMark Capital Management, Inc.  (HighMark), an SEC-registered investment adviser, is a wholly owned subsidiary of 
MUFG Union Bank, N.A. (MUB). HighMark manages institutional separate account portfolios for a wide variety of for-profit 
and nonprofit organizations, public agencies, and public and private retirement plans. MUB, a subsidiary of MUFG 
Americas Holdings Corporation, provides certain services to HighMark and is compensated for these services. Past 
performance does not guarantee future results. Individual account management and construction will vary depending on 
each client�s investment needs and objectives. Investments employing HighMark strategies are NOT insured by the 
FDIC or by any other Federal Government Agency, are NOT Bank deposits, are NOT guaranteed by the Bank or any 
Bank affiliate, and MAY lose value, including possible loss of principal. 

350 California Street

Suite 1600

San Francisco, CA 94104

800.582.4734

www.highmarkcapital.com

HOLDINGS

STYLE

Small Cap
8.4%

Interm-Term Bond
35.9%

High Yield
2.1%Short-Term Bond

8.5%

Large Cap Core
15.2%

Large Cap Growth
5.9%

Mid Cap
4.2%

Intl Stocks
10.2%

Cash
1.0%

Large Cap Value
6.8%

Real Estate
1.8%

Holdings are subject to change at the 
discretion of the investment manager.

HighMark Plus (Active) Index Plus (Passive)

Columbia Contrarian Core I3 iShares Core S&P 500 ETF

Vanguard Growth & Income Adm iShares S&P 500 Value ETF

Dodge & Cox Stock Fund iShares S&P 500 Growth ETF

iShares S&P 500 Value ETF iShares Russell Mid-Cap ETF

Harbor Capital Appreciation - Retirement Vanguard Real Estate ETF

T. Rowe Price Growth Stock - I iShares Russell 2000 Value ETF

iShares Russell Mid-Cap ETF iShares Russell 2000 Growth ETF

Vanguard Real Estate ETF iShares Core MSCI EAFE ETF

Undiscovered Managers Behavioral Value-R6 Vanguard FTSE Emerging Markets ETF

Victory RS Small Cap Growth - R6 Vanguard Short-Term Invest-Grade Adm

DFA Large Cap International Portfolio iShares Core U.S. Aggregate

Dodge & Cox International Stock Vanguard High-Yield Corp Adm

MFS International Growth - R6 First American Government Obligations Z

Hartford Schroders Emerging Markets Eq

Vanguard Short-Term Invest-Grade Adm

PIMCO High Yield Instl

PIMCO Total Return Fund - Inst

PGIM Total Return Bond - R6

DoubleLine Core Fixed Income - I

First American Government Obligations Z
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PARS DIVERSIFIED PORTFOLIOS

BALANCED

INVESTMENT OBJECTIVE

ANNUAL RETURNS

ASSET ALLOCATION � BALANCED PORTFOLIO

Comprehensive Investment Solution
HighMark® Capital Management, Inc.�s (HighMark)
diversified investment portfolios are designed to
balance return expectations with risk tolerance.
Key features include: sophisticated asset allocation
and optimization techniques, four layers of 
diversification (asset class, style, manager, and
security), access to rigorously screened, top tier
money managers, flexible investment options, and
experienced investment management.

Rigorous Manager Due Diligence
Our manager review committee utilizes a rigorous
screening process that searches for investment
managers and styles that have not only produced
above-average returns within acceptable risk 
parameters, but have the resources and commitment 
to continue to deliver these results. We have set high 
standards for our investment managers and funds. 
This is a highly specialized, time consuming
approach dedicated to one goal: competitive and 
consistent performance.

Flexible Investment Options
In order to meet the unique needs of our clients,
we offer access to flexible implementation strategies: 
HighMark Plus utilizes actively managed mutual 
funds while Index Plus utilizes index-based 
securities, including exchange-traded funds. Both 
investment options leverage HighMark�s active asset 
allocation approach.

Risk Management
The portfolio is constructed to control risk through 
four layers of diversification � asset classes (cash, 
fixed income, equity), investment styles (large cap, 
small cap, international, value, growth), managers 
and securities. Disciplined mutual fund selection and 
monitoring process helps to drive return potential 
while reducing portfolio risk.

WHY THE PARS DIVERSIFIED 
BALANCED PORTFOLIO?

Q3 2021

* Returns less than one year are not annualized. **Breakdown for Blended Benchmark: From 10/1/2012 � Present: 32% S&P500, 6% 
Russell Mid Cap, 9% Russell 2000, 4% MSCI EM (net), 7% MSCI EAFE (net), 27% Bloomberg US Agg, 6.75% ICE BofA 1-3 Yr US 
Corp/Gov�t, 1.25% ICE BofA US High Yield Master II, 2% Wilshire REIT, and 5% FTSE 1 Mth US T-Bill. From 4/1/2007 �
9/30/2012: the blended benchmark was 51% S&P 500; 3% Russell 2000, 6% MSCI EAFE (net), 5% ICE BofA 1-3 Year Corp./Govt, 
30% Bloomberg US Agg, 5% FTSE 1 Mth US T-Bill. Prior to April 2007: the blended benchmark was 60% S&P 500, 5% ICE BofA
1-3Yr Corp/Gov, 30% Bloomberg US Agg, and 5% FTSE 1 Mth US T-Bill.

To provide growth of principal 
and income. While dividend and 
interest income are an important 
component of the objective�s 
total return, it is expected that 
capital appreciation will 
comprise a larger portion of the 
total return.

Strategic Range Policy Tactical

Equity 50 � 70% 60% 63%

Fixed Income 30 � 50% 35% 36%

Cash 0 � 20% 5% 1%

ANNUALIZED TOTAL RETURNS
(Gross of Investment Management Fees, but Net of 
Embedded Fund Fees)

HighMark Plus Composite (Active)

Current Quarter* -1.30%

Blended Benchmark*,** -0.52%

Year To Date* 7.34%

Blended Benchmark*,** 7.71%

1 Year 19.24%

Blended Benchmark** 18.65%

3 Year 10.30%

Blended Benchmark** 10.30%

5 Year 10.11%

Blended Benchmark** 9.94%

10 Year 9.83%

Blended Benchmark** 9.87%

Index Plus Composite (Passive)

Current Quarter* -0.66%

Blended Benchmark*,** -0.52%

Year To Date* 7.68%

Blended Benchmark*,** 7.71%

1 Year 17.93%

Blended Benchmark** 18.65%

3 Year 9.89%

Blended Benchmark** 10.30%

5 Year 9.45%

Blended Benchmark** 9.94%

10 Year 9.44%

Blended Benchmark** 9.87%

PORTFOLIO FACTS
HighMark Plus (Active)

Composite Inception Date 10/2006

No of Holdings in Portfolio 20

Index Plus (Passive)

Composite Inception Date 10/2007

No of Holdings in Portfolio 13

Efficient Frontier

Risk (Standard Deviation)
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Conservative

Moderately Conservative

Moderate

Capital Appreciation
Balanced

HighMark Plus Composite (Active)

2008 -25.72%

2009 21.36%

2010 14.11%

2011 -0.46%

2012 13.25%

2013 16.61%

2014 4.70%

2015 0.04%

2016 6.81%

2017 15.46%

2018 -4.88%

2019 19.85%

2020 14.06%

Index Plus Composite (Passive)

2008 -23.22%

2009 17.62%

2010 12.76%

2011 1.60%

2012 11.93%

2013 15.63%

2014 6.08%

2015 -0.81%

2016 8.25%

2017 13.39%

2018 -5.05%

2019 19.59%

2020 12.07%

(Gross of Investment Management Fees, but Net of Embedded 
Fund Fees)
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HIGHMARK CAPITAL MANAGEMENT

350 California Street
Suite 1600
San Francisco, CA 94104 
800-582-4734

ABOUT THE ADVISER
HighMark® Capital Management, Inc. (HighMark) has 
100 years (including predecessor organizations) of 
institutional money management experience with $9.4 
billion in assets under management and $9.6 billion in 
assets under advisement*. HighMark has a long term 
disciplined approach to money management and 
currently manages assets for a wide array of clients.

ABOUT THE PORTFOLIO MANAGEMENT TEAM
Andrew Brown, CFA®

Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 1994
HighMark Tenure: since 1997
Education: MBA, University of Southern California; 
BA, University of Southern California

Salvatore �Tory� Milazzo III, CFA®

Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 2004
HighMark Tenure: since 2014
Education: BA, Colgate University

J. Keith Stribling, CFA®

Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 1985
HighMark Tenure: since 1995
Education: BA, Stetson University 

Christiane Tsuda
Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 1987
HighMark Tenure: since 2010
Education: BA, International Christian University, Tokyo

Anne Wimmer, CFA®

Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 1987
HighMark Tenure: since 2007
Education: BA, University of California, Santa Barbara

Randy Yurchak, CFA®

Senior Portfolio Manager
Investment Experience: since 2002
HighMark Tenure: since 2017
Education: MBA, Arizona State University;
BS, University of Washington

Asset Allocation Committee
Number of Members: 17
Average Years of Experience: 26
Average Tenure (Years): 14

Manager Review Group
Number of Members: 8
Average Years of Experience: 20
Average Tenure (Years): 9

*Assets under management (�AUM�) include assets for which 
HighMark provides continuous and regular supervisory and 
management services.  Assets under advisement (�AUA�) 
include assets for which HighMark provides certain investment 
advisory services (including, but not limited to, investment 
research and strategies) for client assets of its parent company, 
MUFG Union Bank, N.A.

The performance records shown represent size-weighted composites of tax exempt accounts that meet the following criteria: 
Accounts are managed by HighMark with full investment authority according to the PARS Balanced active and passive 
objectives.

The composite name has been changed from PARS Balanced/Moderately Aggressive to PARS Balanced on 5/1/2013. The 
adviser to the PARS portfolios is US Bank, and HighMark serves as sub-adviser to US Bank to manage these portfolios. US 
Bank may charge clients as much as 0.60% annual management fee based on a sliding scale. US Bank pays HighMark 60% 
of the annual management fee for assets sub-advised by HighMark under its sub-advisory agreement with US Bank. The 
0.36% paid to HighMark, as well as other expenses that may be incurred in the management of the portfolio, will reduce the 
portfolio�s returns. Assuming an investment for five years, a 5% annual total return, and an annual sub-advisory fee rate of 
0.36% deducted from the assets at market at the end of each year, a $10 million initial value would grow to $12.53 million 
after fees (Net-of-Fees) and $12.76 million before fees (Gross-of-Fees). Gross returns are presented before management 
and custodial fees but after all trading expenses and reflect the reinvestment of dividends and other income. A client's return
will be reduced by the advisory fees and other expenses it may incur as a client. Additional information regarding the firm�s
policies and procedures for calculating and reporting performance results is available upon request. Performance results are 
calculated and presented in U.S. dollars and do not reflect the deduction of investment advisory fees, custody fees, or taxes
but do reflect the deduction of trading expenses. Returns are calculated based on trade-date accounting.

Blended benchmarks represent HighMark�s strategic allocations between equity, fixed income, and cash and are rebalanced 
monthly. Benchmark returns do not reflect the deduction of advisory fees or other expenses of investing but assumes the 
reinvestment of dividends and other earnings. An investor cannot invest directly in an index. The unmanaged S&P 500 Index 
is representative of the performance of large companies in the U.S. stock market. The MSCI EAFE Index is a free float-
adjusted market capitalization index designed to measure developed market equity performance, excluding the U.S. and 
Canada. The MSCI Emerging Markets Index is a free float-adjusted market capitalization index that is designed to measure 
equity market performance in the global emerging markets. The Russell Midcap Index measures the performance of the mid-
cap segment of the U.S. equity universe. The Russell 2000 Index measures the performance of the small-cap segment of the 
U.S. equity universe. The ICE BofA US High Yield Master II Index tracks the performance of below investment grade U.S. 
dollar-denominated corporate bonds publicly issued in the U.S. domestic market. Wilshire REIT index measures U.S. publicly 
traded Real Estate Investment Trusts. The unmanaged  Bloomberg U.S. Aggregate Bond Index is generally representative of 
the U.S. taxable bond market as a whole. The ICE BofA 1-3 Year U.S. Corporate & Government Index tracks the bond 
performance of the ICE BofA U.S. Corporate & Government Index, with a remaining term to final maturity less than 3 years. 
The unmanaged FTSE 1-Month U.S. Treasury Bill Index tracks the yield of the 1-month U.S. Treasury Bill. 

HighMark Capital Management, Inc. (HighMark), an SEC-registered investment adviser, is a wholly owned subsidiary of 
MUFG Union Bank, N.A. (MUB). HighMark manages institutional separate account portfolios for a wide variety of for-profit 
and nonprofit organizations, public agencies, and public and private retirement plans. MUB, a subsidiary of MUFG Americas 
Holdings Corporation, provides certain services to HighMark and is compensated for these services. Past performance does 
not guarantee future results. Individual account management and construction will vary depending on each client�s 
investment needs and objectives. Investments employing HighMark strategies are NOT insured by the FDIC or by any 
other Federal Government Agency, are NOT Bank deposits, are NOT guaranteed by the Bank or any Bank affiliate, 
and MAY lose value, including possible loss of principal.

350 California Street

Suite 1600

San Francisco, CA 94104

800.582.4734

www.highmarkcapital.com

HOLDINGS

STYLE
Small Cap

10.0%

Interm-Term Bond
28.5%

High Yield
1.8%

Short-Term Bond
5.8%

Large Cap Core
18.5%

Large Cap Growth
7.1%

Mid Cap
5.1%

Intl Stocks
12.1%

Cash
1.0%

Large Cap Value
8.1%

Real Estate
2.0%

Holdings are subject to change at the 
discretion of the investment manager.

HighMark Plus (Active) Index Plus (Passive)

Columbia Contrarian Core I3 iShares Core S&P 500 ETF

Vanguard Growth & Income Adm iShares S&P 500 Value ETF

Dodge & Cox Stock Fund iShares S&P 500 Growth ETF

iShares S&P 500 Value ETF iShares Russell Mid-Cap ETF

Harbor Capital Appreciation - Retirement Vanguard Real Estate ETF

T. Rowe Price Growth Stock - I iShares Russell 2000 Value ETF

iShares Russell Mid-Cap ETF iShares Russell 2000 Growth ETF

Vanguard Real Estate ETF iShares Core MSCI EAFE ETF

Undiscovered Managers Behavioral Value-R6 Vanguard FTSE Emerging Markets ETF

Victory RS Small Cap Growth - R6 Vanguard Short-Term Invest-Grade Adm

DFA Large Cap International Portfolio iShares Core U.S. Aggregate

Dodge & Cox International Stock Vanguard High-Yield Corp Adm

MFS International Growth - R6 First American Government Obligations Z

Hartford Schroders Emerging Markets Eq

Vanguard Short-Term Invest-Grade Adm

PIMCO High Yield Instl

PIMCO Total Return Fund - Inst

PGIM Total Return Bond - R6

DoubleLine Core Fixed Income - I

First American Government Obligations Z
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Jeff Hart, Public Works Director 

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  Traffic Signal Update for the First Street and Highway 79 

Intersection, and the Sixth Street and Beaumont Avenue Intersection 
  

 

Project:  First Street/Highway 79 Traffic Signal 

 

Summary: 

The current phase of Capital Improvement Project R-11 - Citywide Traffic Signal 

Upgrade includes signal modifications at two locations: Beaumont Ave at First Street 

and Beaumont Ave at Sixth Street.  

 

First Street and Beaumont Avenue: 

Project Scope:  Install protected left turn lanes for east/west traffic flow. 

 

Design Status:  Plans submitted to Caltrans for final approval. Bidding to occur upon 

Caltrans plan approval. 

 

Construction Status:  Light poles have been ordered as authorized by City Council 

(estimated delivery 10-12 weeks). 

 

Budget:  $150,000  

 

Funding Source:  Traffic Signal DIF 
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Location Map: Beaumont Avenue/First Street 

 
 

Sixth Street and North Beaumont Avenue: 

Project Scope:  Install protected left turn lanes for east/west traffic flow. 

 

Design Status:  Plans tentatively approved. Preparation of bid documents are 

underway. Project Bidding scheduled for March 2022. 

 

Construction Status:  Light poles have been ordered as authorized by City Council 

(estimated delivery 10-12 weeks). 

 

Budget:  $150,000 

 

Funding Source:  Traffic Signal DIF 

 

Location Map: Beaumont Avenue/Sixth Street 

 426

Item 11.



Fiscal Impact: 

The cost associated with preparing this staff report is $350.00.   

 

Recommended Action: 

Receive and File the Traffic Signal Update for the First Street and Highway 79 

Intersection, and the Sixth Street and Beaumont Avenue Intersection Project. 
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Jeff Hart, Public Works Director 

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  Capital Improvement Drainage Projects Update  
  

Project:  Beaumont Master Drainage Plan Line 2, Stage 1 (CIP2019-019) 

Summary: 

The Beaumont Master Drainage Plan Line 2, Stage 1 project (Project) remains in the 

research and feasibility phase. Downstream constraints limit the amount of stormwater 

that can be safely discharged. A detention basin is proposed to attenuate the ultimate 

design stormwater flow to a safe level with a required size of approximately four acres. 

On December 16, 2021, City staff met with Riverside County Flood Control to discuss 

reallocating funds from the future Beaumont Master Drainage Line 2, Stage 2 project to 

this Project in order to acquire land and develop the basin site. The meeting also 

included a discussion of probable basin sites. City staff will prepare a future agenda 

item to discuss the probable sites and obtain City Council’s direction.      

       

Budget:  $5,000,000 Funding Source: Riverside County 

 

Location Map: 
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Project:  Cherry Channel Drainage Project (R-07) 

Summary: 

The Cherry Channel Drainage Project (Project) is in the request for proposal (RFP) 

development phase.  City staff has received a quote for geotechnical services needed 

to support the development of the RFP and intends to engage consultant to have 

requested services completed within 4-6 weeks.  Release of RFP is scheduled for 

March 2022. 

       

Budget:  $500,000 Funding Source: General Fund 

 

Location Map: 
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Fiscal Impact: 

The cost associated with preparing this staff report is $350.  

 

Recommended Action: 

Receive and file the Capital Improvement Drainage Projects Update. 

 

430

Item 12.



 
Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Christina Taylor, Community Development Director 

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  Community Development Department Update 
  

Background and Analysis:  

 

Housing Element Update (Project No. CD-02): The Draft Housing Element, Safety 

Element Update and Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing (AFFH) appendix are nearing 

completion. The State of California requires review of the draft document prior to 

approval by the governing body. Unfortunately, the State has about a four month back 

up on review of these documents and the City is still awaiting final comments. City staff 

anticipates the documents to be reviewed before Planning Commission and City 

Council in April 2022.   

 

Zoning Code Updates (Project No. CD-01): Consistency analysis and zoning code 

changes related to the General Plan Update were completed and took effect in January 

2021. Housing Element Update related zoning code amendments will be presented in 

April 2022 in conjunction with the Housing Element Update. Zoning Code Amendments 

such as the Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) Ordinance and Objective Design Guidelines 

will follow approval of the Housing Element Update in May or June 2022.   

 

Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA): The State mandated Annual 

Progress Report guidelines for reporting were released on January 4, 2021. The 

reporting requires submission for all residential permit information from 2020 as it 

pertains to permits issued, permit finals, location, income eligibility level, zone changes 

(if applicable) and loss of residential units. This information will be presented to City 

Council in March 2022 and will be submitted to the State Department of Housing and 

Community Development the submission deadline of by the April 1, 2022.   
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City Council Directed Items:  

Food Trucks: City staff presented an informational item to City Council in December 

2021. Based on City Council direction, City staff has done research and is preparing 

code recommendations for City Council review in February 2022.  

Special Events/Temporary Uses: In November 2021, City staff presented an 

informational item to City Council regarding temporary uses and special event 

processes. At City Council’s direction, Planning staff has been researching and working 

with other departments to prepare recommendations for City Council review in March 

2022.   

Sign Code: City staff is engaged in ongoing review of the sign code related to political 

signs as wells as general sign standards and sign program standards. Planning staff 

continues to work with the City Clerk’s office and the City Attorney to develop standards 

for each of these areas which will meet the intent of relevant laws while meeting the 

needs of the City, residents and businesses.  A draft sign code reflecting the direction 

given by Council has been provided to staff from the City Attorney’s office and 

recommendations will be prepared for City Council by March 2022. 

Design Guidelines/Standards: City Council has recently expressed interest in 

evaluating the need for design guidelines/standards. City staff has begun compiling the 

current guidelines in place in various areas throughout the City as well as researching 

what is in place in other jurisdictions. City staff intends to focus this discussion into three 

distinct categories: Downtown, Non-residential and Residential. A presentation will be 

prepared for City Council in March 2022, starting with discussion on downtown 

standards.   

Notable Developer Initiated Projects: 

Summit Station Specific Plan (ENV2021-0017, PLAN2021-0656, PM2021-0009, 

PP2021-0388-0391, SP2021-0005) This project was filed on August 20, 2021, and is 

bounded by Brookside Avenue on the south and Cherry Valley Boulevard on the north, 

east of I-10. This project is a specific plan change from residential to commercial, 

industrial and open space at the site formerly known as the SunnyCal Specific Plan. 

The project includes an environmental impact report (EIR), specific plan and general 

plan amendment, a parcel map and plot plan application. A Scoping Meeting was held 

for the project on October 7, 2021, and preparation of the EIR and specific plan are 

underway. City staff meets bi-weekly with the applicants and project team and 

anticipates this project to be presented for public hearings by August 2022.  
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Beaumont Pointe Specific Plan (SP2019-0003, PLAN2019-0283, PLAN2019-0284, 

ENV2019-0008) This project was filed on April 8, 2019, and is located west of Jack 

Rabbit Trail, south of SR-60 in the City’s sphere of influence in unincorporated Riverside 

County. The project includes an annexation, specific plan, general plan amendment, 

EIR, parcel map and plot plan reviews for development of 622 acres. A Scoping 

Meeting was held for the project on September 17, 2020, and preparation of the EIR is 

underway along with the Specific Plan. City staff meets bi-weekly with the applicants 

and project team as this project has significant environmental and site constraints. City 

staff does not anticipate this project being presented for public hearings before the end 

of 2022.     
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Potrero Logistics Center: (PP2020-0273, ENV2020-0009) This project was filed in 

March 2020 and includes applications for a general plan amendment, annexation, pre-

zoning/re-zoning, environmental review and plot plan.  The project is located on 32 

acres on the southwest corner of Potrero Boulevard and SR-60 and proposes to 

construct a 500k square foot warehouse/distribution center. A scoping meeting for the 

EIR was held on June 4, 2020. The EIR was subsequently prepared and a Notice of 

Availability of the DEIR was published December 15, 2021. The DEIR and associated 

documents are available for review and comment through January 28, 2022, and is 

anticipated to be at the Planning Commission meeting in March 2022.    
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Beaumont Village: (PP2019-0222, CUP2017-0010) This project was originally filed in 

2017 and has subsequently been revised several times. It is located at the northwest 

corner of Beaumont Avenue and Oak Valley Parkway and includes a plot plan and 

conditional use permits for a commercial shopping center with six (6) buildings 

comprised of three (3) quick service drive-throughs restaurants, a gas station, 

convenience store and retail uses on 7.16 acres. The project location has constraints 

from both habitat conservation areas and earthquake faulting and is currently being 
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revised to address these concerns. There is no anticipated timeline for presenting this 

project for public hearing. 

 

Other Items: 

Planning staff consist of the Planning Manager and Community Development Director. 

Throughout calendar year 2021, Planning staff received and processed the following 

applications:  

5 Plot Plans (new development), 

9 Minor Plot Plans, 

21 Residential Administrative Plot Plans, 

58 Administrative Plot Plans (New Business Applications), 

6 Conditional Use Permits, 

13 Variance Applications, 

2 Parcel Maps, 

4 Environmental Review Applications, 

26 Pre-Application Reviews, and 
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534 Plan Checks. 

Planning staff has fifteen projects pending filing.    

 

Code Enforcement:  

Code Enforcement staff consists of two full-time officers and the Community 

Development Director. Code Enforcement had 2 full-time officers through April 2021. 

Since April 2021 Code Enforcement has had 1 full-time officer. During 2021, Code 

Enforcement engaged in the following:  

2 administrative appeals hearings, 

284 inspections resulting in cases opened, 

281 inspections resulting in cases closed, and 

718 Acres (90 parcels) weed abated. 

 

Fire Safety Specialist: 

The City has one Fire Safety Specialist who handles plan check and inspection. The 

data for 2021 is below: 

102 Fire plan reviews, 

481 Building plan reviews, 

31 Public Works plan reviews, 

161 Planning case reviews, 

875 Construction inspections, 

59 Non-State mandated life safety inspections, 

112 State mandated life safety inspections, and 

12 Special event permit inspections. 

Fiscal Impact: 

City staff estimates the cost to prepare this report to be $731. 

 

Recommended Action: 

Receive and file. 
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council  

FROM: Doug Story, Assistant Director of Community Services  

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  Adoption of a Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Accept the 

Offer of Dedication for Park Purposes and Approve a Park Dedication 

Agreement between the City of Beaumont and SDC Fairway Canyon, 

LLC, for Mickelson Park (APN 413-801-012) 
  

Background and Analysis:  

Mickelson Park is a 6.68-acre community park located in Fairway Canyon on Mickelson 

Drive, west of Tukwet Canyon Parkway, Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 413-801-012.  

Amenities at this park include a restroom, playground with a zip line, pavilion and multi-

use sports fields.  

 

Construction of this new park was completed in June 2020 and has been maintained by 

the developer for the past year, in accordance with an agreement between the City and 

the developer.   

 

In June of 2021, City staff met with representatives and conducted a site walk with the 

intent of creating a final punch list of items that needed to be addressed.  Since then, all 

items on the punch list have been resolved.  Additionally, the Health and Safety Code 

requires a playground safety inspection, which was conducted by the developer and a 

certification of compliance is on file with the City. 

 

The final step in the acceptance of this park is an executed park dedication agreement, 

including notarized grant deeds, and a resolution of the City Council authorizing the City 

Manager to accept the offer of dedication for park purposes.  Government Code Section 

27281 provides that instruments conveying an interest in real property to the City may 

not be recorded without a certificate of acceptance approved by the City Council.  

Furthermore, it provides that the City Council may, by a resolution, authorize one or 

more officers to accept instruments conveying an interest in real property by executing a 

certificate of acceptance, such as the City Manager. 
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One issue that was brought to light during this acceptance process was the fact that Lot 

149, APN 413-801-012 was not exempt in the Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions 

(CC&Rs) from Homeowner Association (HOA) monthly assessments and or the ability 

of the HOA to assess fines regarding maintenance or landscaping violations.  When this 

discovery was brought to the attention of the City Attorney’s office the recommendation 

was to have the developer amend the CC&Rs to exempt Lot 149.  The developer has 

indicated that amending the CC&Rs is extremely difficult and the likelihood of receiving 

enough votes to do so would be highly unlikely. To amend the CC&Rs would require 

more that 50% of the homeowners to submit votes and the HOA does not feel they 

would receive enough of the required participation from homeowners for the vote to take 

place.  The current HOA board did provide a non-binding notarized letter indicating their 

intent to not assess any monthly dues pertaining to Lot 149 and they would exempt the 

park from maintenance and landscape rules. 

 

Staff is recommending that the acceptance of the park moves forward.  This acceptance 

will add the fourth community park within the Fairway Canyon development that the City 

will be responsible for maintenance and upkeep.  

 

Attached is a resolution authorizing the City Manager to accept the offers of dedication 

for park purposes (Attachment A). 

Fiscal Impact: 

Funding to maintain this park is included in the current budget. Under Government 

Code Sections 6103 and 27383, the City of Beaumont is exempt from paying 

recordation fees to record the certificates of acceptance. City staff estimates the cost to 

prepare this staff report to be $4,900. 

 

Recommended Action: 

Waive the full reading and adopt by title only, “A Resolution of the City of 

Beaumont Authorizing the City Manager to Accept the Offers of Dedication for 

Park Purposes,” 

Authorize City staff to record the certificate of acceptance of an interest in real 

property by the City of Beaumont, and  

Authorize a Park Dedication Agreement between the City of Beaumont and SDC 

Fairway Canyon, LLC, for Mickelson Park (APN 413-801-012) and authorize the 

City Manager to execute the agreement on behalf of the City of Beaumont. 
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Attachments: 

A. Resolution 

B. Park Dedication Agreement 

C. Certificate of Acceptance 

D. HOA Notarized Exempt Letter 
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RESOLUTION NO. _______ 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF BEAUMONT AUTHORIZING 
THE CITY MANAGER TO ACCEPT THE OFFER OF 

DEDICATION FOR PARK PURPOSES 

WHEREAS, SDC Fairway Canyon, LLC a Delaware corporation executed offers of 
dedication by the following instrument:  Tract Map Number 31462-7 filed September 28, 2015 in 
Book 447 of Maps at Pages 17-23 for park purposes with regards to lot “149”; and 

WHEREAS, the improvements have been completed and are ready to accept; and 

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 27281 provides that instruments conveying an 
interest in real property to the City may not be recorded without a Certificate of Acceptance 
approved by the City Council; and 

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 27281 also provides that the City Council may, by 
a resolution, authorize one or more officers to accept instruments conveying an interest in real 
property by executing a Certificate of Acceptance; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to delegate to the City Manager the authority to 
accept the within described real property interests on behalf of the City. 

WHEREAS, a certificate of acceptance for accepting the aforementioned Lots will be 
recorded with the Riverside County Clerk Recorder’s Office once this resolution is adopted by City 
Council; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City of Beaumont does authorize 
accepting offers of dedication under the following instruments: Tract Map Number 31462-7 filed 
September  28, 2015 in Book 447 of Maps at Pages 17-23 for park purposes with regards to lot 
“149” (“Property”) and Grant Deed for such Property: 

Provision 1. Recordation of the aforementioned certificate of acceptance shall be 
executed by the City Manager and recorded with the Riverside County Clerk Recorder’s Office. 
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2 
 

MOVED, PASSED AND ADOPTED this ___day of September 2021. 

AYES:  
 
NOES:  
 
ABSTAIN:  
 
ABSENT:  
 
 
 
       By:                                                 __________ 
        _________________, Mayor, City of Beaumont  
 
ATTEST: 
 
Steven Mehlman 
CITY CLERK 
 
 
By:                              _____________  
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PARK DEDICATION AGREEMENT 

This Park Dedication Agreement ("Agreement") is made as of September __, 2021, by 
and between the City of Beaumont, a municipal corporation organized and existing under the laws 
and constitution of the State of California (the "City"), and SDC FAIRWAY CANYON, LLC, 
AND WOODSIDE 05S, LP, a California limited partnership (collectively “Developer”). The City 
and Developer are each sometimes referred to in this Agreement individually as a "Party," and 
collectively as the "Parties." The City and Developer are entering into this Agreement with 
reference to the following facts: 

R E C I T A L S  

A. Developer is the developer of certain real property located in the City which 
includes parcel as more particularly described in the Grant Deeds attached hereto as Exhibit "A" 
attached hereto and incorporated herein which has been improved as Mickelson Park (the 
“Property" or the “Park”). 

B. The Property is in good operating condition and repair.  

C. Tract Map 31462-7 requires Developer to offer for dedication the Property and 
City is willing to accept the dedication of the Property subject to the terms of this Agreement. 

AGREEMENT 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and covenants set 
forth below, the Parties hereto agree as follows: 

1. Recitals. The above recitals are true and correct and are incorporated herein 
and become a part of this Agreement. 

 
2.1 Obligations of Developer. Developer has designed, obtained all permits for, 

contracted for the construction of, constructed and paid all costs associated with the acquisition and 
improvement of the Parks in accordance with applicable law including the prevailing wage laws in the 
Labor Code.  All of the improvements to the Properties were completed in a good and workman like 
manner and condition.  

 
2.2 There are no, and there shall be no, mechanic’s liens or monetary encumbrances 

recorded against the Property.  Developer will convey title to the Property to the City by executing the 
Grant Deeds attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and deliver Policies of Title Insurance applicable to each 
Property for the estimated fair market value of the Property as determined by City showing no monetary 
encumbrances of any kind in such form and content as required by the City. Developer shall pay all 
property taxes, assessments, fees and monetary encumbrances through the Acceptance Date. 

 
2.3 The following changes shall be made to the following Preliminary Report 

applicable to the Property: 
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MICKELSON PARK: PRELIMINARY REPORT DATED July 6, 2021, at 7:30 a.m. 
(Order No.: 989-30070481-BAM) – NO CHANGES REQUIRED 
 
 

3. City Obligations. Upon receipt of the duly recorded Grant Deeds for the Property 
in form and substance satisfactory to City and the Policy of Title Insurance as required by Section 2.2, and 
compliance with all terms of this Agreement City shall record a Certificate of Acceptance for each of the 
Properties in the form attached hereto as Exhibit “A”. The date of recordation of said Certificate of 
Acceptance shall be the “Acceptance Date”. 

4. Maintenance and Warranties.  The Developer shall maintain or cause to be 
maintained the Properties in good and safe condition until the Acceptance Date for the Property in 
question.  Prior to the Acceptance Date, the Developer shall be responsible for performing any required 
maintenance.  On or before the Acceptance Date the Developer shall assign to the City all of the 
Developer’s rights in any warranties, guarantees, maintenance obligations or other evidence of contingent 
obligations of third persons with respect to such Property.  For each Property to be owned by the City, the 
Developer shall provide a warranty bond reasonably acceptable in form and substance to the Director to 
remain in effect for a period of one year from the date of acceptance of each Property.  The City shall be 
responsible for maintenance of each Property from and after the Acceptance Date thereof, except that with 
respect to landscaping improvements, the Developer shall maintain or cause to be maintained such 
landscape improvements for a period of one year following the Acceptance Date thereof or shall provide 
a bond reasonably acceptable in form and substance to the Director for such period and for such purpose 
(for landscaping improvements only, and for the posting of a warranty bond to remain in effect for one 
year as to other improvements), to insure that defects, which appear within said period will be repaired, 
replaced, or corrected by the Developer, at its own cost and expense, to the satisfaction of the City.  The 
Developer shall commence to repair, replace or correct any such defects within thirty (30) days after 
written notice thereof by the City to the Developer, and shall complete such repairs, replacement or 
correction as soon as practicable.  Any warranties, guarantees or other evidences of contingent obligations 
of third persons with respect to the Properties to be acquired by the City shall be delivered to the Director 
as part of the transfer of title. 

5.1 Insurance Requirements.  The Developer shall, at all times prior to the final 
Acceptance Date of all Properties, maintain and deliver to the City evidence of and keep in full force and 
effect, not less than the following coverage and limits of insurance, which shall be maintained with insurers 
and under forms of policies satisfactory to the Director:  (i) Workers Compensation and Employer’s 
Liability - Workers’ Compensation - coverage as required by law; Employer’s Liability - limits of at least 
$1,000,000.00 per occurrence; (ii) Comprehensive General Liability - Combined Single Limit - 
$2,000,000.00; (iii) Automobile Liability - Combined Single Limit - $1,000,000.00; and (iv) Errors and 
Omissions Insurance - Combined Single Limit - $2,000,000.00. 

All of the Developer’s insurance policies shall contain an endorsement providing that 
written notice shall be given to the City at least 30 calendar days prior to termination or cancellation of 
coverage of the policy. 

The Comprehensive General Liability and Bodily Injury and Property Damage Liability 
policies shall contain the following: 
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(a) An endorsement extending coverage to the City and its agents as an additional 
insured, as respects liabilities arising out of the performance of any work related to the Properties.  Which 
insurance shall be primary insurance as respects the interest of the City, and any other insurance maintained 
by the City shall be excess and not contributing insurance with the insurance required hereunder. 

(b) Severability of interest clause. 

(c) Provision or endorsement stating that such insurance, subject to all of its other 
terms and conditions, applies to contractual liability assumed by the Developer. 

(d) Written on an occurrences basis. 

Promptly on execution of this Agreement by the Developer, the Developer shall deliver 
to the Director copies of all required certificates of insurance and endorsements thereto on forms which 
are acceptable to the Director and the City Attorney. 

The Developer shall require and verify similar insurance on the part of its contractors and 
subcontractors. 

The foregoing requirements as to the types, limits and City approval of insurance coverage 
to be maintained by the Developer are not intended to and shall not in any manner limit or qualify the 
liabilities and obligations assumed by the Developer under this Agreement. 

5.2 Standards Applicable.  The Developer may effect such coverage under blanket 
insurance policies, provided, however, that (i) such policies are written on a per occurrence basis, (ii) such 
policies comply in all other respects with the provisions of Section 5.1, and (iii) the protection afforded 
the City under any such policy shall be no less than that which would be available under a separate, policy 
relating only to this Agreement.  All policies of insurance shall be with companies licensed or approved 
by the State of California Insurance Commissioner and rated (i) A or better with respect to primary levels 
of coverage, and (ii) B+12 or better with respect to excess levels of coverage, in the most recent edition of 
Best’s Insurance Guide and shall be issued and delivered in accordance with State law and regulations. 

5.3 Evidence of Insurance.  Prior to the Acceptance Date, the Developer shall furnish 
to the City, from time to time upon request of the City, a certificate of insurance regarding each insurance 
policy required to be maintained by the Developer hereunder. 
 
  6. Indemnification.  Developer shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless 
City, its elected officials, City Council members, employees, and agents from any and all actual 
or alleged claims, demands, causes of action, liability, loss, damage, or injury to property or 
persons, including wrongful death, whether imposed by a court of law or by administrative action 
of any federal, state, or local governmental agency, arising out of or incident to any acts, 
omissions, negligence, or willful misconduct of Developer, its employees, contractors, or agents 
in connection with the performance of this Agreement or arising out of or in any way related to 
or caused by the condition of the Property, the design and construction of the of improvements 
on the Property (“Claims”) including, but not limited to, claims under the California Labor Code 
concerning prevailing wages and with respect to claims for hazardous substances on or under the 
Property.  This indemnification includes, without limitation, the payment of all penalties, fines, 
judgments, awards, decrees, attorneys’ fees, and related costs or expenses, and the reimbursement 
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of City its elected officials, City Council members, employees, and/or agents for all legal 
expenses and costs incurred by each of them.  This indemnification excludes only such portion 
of any Claim which is caused solely and exclusively by the negligence or willful misconduct of 
City and its employees, contractors or agents as determined by a court or administrative body of 
competent jurisdiction.  Developer’s obligation to indemnify shall survive the expiration or 
termination of this Agreement, and shall not be restricted to insurance proceeds, if any, received 
by City, its elected officials, City Council members, employees, or agents. 

7. General Provisions. 

(a) If any dispute arises out of or concerning this Agreement, the 
prevailing Party shall be entitled to recover, in addition to any damages and/or equitable relief, its 
reasonable attorneys’ fees in that dispute. 

(b) This Agreement shall be interpreted, enforced and governed by the 
laws of the State of California. 

(c) This Agreement shall be construed as if prepared jointly by the Parties 
and any uncertainty or ambiguity shall not be interpreted against any one Party. 

(d) If any provision of this Agreement shall be deemed unenforceable for 
any reason, the remaining provisions will be given full force and effect. 

(e) This Agreement may be executed in counterparts which when taken 
together constitute the entire agreement among the Parties hereto. 

(f) The person(s) signing this Agreement on behalf of any specified Party 
represents that he or she has full authority to execute this Agreement on behalf of such Party and that 
such Party is authorized to enter into this Agreement. 

(g) This Agreement shall inure to the benefit of, and be binding upon, 
the heirs, successors in interest, and assignees of the respective Parties. All heirs, successors and 
assignees shall be bound by the rights, duties and obligations of the Parties arising under this 
Agreement. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the 
date and year first above written. 

 
DEVELOPER: 

SDC FAIRWAY CANYON, LLC, a Delaware 
limited liability company 

 

By:  ___________________________________ 
Dale Strickland, Authorized Signatory 
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WOODSIDE 05S, LP, a California limited 
partnership 

 

By:  ___________________________________ 
WDS GP, Inc. 
A California Corporation 
Its General Partner 
Chris Chambers, Vice President 
 

CITY OF BEAUMONT 

 
 
By:  
Todd Parton, City Manager 

ATTEST: 
 
 
By: ______________________________ 

Its: ______________________________ 
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EXHIBIT “A’ 

RECORDING REQUESTED BY 
AND WHEN RECORDED RETURN 
TO AND MAIL TAX STATEMENTS 
TO: 

City of Beaumont - Deputy City Clerk 
550 E 6th Street 
Beaumont, CA 92223 

 

APN 413-801-012 
Transfer Tax Not Applicable: R&T Code 11922 
Exempt from Recording Fees: Gov. Code 27383 
 

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER’S USE 
 
 
 
 

 
GRANT DEED 

(Public Park, Lot 149 of Tract No. 31462-7) 
 

FOR VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, WOODSIDE 05S, LP, 
a California limited partnership ("Grantor"), hereby GRANTS to the City of Beaumont, a municipal 
corporation ("Grantee"), the following described real property in the City of Beaumont, County of 
Riverside, State of California, together with (i) all rights, privileges and appurtenances belonging or 
appertaining thereto and (ii) all right, title and interest of Grantor in and to any street or alley, opened or 
proposed, abutting such real property: 

See Exhibit "A" attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference  

TOGETHER WITH: 

1. All tenements, hereditaments and appurtenances, including easements and water rights, if 
any, thereto belonging or appertaining, and any mineral rights, reversions, remainders, rents issues or profits 
thereof; and 

2. All rights, title and interests of Grantor in and under all covenants, conditions, restrictions, 
reservations, easements and other matters of record. 

DATED:     WOODSIDE 05S, LP, a California limited partnership 
By:  
Print Name:  
Title:  

 
By:  
Print Name:  
Title:  

Grantor 

448

Item 14.



9001-122634\DEED\1534925.1  
9/1/21  

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   

On  ,  , before me, 
  
 
 (here insert name and title of the 
officer) 
personally appeared 
 
  
 
 
, 
who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) 
is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed 
the same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their 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. 
 
  

Signature 
 

 
(Seal) 

 
 
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   

On  ,  , before me, 
  
 
 (here insert name and title of the 
officer) 
personally appeared 
 
  
 
 
, 
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who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) 
is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed 
the same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their 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. 
 
  

Signature 

 
(Seal) 
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EXHIBIT “A” 
TO 

GRANT DEED 
 
 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

LOT 149 OF TRACT 31462-7, IN THE CITY OF BEAUMONT, COUNTY OF 
RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AS SHOWN ON MAP FILED IN BOOK 447, 
PAGES 17 THROUGH 23, INCLUSIVE, OF MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY 
RECORDER OF SAID COUNTY. 
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When Recorded Return  
Original To: 
 
City Clerk 
City of Beaumont 
550 East 6th Street 
Beaumont, CA 92223 
 

 

  NO RECORDING FEE REQUIRED PER GOVERNMENT CODE SECTIONS 6103 AND 27383 
 

CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE OF AN INTEREST IN REAL 
PROPERTY BY THE CITY OF BEAUMONT 

(GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 27281) 
 
 
This is to certify that the fee interest in real property conveyed by the following 
instruments:  Tract Map Number 31462-7 filed September  28, 2015 in Book 447 of 
Maps at Pages 17-23 for park purposes with regards to lot “149” (“Property”) to the City 
of Beaumont, a general law city in the State of California, is hereby accepted by order of 
City Council of the City, pursuant to the authority conferred by City Council Resolution 
No. 2021-_____ adopted on September ___, 2021, and the City as grantee further 
consents to its recordation thereof by its duly authorized officer, the City Manager. 
 
 
 
 

     City of Beaumont, a general law city 
 
 
___________________   By: ______________________________ 
Dated      Todd Parton, City Manager   

 
 

ATTEST: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Steven Mehlman, City Clerk 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
____________________________ 
John Pinkney, City Attorney 

452

Item 14.



453

Item 14.



454

Item 14.



 
Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Sean Thuilliez, Chief of Police 

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  Homeless Outreach Approach for Beaumont 
  

Background and Analysis:  

Homelessness exists in virtually every community across the nation including the City of 

Beaumont. According to a recent estimate, there are approximately 1,600 homeless 

individuals living in Riverside County on any given day.  Many homeless suffer from 

various conditions, such as mental illness and substance abuse that limit their abilities 

to seek resources on their own.  The homeless population is also more prone to be 

victimized by criminal activity and less likely to report their abuse to police. 

 

The Beaumont Police Department’s (BPD) Homeless Outreach Program liaisons with 

other agencies of Riverside County as well as the Riverside County Continuum of Care 

Network (COC). The COC consists of private and countywide public sector homeless 

service providers and was created to promote community-wide planning and the 

strategic use of resources to address homelessness. 

 

The Homeless Outreach Team is tasked with identifying homeless individuals 

throughout the community of Beaumont and to help coordinate the delivery of resources 

available to homeless individuals throughout the Pass Area, focusing on those most at 

risk and to include the homeless veteran population. 

 

The program works alongside members of Riverside County’s Department of Public 

Social Services (DPSS), Department of Public Health and local public safety partners to 

effectively engage homeless individuals coming into contact with law enforcement and 

the criminal justice system.  

 

For several years the BPD has been assisting the homeless population within the City 

of Beaumont. However, since July 15, 2017, members of the BPD comprised of Patrol, 

Community Oriented Policing and Problem Solving (COPPS) and the Multiple 

Enforcement Team (MET), participated in the first of many Homeless Outreach Program 
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events funded by a grant.  The purpose of the program is to identify homeless 

individuals, help them obtain needed resources, and reduce the victimization of criminal 

activity in homeless encampments. 

 

First, the homeless issue from a global approach is addressed, recognizing the 

necessity to become better educated in dealing with this population while striving to 

achieve updated training. As such, this grant funding allowed officers to participate in 

Crisis Intervention Training (CIT) to better understand and address mental health issues 

associated with the homeless population. Furthermore, each member of the BPD 

attended de-escalation training in an effort to reduce and mitigate potential use-of-force 

matters.  

 

Seconded, to further the effort in addressing homelessness in the community, the BPD 

develops goals and objectives to effectively and strategically coordinate police 

resources. This is accomplished by completing comprehensive crime analysis and 

prevention plans to better understand specific homeless issues that may affect 

businesses and property owners. As an organization, understanding the philosophy and 

recognizing the importance of “buy-in” from stakeholders in order to foster collaborative 

efforts with community partners is most effective to address these matters. 

  

Each year the BPD participates in the countywide “Point-in-Time” count.  These efforts 

are coordinated through the Riverside County Housing, Homelessness Prevention and 

Workforce Solutions Department, a subdivision of COC.  The purpose of this program is 

to identify and count the homeless population in each city within the County of Riverside 

and offer resources based on their individual needs.  In 2021, the total homeless count 

in the City of Beaumont was 16.  Each homeless person contacted was offered 

resources which included housing, drug/alcohol rehabilitation, and vocational training.  

None of these resources were accepted.   

 

The department has taken the lead on crafting a comprehensive approach for the San 

Gorgonio Pass area in efforts to solving the problem of regional homelessness in a way 

that respects the inherent worth and dignity of every person.  The BPD has entered in a 

partnership with the Riverside County Department of Public Health to partner a mental 

health clinician with a police officer, creating the Community Behavioral Assessment 

Team (CBAT).   

 

CBAT’s purpose is to intercede with persons experiencing a mental health crisis and 

find long-term solutions to the on-going mental health issues encountered within the 

community.  CBAT’s resources will include partnerships with the Banning Police 
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Department and Riverside County Sheriff’s Department within the City of Calimesa and 

Cabazon community.   

 

CBAT’s mission is to develop a multi-agency partnership to increase collaboration of 

service providers to assist the homeless in becoming self-sufficient.  Provide ongoing 

personal contact between the Homeless Outreach Team officers and homeless 

individuals to increase trust and make referrals to service providers.  CBAT and the 

COPPS Team will work closely with county resources and local outreach organizations 

to coordinate housing, employment, and medical and mental health services. 

 

In addition, the Beaumont Police Department Outreach Program performs the following 

tasks: 

 

 Identify homeless encampments within the City; 

 Identify and establish working relationship with the homeless individuals; 

 Coordinate with non-profit agencies (example: Riverside County Health to Hope 

Healthy bus); 

 Coordinate with the Veterans Administration in locating veterans amongst the 

homeless; 

 Liaison with the Department’s Corrections Division on inmates being released 

from custody with a potential of being homeless to offer re-entry methods 

preventing homelessness; 

 Provide free transportation to area resources centers when requested; 

 Develop a program to pay for bus/train tickets for individuals to reunite with family 

members, must have family who will receive them (Project Reunite);  

 Coordinate with other allied agencies to discuss homeless liaison duties and 

methods; 

 Continual follow-up with governmental agencies dealing with homeless individuals’ 

status to find permanent housing as well as individuals who have already been 

placed; 

 Preparation/execution of the annual “Point in Time” (PIT) countywide count of 

homeless event; 

 Attend countywide homeless related meetings including the COC (Continuum of 

Care); 

 Attend homeless related events (example: US VETS led “Stand Down” events); 

 Give presentations to City groups to help educate the sensitive issues related to 

homelessness; 

 Ensure panhandlers are aware of City and County ordinance violations in all 

affected areas; 

 Visit homeless encampments to ensure inhabitants are not violating trespass laws; 
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 Provide a safe environment by identifying and removing the criminal element from 

homeless encampments; 

 Provide escort to encampments for outreach services to be offered; 

 Monitor areas that have been cleared of homeless encampments; 

 All participating personnel shall receive training to ensure an understanding of the 

program, resources available, and how to effectively deliver services to the 

homeless; 

 Research viability to eliminate sales of single liquor/ beer cans; and 

 Ensure priority is given to all homeless that are identified to be:  

o At risk, 

o Families with children, 

o Military Veterans, 

o Sufferers of mental illness, and 

o Victims of abuse. 

Fiscal Impact: 

The police officer assigned as the Homeless Outreach Officer/CBAT is budgeted 

annually at a cost of $164,696. City staff estimates the cost to prepare this report to be 

$1,170. 

 

Recommended Action: 

Receive and file. 
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Kari Mendoza, Administrative Services Director 

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  Request City Council to Approve the Memorandum of Understanding 

between the City of Beaumont and Managers/Professional/Technical 

as Individuals.   
  

Background and Analysis:  

The current Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the City of Beaumont and 

the Managers/Professional/Technical as Individuals expired December 31, 2021, the 

individual parties began to meet and confer on terms and condition for a new MOU.   

 

On January 13, 2022, the City and Managers/Professional/Technical as individuals 

reached a tentative agreement with the major changes in the following areas:  

 

1. Term: January 1, 2022 – June 30, 2026; 

2. Salary Market Adjustments: scale adjustments based on compensation study 

conducted;  

3. Cost of Living Adjustment: July 2023 and July 2025 based on two-year CPI; 

4. Cost of Living Adjustment: If City general fund revenues exceed budged general 

fund revenues by 10% for any fiscal year, the City will offer a one-time 2.5% base 

salary lump sum;   

5. Salary Step Increases: Merit steps reduced from 5% to 2.5%; 

6. Salary Step Increases: One-time 2.5% base salary lump sum payment for those 

who have reached top step; and 

7. Administrative/Personal Leave: 40 hours of leave annually with a maximum of 80 

hours.   

Fiscal Impact: 

Total impact to the reminder of the FY2022 budget is approximately $166,300. City staff 

estimates the cost to prepare this report to be $75. 
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Recommended Action: 

Approve the Memorandum of Understanding between the City of Beaumont and 

Managers/Professional/Technical as Individuals and authorize the City Manager 

to execute the agreement.   

Attachments: 

A. Memorandum of Understanding 
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 

BETWEEN 

CITY OF BEAUMONT 

AND 

MANAGERS/PROFESSIONAL/TECHNICAL  

AS INDIVIDUALS 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1, 2022 THROUGH June 30, 2026 
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Memorandum of Understanding 

Between 

City of Beaumont 

and 

Managers/Professional/Technical as Individuals 

 

This Memorandum of Understanding (“Agreement”) is entered into between the City of Beaumont, a 

Municipal Corporation, (the “CITY”), and the Manager/Professional/Technical as Individuals (the 

“UNIT”), relative to wages, hours and other terms and conditions of employment.  This Agreement shall 

become effective January 1, 2022, and remain in full force and effect until June 30, 2026. 

The CITY recognizes the following classifications:  

  

Administrative Services Manager Information Services Manager 

Assistant Director of Community Services Principal Engineer 

Assistant Director of Finance Public Works Manager 

Budget Specialist Senior Accountant 

Building Grounds Maintenance Supervisor  Planning Manager 

Chief Building Official Solid Waste Recycling Manager 

Chief Plant Operator  Special Projects / PIO 

Community Services Manager Street Maintenance Supervisor 

Deputy City Clerk Transit Operations Supervisor 

Economic Development Manager Wastewater Plant Supervisor 

Executive Assistant Wastewater Collections Supervisor 

Environmental Compliance Manager Vehicle Maintenance Supervisor 

ARTICLE I: ADOPTION OF HANDBOOK 

It is understood and agreed that there is an Employees’ Handbook (also referred to as the Personnel 

Manual) and the Employer-Employee Relations Resolution (Resolution No. 1978-16), which are 

incorporated by reference unless hereafter modified by mutual agreement.  The provisions of this 

Agreement prevail when there is an inconsistency between this Agreement and the Personnel Manual.   

All previous Memoranda of Understanding and agreements, whether written or verbal, are superseded by 

this Agreement. 

ARTICLE II: MANAGEMENT RIGHTS 

The UNIT members recognize and agree that the CITY and its representatives have the exclusive 

responsibility and authority for managing and directing all operations and activities of the CITY, 

including, but not limited to, the exclusive right to determine the composition of its constituent 

departments, commissions and boards, the processes and the material to be employed: to subcontract any 

work or operation; to expand or diminish services; the procedures and standards of selection for 

employment and promotion; determine classification, direct its employees; take disciplinary action (for 

just cause following any probation period); relieve its employees from duty because of lack of work or for 
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other legitimate reasons; maintain the efficiency of governmental operations; determine the methods, 

means and personnel by which governmental operations are to be conducted and to assign work to 

employees, make reasonable assignments outside normal job classifications when mandated by reduction 

of personnel, to establish and change work schedules and assignments, to determine the days and hours 

when the employees shall work; take all necessary actions to carry out its mission in emergencies; and 

exercise complete control and discretion over its organization and the technology of performing its work. 

ARTICLE III: NON-DISCRIMINATION CLAUSE 

The provisions of this Agreement shall apply to all persons covered by this Agreement without 

discrimination on account of race, religion (including religious dress and grooming practices), color, sex 

(including pregnancy, childbirth, breastfeeding and/or related medical conditions), sexual orientation, 

national origin (including language use restrictions), ancestry, citizenship status, uniformed service 

member or veteran status, marital status, age, medical condition (genetic characteristics, cancer related), 

physical or mental disability (including HIV and AIDS), gender, gender identity, or gender expression, 

nor will there be any discrimination with respect to hiring, retention or any conditions of employment 

because of membership or activities in the Managers/Professional/Technical as Individuals unit. 

 

The Managers/Professional/Technical as Individuals unit will accept into membership all eligible persons 

of the bargaining unit without regard to any protected class under federal, state or local law. 

The Harassment, Discrimination and Retaliation Prevention Policy of the CITY is incorporated herein by 

this reference.  

ARTICLE IV:  UNIT SPECIFIC BENEFITS 

A. PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT:  The CITY hereby agrees to budget and to pay the dues, 

subscription, travel and subsistence expenses for professional and official travel, meetings, and 

occasions adequate to continue the professional development and to adequately pursue necessary 

official and other functions for the CITY, local service clubs and such other national, regional, 

state, and local government groups and committees thereof on which a Manager serves as a 

member, as may be approved by the City Manager.  The CITY also agrees to budget and to pay 

for the travel and subsistence expenses of the Manager for short courses, institutes and seminars 

that are necessary for his/her professional development, which are not POST reimbursed courses, 

as may be approved by the City Manager. 

B. CELL PHONE:  With City Manager approval, the CITY shall provide a cell phone for use by a 

Manager who is subject to 24-hour call back or a monthly cell phone allowance of $100.  

C. SAFETY BOOTS AND SHOES:  The CITY shall provide each eligible employee with an annual 

allowance of up to one hundred and fifty dollars ($150.00) per calendar year for reimbursement of 
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the purchase of safety boots and/or shoes. The type of acceptable footwear will be defined in the 

CITY’s Dress Code Policy. Employees in the following classification series, which require the 

wearing of durable, reinforced protective work boots or shoes for personal safety to help protect 

against the impact or punctures due to the nature of the job duties, are eligible: 

Assistant Director of Community Services 

Building/Grounds Maintenance Supervisor 

Chief Building Official 

Chief Plant Operator 

Public Works Manager 

Street Maintenance Supervisor 

Transit Operations Supervisor 

Vehicle Maintenance Supervisor 

Wastewater Collections Supervisor 

Wastewater Plant Supervisor 

 

It will be the responsibility of the employee to submit receipts with his/her request for 

reimbursement to the Human Resources department in order to receive reimbursement. The CITY 

shall provide this reimbursement on a quarterly basis in January, April, July, and October for the 

preceding three (3) month period. In years of hire and separation, the amount will be prorated and 

overpayment to the employee will be refunded to the CITY by date of separation.  

D. VEHICLE ALLOWANCE:  With City Manager approval, the CITY shall provide a vehicle for 

use by a member to travel during the course of employment or a monthly vehicle allowance the 

sum of Three Hundred Fifty Dollars ($350.00) per month. The employee shall be responsible for 

paying for liability, property damage and comprehensive insurance coverage on employee’s 

personal vehicle and shall further be responsible for all expenses attendant to the purchase, 

operation, maintenance, repair and regular replacement of employee’s personal vehicle. 

ARTICLE V: SALARY AND BENEFITS 

A.   UNIFORM COMPENSATION PLAN:  The CITY agrees to maintain a Uniform Compensation Plan 

and shall place employees within monthly salary ranges or the equivalent hourly rate if the 

employee is permanent part-time.  

B.   SALARY MARKET ADJUSTMENT:  The CITY has completed and accepted a compensation study 

conducted by Ralph Andersen and Associates.  Effective January 7th and after ratification of this 

MOU, the City agrees to increase salary ranges for all classifications in the bargaining unit to the 

median of the agencies compared in the study.  The median shall be determined at top step of each 

range, and all steps below top step will be adjusted accordingly.  Salary table attached for 

reference.   
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C. COST OF LIVING ADJUSTMENT (“COLA”): Beginning July 1, 2023, increase salaries by CPI 

(with a minimum of 2% and a maximum of 5%) using the Inland Empire/Riverside index for 

general costs, for the two years ending the previous December 31.  (Example:  increase on July 1, 

2023, shall be based on the increase in CPI for the two-year period ending November 30, 2022.)   

Beginning July 1, 2025, increase salaries by CPI (with a minimum of 2% and a maximum of 5%) 

using the Inland Empire/Riverside index for general costs, for the two years ending the previous 

November 30.   

If the City’s general fund revenues exceed the budgeted general fund revenues by 10% for any 

fiscal year, as determined by the City’s annual financial audit, the City will offer a one-time 2.5% 

of base salary, lump sum, with the first payroll distribution in the calendar month beginning after 

publication of the City’s audited financial statements. 

 

The parties agree that if there is no successor MOU in place as of June 30, 2026 the City will 

have no obligation to continue to grant additional increases based on CPI or otherwise.  The City 

will be obligated to provide only those increases (if any) agreed to by the parties in a successor 

MOU or imposed by the City after impasse procedures are exhausted. 

 

D.  SALARY STEP INCREASE: Each employee may (until reaching the maximum step for a salary 

range), on his/her anniversary date, be eligible for a 2.5% salary step increase within the approved 

salary range.  The CITY retains the right to approve or deny any salary step increase, for reasonable 

cause, after formal evaluation of said employee, which shall occur every year on or about the 

employee's anniversary date   

Once an employee reaches top step, each following year with a meets standards or higher 

evaluation will receive a 2.5% base salary lump sum payment.      

E. RATE OF PAY HIGHER THAN STARTING:   When an employee is hired to fill a specific position 

within the CITY, and his/her qualifications and/or experience justifies a rate of pay higher than the 

posted starting pay, the City Manager may at his/her sole discretion approve a starting pay 

anywhere within the salary range for that position.  The City Manager may also at his/her discretion 

offer credit for previous experience in another agency for the purpose of vacation accrual 

calculations.   

F.   PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTEM (PERS) ELIGIBILITY: The CITY provides employees 

with retirement benefits through the California Public Employees Retirement System (CalPERS). 

Such benefits are subject to applicable law and regulations, including but not limited to the Public 

Employees’ Retirement Law (PERL), the Public Employees’ Pension Reform Act (PEPRA) of 

2013, and CalPERS. For the purpose of retirement benefits, employees are defined as either a 

“classic” or “new” member of CalPERS as follows: 

 1.  CalPERS Definitions 
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(a) “Classic” Member: Any employee  hired by the City prior to January 1, 2013; or any 

employee previously employed by a CalPERS participating public agency, or an agency 

participating in a reciprocal California public retirement system hired by that agency prior 

to January 1, 2013, and who becomes employed by the City with less than a six (6) month 

break in service; or any transit employee hired by the City prior to December 29, 2014; or 

any employee, regardless of hire date, who is eligible for reciprocity with another 

California public retirement system. 

(b) “New” Member: Any employee meeting the definition of New Member set forth in 

Government Code section 7522.04(f)  

2. RETIREMENT FORMULAS AND CALCULATIONS 

 

Retirement formulas and calculations are based upon a combination of the employee’s age, 

years of service, and annual pensionable compensation. 

(a) “Classic” Members: “3% at 60” and single highest year.   

(b) “New” Members: “2% at 62” and three-year average. Pensionable compensation 

cap on annual salary used to calculate final compensation. 

 

3. RATES OF CONTRIBUTION 

 

(a) “Classic” Members:  The CITY shall pay one hundred percent (100%) of the 

effective employer’s obligation.  The employee shall pay one hundred percent 

(100%) of the statutorily required employee obligation currently  eight percent (8%) 

for miscellaneous (non-public safety) employees.  There shall be no Employer Paid 

Member Contributions (EPMC).”  

(b) “New” Members:  The CITY and employee will participate in equal sharing of 

normal costs, with the employee paying fifty percent (50%) of normal costs, or the 

rate as it may be changed from time to time by CalPERS. 

 

4. ELIGIBILITY FOR PART-TIME EMPLOYEES 

 

Part-time employees shall be eligible for CalPERS membership if he/she meets any of the 

criteria set forth in Government Code section 20305, which include but are not limited to, 

membership on the first day of the pay period in which the employees complete one  

thousand (1,000) hours of service during any fiscal year (July 1 through June 30). 

The CITY provides part-time and seasonal employees, who are not eligible to participate 

in CalPERS, with retirement benefits through an alternate 457 FICA program. 
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5. CALPERS SERVICE CREDIT FOR VESTED SICK LEAVE 

 

In accordance with the provisions set forth in section V.K.3, the CITY agrees to a service 

credit of unused sick leave for CalPERS retirement when an employee retires from CITY 

employment.    

G.   OVERTIME:   Overtime will be compensated for actual hours worked at the rate of time and one-

half (1½) for overtime in accordance with federal regulations. FLSA exempt employees are not 

eligible for overtime. Overtime is based on hours actually worked and does not include paid or 

unpaid leave time such as vacation, holiday, and sick leave.    

H. COMPENSATORY TIME:  At the option of the employee, the employee may elect to bank overtime 

hours at the rate of time and one-half (1½) hours for each overtime hour.  Overtime will be 

calculated as stated in Section E herein.  FLSA exempt employees are not eligible for 

compensatory time.  

 Compensatory time off shall reduce the compensatory time banked on an hour-for-hour basis, 

since the time worked is banked at time and one-half (1½) times the hours worked.  An employee 

may not be required, but may elect, to take less than eight (8) hours of compensatory time off on 

any given day.  Compensatory time off shall be scheduled by mutual agreement between the 

employee and supervisor.  Time off shall be granted within a reasonable time after requested unless 

it would disrupt the operation of the CITY.  Each year on the last payroll of the year, the employee 

will receive cash out of all compensatory time left in their compensatory time bank from that year.  

Compensatory time will be cashed out at the employee’s rate of pay at the time of payment.  

Compensatory time may be accrued up to the maximum limits allowed per FLSA regulations, after 

which overtime will be paid for the hours worked. 

I.  ASSIGNMENT TO A HIGHER JOB CLASSIFICATION:   When an employee is assigned to a higher 

job classification for more than ninety (90) consecutive days, he/she shall receive an additional 

five (5%) percent differential pay, retroactive to the first day of service in the higher classification.  

Such assignments shall not exceed six (6) consecutive months in length without mutual agreement 

of the City Manager and the appropriate unit representative or individual.  

J. CAFETERIA PLAN:   Effective January 1, 2020, the CITY shall contribute one-thousand six 

hundred seventy-five dollars ($1,675.00) per month to each unit member for the cafeteria benefit 

plan detailed in this section.   

1.   Said contribution shall be used to provide for health insurance for the employee.  Employee 

shall be covered by health insurance with a City approved health plan unless the employee 

provides proof to the City the employee is covered by another acceptable health plan as 

determined by the City’s Human Resource Department.  

2.   The balance may be used for any of the following or any combination thereof: 

467

Item 16.



   

Dated: January 13, 2022, MOU – MANAGERS/PROFESSIONAL/TECHNICAL AS INDIVIDUALS Page 8 of 18 

  a.  Health Insurance for employee’s spouse and/or dependents; 

  b.  Dental Insurance for employee’s, spouse and/or dependents; and  

c.  Eye care plan for employee, spouse and/or dependents. 

3.   There is no cash-back of the remaining contributions amount, if any, to the employee after 

payment of the selected premiums(s).  The employee shall be responsible for the remaining 

payments(s) through payroll deduction, of any premiums selected which are in excess of 

the monthly contribution amount.  

4.   If an employee elects to not participate in the Health Insurance coverage and can show 

adequate proof of an approved health plan, the employee shall have the option to have an 

amount equal to the most current Kaiser employee only (single) monthly premium rate [as 

of January 1, 2022, the single rate is $727.26] paid to the employee.  If taken as cash 

payment, the amount is not to be considered as pensionable compensation for the purposes 

of CalPERS.  Such alternative health plan coverage must be verified initially and thereafter 

on an annual basis by signing a verification that complies with the Affordable Care Act, 

which will be provided to the City. Alternative health plan coverage must be maintained 

until the next available CITY open enrollment period.  The balance may be used for any of 

the following or any combination thereof: 

 a.  Health Insurance for employee’s spouse and/or dependents; 

 b.  Dental Insurance for employee’s, spouse and/or dependents; and 

  c.  Eye care plan for employee, spouse and/or dependents; 

5. Cafeteria Plan Reopener:  If the combined premiums for Healthcare, Dental, and Vision 

insurance increase more than 5% from their January 2022 rates, then the parties agree to 

meet and confer about increasing the Cafeteria Plan Contribution.  The parties agree to 

hold additional reopeners in this regard if, subsequent to triggering the initial meet and 

confer, measuring the combined premium increases (cumulative to the triggering date) for 

the subsequent year(s) shows subsequent premium increases of more than 5%. 

K. SICK LEAVE: 

1. Sick leave shall accrue at the rate of 3.69 hours per bi-weekly pay period for full-time 

employees. 

    

2. The CITY agrees to a one thousand (1,000) sick leave hours accumulation cap. Employees 

will no longer accrue sick hours once they have reached the cap.   

3. The CITY agrees to a service credit of unused sick leave for PERS retirement when an 

employee retires from CITY employment.  If an employee leaves the CITY with at least 

seven (7) years of service, the employee may elect to receive a lump sum payment of the 
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value of the unused sick leave.  If the employee leaves the CITY prior to completing seven 

(7) years of service, then the employee is eligible for sick leave cash out using the following 

guidelines.  This payment will be determined by a graduating scale that increases by fifteen 

percent (15%) per year for each year completed, through the first six (6) years of service 

ninety percent (90%) and an additional ten percent (10%) after completion of the seventh 

(7th  year of service (100%).  All sick leave vesting levels shall begin after the completion 

of probation and the second (2nd) year of service thirty percent (30%).  A year of service 

will be considered completed when the employee reaches the anniversary date of their 

initial employment.  .  Any accumulated sick leave that is cashed out shall not also be 

eligible to obtain additional CalPERS service credit.   

See scale provided below. 

 

Year 

Completed 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Percent 

Vested 
0% 30% 40% 60% 70% 90% 100% 

Previously accrued and unused sick leave that was not paid out at the time of separation 

will be reinstated if an employee leaves employment and is then re-hired within one year.   

4. Employees who are laid off as a result of a reduction in force shall receive, at the option of the 

employee, either a lump sum payment equal to one hundred percent (100%) of accrued sick 

leave or the one hundred percent (100%) service credit towards retirement if the employee 

chooses to retire immediately following layoff. 

 

5. All employees may use accrued paid sick leave for the purposes set forth in Labor Code section 

246.5(a). 

 

6. Accrued paid sick leave shall carry over to the following year, but no additional paid sick pay 

will accrue until the employee’s accrued paid sick leave falls below the one thousand (1,000) 

hour cap. 

 

7. The City will provide all employees with a written notice of the amount of paid sick leave 

available.  The notice will be provided on the designated pay date with the employee’s payment 

of wages.  Sick pay will be paid at employee’s hourly rate of pay when the sick leave is taken.  

Sick pay will be paid by the payday for the next regular payroll period after the sick leave is 

taken. 

 

8. Employees can use accrued paid sick leave upon a written or oral request. If the need to use 

paid sick leave is foreseeable, the employee must give reasonable advance notice.  If the need 

to use paid sick leave is unforeseeable, notice must be given as soon as practicable.  
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9. On July 1st of every year, part-time, seasonal temporary employees will be credited 3 days (24 

hours) or 3 times their normal shift of sick leave.  It shall not be carried over but is available 

for cash out upon termination pursuant to section IV.I.10.  

 

10. Accumulated sick leave hours can be paid at the time of separation from service at the 

employee’s hourly rate at the time of separation or the CITY agrees to a service credit of 

unused sick leave for CalPERS retirement when an employee retires from CITY employment.  

11. An employee may make an irrevocable election each December to receive payment of up to 

eighty (80) hours of the sick leave to be accrued in the following calendar year. The 

employee is eligible to make the request provided that the employee is fully vested (7 years) 

and has a minimum of 160 sick hours in the sick hours bank at the time the irrevocable 

election is made in December.  Such payments will be made by separate check with the 

payroll distribution for the first full pay period in July unless the employee requests equal 

quarterly payments. Cash payment shall only be made for sick leave accrued that has not yet 

been used by the employee by the payment date. The City will provide the form for the 

employee to make the irrevocable election. The form shall be submitted to the City’s Human 

Resources Department no later than December 15 of each year or employee will waive 

his/her right to elect to cash out sick leave for the following year.  The only exception to this 

deadline is if the employee experiences an unforeseeable event after the deadline.  In those 

circumstances, the employee can seek to make an initial election, or increase the number of 

hours elected (subject to all the other requirements and limitations as set forth herein) by 

submitting the City’s election form to the City’s Human Resources Department.  The City 

Manager shall make a determination if the exception applies and the City Manager 

determination shall be final and not subject to any grievance procedure or appeal process. 

L.   LIFE INSURANCE:  The CITY agrees to provide group term life insurance up to fifty thousand 

dollars ($50,000) for each employee. 

M.   SHORT-TERM DISABILITY INSURANCE:  The CITY agrees to maintain the short-term disability 

coverage at the levels in effect on January 1, 2018 for full-time employees.   

N. BILINGUAL PAY:  Employees who have been certified using a City designated language 

proficiency test as being fluent in sign language or other secondary language shall receive a dollar 

fifty ($1.50) per hour.   Once certified, an employee shall not be required to be recertified as a 

condition of continued receipt of premium pay. 

O. WELLNESS REIMBURSEMENT:  An employee who voluntarily joins a health or fitness club, 

purchases pre-approved exercise equipment, or visits a chiropractor shall be eligible for 

reimbursement of the fee up to but not exceeding fifty dollars ($50) for each full month the employee 

has been employed.  It will be the responsibility of the employee to submit requests for 

reimbursement to the Human Resources department in order to receive reimbursement. The CITY 

shall pay this reimbursement bi-annually under the CITY reimbursement policy. Each participating 
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employee is solely liable and responsible for any and all personal injuries, and shall fully indemnify 

the CITY. The CITY assumes no liability for injury or compensation for employee participation in 

this program, nor is this a mandated program or a job requirement.   

P. DIRECT DEPOSIT:   As a general rule, all employees shall be paid by direct deposit of their payroll 

check into an account of their choice at a financial institution.  An employee may elect to receive 

payment via live check due to personal circumstances. 

Q.   DEPENDENT CARE FLEXIBLE SPENDING ACCOUNT:  The CITY agrees to provide a Dependent 

Care Flexible Spending Account.  A Dependent Care Flexible Spending account will let an 

employee’s set aside a portion of their paycheck tax free (up to IRS Limits) to pay for dependent 

care in conformance with IRS Tax Law requirements. 

ARTICLE VI: HOURS AND WORKING CONDITIONS 

A. HOLIDAY ACCRUAL:   Holidays for employees in the UNIT are as follows: 

  New Year’s Day  

  Martin Luther King Jr. Day  

  Presidents’ Day  

Memorial Day  

Independence Day  

Labor Day  

Columbus Day  

Veterans Day  

Thanksgiving Day  

Day after Thanksgiving  

Christmas Eve 

Christmas Day 

Day after Christmas 

New Year’s Eve   

 

1. Employees assigned to the Police Department who are required to work Holidays will be 

allowed to bank their Holiday time.   

 

B. VACATION ACCRUAL: Vacation time shall be accrued on the following basis and shall be credited 

for subsequent use each pay period. 

Hire date - Three (3) years 
two (2) weeks 

per year 

3.077 hours per 

pay period 

Three (3) years 1 day - Seven (7) years 
three (3) weeks 

per year 

4.615 hours per 

pay period 

Seven (7) years 1 day - Nineteen (19) years 
four (4) weeks 

per year 

6.153 hours per 

pay period 
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Total vacation accrual for any employee shall not exceed the equivalent of two (2) years' accrual 

at the current accrual rate for that employee.  Employees will no longer accrue vacation hours once 

they have reached the cap.   

An employee may make an irrevocable election each December to receive payment of up to 

eighty (80) hours of vacation leave to be accrued in the following calendar year.  Such payments 

will be made by separate check with the payroll distribution for the first full pay period in July 

unless the employee requests equal quarterly payments. Cash payment shall only be made for 

vacation leave accrued that has not yet been used by the employee by the payment date.  The 

City will provide the form for the employee to make the irrevocable election. The form shall be 

submitted to the City’s Human Resources Department no later than December 15 of each year or 

employee will waive his/her right to elect to cash out vacation leave for the following year.  The 

only exception to this deadline is if the employee experiences an unforeseeable event after the 

deadline.  In those circumstances, the employee can seek to make an initial election, or increase 

the number of hours elected (subject to all the other requirements and limitations as set forth 

herein) by submitting the City’s election form to the City’s Human Resources Department.  The 

City Manager shall make a determination if the exception applies and the City Manager 

determination shall be final and not subject to any grievance procedure or appeal process. 

 

C.   ADMINISTRATIVE/PERSONAL LEAVE:  SALARY EMPLOYEES shall be allocated a maximum of 

forty (40) hours of administrative/personal leave on July 1st of each CITY fiscal year. The 

maximum amount of administrative/personal leave that EMPLOYEE may accrue at any given time 

may not exceed eighty (80) hours total.  EMPLOYEE may request payment of up to forty (40) 

hours banked administrative leave pay, to be paid by separate check, per calendar year.  Requests 

for payment of banked administrative leave pay should be submitted in accordance with the 

procedure stated in the Managers Group MOU.  

D. PROMOTION PROBATIONARY PURPOSES:   During the probationary in paid status following a 

promotion or transfer, a regular employee who held permanent status at the time of the promotion 

or transfer shall, upon the employee's request, be returned to a position in the previously held 

classification in the former employing department. If the return involves a change in classification, 

the salary step shall be the same step that the employee held or would have received immediately 

prior to the promotion or transfer. Computation of the probationary period in a paid status does not 

include overtime, stand-by, on-call or military leave of absence.  

E.   BIDDING FOR OPEN POSITIONS:   In the event any position becomes open, it will be the 

responsibility of the Human Resources Department to notify permanent full-time and permanent 

part-time CITY employees of the opening prior to outside recruitment.  Such responsibility shall 

include posting of a notice in a conspicuous place within each regular work location for a period 

Nineteen (19) years 1 day 
five (5) weeks 

per year 

7.692 hours per 

pay period 
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of ten (10) working days prior to outside recruitment.  This notice will include the rate of pay 

ranges, hours to be worked, and any special requirements and conditions.  An eligible and qualified 

employee interested in an open position shall submit an application and supporting documentation 

within ten (10) working days of the announcement’s posting to be considered for the position prior 

to outside recruitment.  If an eligible and qualified represented employee is selected to fill an open 

position, the employee will maintain his/her seniority, but will be required to accept the salary step 

range applicable to the job.  Placement of an individual on a step higher than starting pay will be 

at the discretion of the department administrator of the job applied for and the City Manager.  

Seniority within the CITY will prevail over similar qualifications.  If an individual believes that 

he/she was unfairly evaluated for the position bid for, he/she may utilize the formal grievance 

procedure. 

 Employees shall meet all requirements, qualifications and training, and pass any and all 

examinations that may be required for such position before being appointed. 

ARTICLE VII:  SAVINGS CLAUSE 

Should any provision of this Agreement or any application thereof, be made unlawful by virtue of any 

Federal, State or local law and/or regulation, including judicial decisions, such provision shall be effective 

and implemented only to the extent permitted by such laws, regulations and decisions.  In all other respects 

the provisions of this Agreement shall continue in full force and effect for the term thereof. 

ARTICLE VIII: COMPLETE AGREEMENT CLAUSE 

This written Agreement is the complete Agreement negotiated between the parties.  Nothing excluded 

from this Agreement is agreed to unless it is put in writing, signed by all parties and attached to the 

Agreement as an amendment hereto.   

ARTICLE IX:  SKELLY PROCEDURE 

Before imposing a long-term suspension, demotion or termination, the employee shall be entitled to the 

following so-called Skelly rights:   

A. SERVICE OF WRITTEN NOTICE:  The affected employee shall be served with a written Notice of 

Intent to Discipline.  The Notice of Intent shall describe the violation(s), the proposed discipline 

to be imposed, the reasons for the proposed discipline, a statement advising the employee of his/her 

right to request a Skelly hearing within two work days after service of the Notice of Intent, and 

copies of any charges and materials upon which the proposed discipline is based, which copies 

shall be attached to the Notice of Intent.   

 

B. SERVICE OF THE NOTICE OF INTENT TO DISCIPLINE:  The Notice of Intent shall be served 

whenever possible personally, or by first class mail to the last known address of the employee.  
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Attached to the Notice of Intent shall be a Proof of Service, the original of which shall be kept in 

the employee’s personnel file.   

 

C. REQUEST FOR HEARING: The proposed disciplinary action shall not be imposed until the end of 

the second full business day following the day the Notice of Intent was personally served, or at the 

end of the fifth full business day following the day the Notice of Intent was mailed.  During that 

period, the employee’s salary shall be continued to be paid, and he/she may be terminated at the 

end of the second (or fifth, as the case may be) business day if no Skelly hearing has been requested 

by the affected employee.  In the event a hearing is requested, the employee shall continue to be 

paid until a final decision is made.   

 

D. THE SKELLY HEARING:  If the employee requests a hearing, it shall be conducted by a neutral 

third party, such as the Department Head, the Human Resources Manager, the Assistant City 

Manager, the Chief of Police or his/her designee, or the City Manager or his/her designee.  The 

hearing shall be conducted as soon as possible after it is requested, usually no later than two 

business days following the request.  The hearing is to be conducted informally for the purpose of 

giving the employee an opportunity to provide an explanation or mitigation, or to correct mistakes 

of fact.  Neither the neutral third party nor the employee shall be represented by counsel or by 

union representatives (unless a labor agreement provides otherwise).  Normally, such hearings are 

concluded within a short period of time; however, the affected employee should be given such 

additional time as may be reasonably necessary to produce new information or to substantiate 

his/her explanation or mitigation.  The hearing may be continued to a later time in the same day or 

the next day or such other day as may reasonably be necessary for such purpose.  The neutral third 

party shall issue his/her decision within two business days after the conclusion of the hearing, 

either approving, disapproving or modifying the intended discipline.  The resulting decision shall 

be implemented immediately.   

 

E. BINDING ARBITRATION:  Permanent employees who receive a long-term suspension or are 

demoted or terminated may, after the Skelly hearing, appeal the discipline by submitting it to 

binding arbitration.  Arbitration shall be conducted as follows:  If the parties cannot mutually 

choose an arbitrator, the parties will select the names of five (5) arbitrators from the Federal 

Mediation and Conciliation Service.  The parties will flip a coin.  The winner shall choose the first 

name and so on until one name is left who shall be the arbitrator.  The arbitrator must decide each 

and every dispute in accordance with the laws of the State of California, and all other applicable 

laws.  Limited discovery may be conducted in the arbitration proceeding upon a showing of good 

cause and the approval of the arbitrator.  Unless the employee and the City stipulate to the contrary, 

prior to the appointment of the arbitrator, all disputes shall first be submitted to non-binding 

mediation, conducted by a neutral mediator.  The parties shall split the cost of all fees charged for 

such mediation and arbitration proceedings.   The arbitrator’s decision is final and binding. 
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F. DISCIPLINARY ACTIONS IN EMERGENCY SITUATIONS:  Under emergency circumstances, where 

the health and safety of co-workers or the public is threatened, an employee may be immediately 

disciplined without prior notice and hearing.  In such a case, the affected employee’s supervisor 

shall promptly document the circumstances which justified the immediate disciplinary action.  

After the emergency has passed, the supervisor shall initiate the Skelly procedures, above.   

ARTICLE X:  GRIEVANCE PROCEDURE—NON-SKELLY 

A. PURPOSE:  When an employee has a complaint or problem concerning his/her job, or the 

interpretation or application of this Agreement, and the complaint or problem cannot be resolved 

by informal discussion with his/her immediate supervisor, they may be brought to the attention of 

management through the grievance procedure.   

 

B. MATTERS EXCLUDED FROM THE GRIEVANCE PROCEDURE:  Certain matters and issues are not a 

proper subject of the grievance process.  Improper matters or issues are those that fall into two 

categories:   

 

1. Matters that have their own appeal process, such as the Skelly disciplinary action; or    

2. Matters and issues that are solely within the discretion of management, such as staff 

reorganizations and reductions in the workforce (budgetary layoffs). 

C.  TIME LIMIT FOR PURSUING GRIEVANCE PROCEDURE:   To ensure timely resolution of grievances, 

they shall be pursued within 10 business days after the employee became aware of the grievance, 

or reasonably should have been aware of it.  All other grievances shall be deemed untimely and 

may be rejected unless the City Manager, in his/her sole discretion, determines that there is good 

cause for the late filing of a grievance.   

 

Grievance Procedure:  There are four steps to the grievance procedure.  

 

Step 1:   Informal Discussion with Immediate Supervisor:  Employee shall first take 

his/her grievance up informally with his/her immediate supervisor.  If the grievance is not resolved 

by informal discussion, the employee may formally submit, in writing, the grievance to his/her 

immediate supervisor.  The employee shall briefly describe the grievance and, when possible, a 

suggested solution.  The immediate supervisor shall forward the grievance within two (2) working 

days to the Department Head.   

 

Step 2:   Department Head:  The Department Head shall meet with the employee within 

three (3) working days after receiving the written grievance and shall deliver his/her answer in 

writing to the employee within two (2) working days thereafter.  The employee shall have the right 

to present the grievance to the Department Head with or without a representative.   
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Step 3:   Human Resources Director or Assistant City Manager:  If the grievance is not 

resolved in Step 2, the employee may submit it in writing to the Human Resources Director (or 

Assistant City Manager) within three (3) working days after the Department Head’s answer is 

received by the employee.  The Human Resources Director (or Assistant City Manager) shall meet 

with the employee within three (3) working days after having received the written grievance and 

shall deliver his/her response to them in writing within three working days after such meeting.   

Step 4:   City Manager:  If the grievance is not resolved in Step 3, the employee may submit 

it in writing to the City Manager within three (3) working days after the decision of the Human 

Resources Manager/Assistant City Manager is received.  The City Manager shall meet with the 

employee within five (5) working days after having received the grievance and shall deliver his or 

her response in writing within five (5) working days after such meeting, or subsequent meeting(s), 

if any.  The decision of the City Manager shall be binding and conclusive on all parties.   

ARTICLE XI: NEGOTIATING 

For purposes of renegotiating the Agreement, either party may submit a written request to the other party 
to renegotiate this Agreement no earlier than January 1 and no later than March 31 prior to the 
scheduled date of expiration of the Agreement.  

The parties shall meet and confer in good faith in an endeavor to reach agreement prior to the adoption of 
the CITY's final budget for the ensuing fiscal year. As set forth in the Employer-Employee Relations 
Resolution, good faith shall consist of, among other things, the meeting of the parties at reasonable times 
and places, the exchange of information, the exchange of proposals and counter proposals; however, it 
shall not require the granting of a concession, nor the incorporation of permissive items into the final 
agreement. In the event an agreement is reached, the parties shall reduce the matter to writing in the form 
of a Memorandum of Understanding, which shall not be binding, and shall submit the matter for 
consideration before the City Council during a public meeting. 

 

[SIGNATURES ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.] 
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SIGNATURE PAGE TO 

Memorandum of Understanding 

Between 

City of Beaumont 

and 

Managers/Professional/Technical as Individuals 

Effective January 1, 2022, through June 30, 2026 

 

 

FOR THE CITY OF BEAUMONT 

 

_______________________________________ _____________________ 

City Manager       Date  

 

FOR THE MANAGERS/PROFESSIONAL/TECHNICAL AS INDIVIDUAL 

 

_______________________________________ _____________________  

        Date  

_______________________________________ _____________________ 

        Date 

_______________________________________ _____________________  

        Date  

_______________________________________ _____________________ 

        Date 

_______________________________________ _____________________  

        Date  

_______________________________________ _____________________ 

        Date 

_______________________________________ _____________________  

        Date  

_______________________________________ _____________________ 

        Date 

_______________________________________ _____________________  

        Date  

_______________________________________ _____________________ 

        Date 

_______________________________________ _____________________  

        Date  

_______________________________________ _____________________ 

        Date 

_______________________________________ _____________________  

        Date  

_______________________________________ _____________________ 

        Date 

_______________________________________ _____________________  

        Date  
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_______________________________________ _____________________ 

        Date 

_______________________________________ _____________________  

        Date  

_______________________________________ _____________________ 

        Date 

_______________________________________ _____________________  

        Date  

_______________________________________ _____________________ 

        Date 

_______________________________________ _____________________  

        Date  

_______________________________________ _____________________ 

        Date 

_______________________________________ _____________________  

        Date  

_______________________________________ _____________________ 

        Date 

_______________________________________ _____________________  

        Date  

_______________________________________ _____________________ 

        Date 

_______________________________________ _____________________  

        Date  

_______________________________________ _____________________ 

        Date 

_______________________________________ _____________________  

        Date  

_______________________________________ _____________________ 

        Date 

_______________________________________ _____________________  

        Date  
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Dustin Christensen, Principal Engineer Public Works 

DATE January 18, 2021 

SUBJECT:  Approve the Draft Request for Proposal for Landscape Architecture 

and Engineering Design Services and Construction Documents for 

Stewart Park Improvement Project 
  

Background and Analysis:  

On November 2, 2021, City Council directed City staff to return to City Council with a 

more detailed design plan for Stewart Park including items such as elevations, drainage 

plans, grading plan, a budget, and bid documents.  City Council directed City staff to 

secure professional services to prepare these plans. City staff has drafted a Request for 

Proposal (RFP) for Landscape Architecture and Engineering Design Services and 

Construction Documents for the Stewart Park Improvement Project. 

 

RFP for Landscape Architecture and Engineering Design Services and 

Construction Documents 

 

The attached RFP has been drafted for City Council discussion and direction 

(Attachment A).  Various scope items are included in the RFP in order to provide a 

complete architectural and engineering design for the park. These scope items include 

the following: 

 

 Hydrological assessment of the park area and drainage basin, 

 Completion of Environmental documentation required by the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), 

 Preliminary Title Reports and Boundary Surveys on project parcels, 

 Coordination with Southern California Edison (SCE) for electrical services for 

proposed park amenities, 

 Architectural renderings of proposed park improvements, and 

 Detailed Engineers Construction Cost Estimates. 
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The attached RFP includes the preparation of detailed construction bid documents 

including construction drawings and specifications.  The proposed construction 

drawings will include the following: 

 Grading plans and elevations, 

 Drainage plans, 

 Erosion control plans, 

 Architectural design plans, 

 Landscape planting and irrigation plans, and 

 Lighting and electrical plans. 

 

After advertisement of the RFP and receipt of proposals the selected firm and price will 

be presented to the City Council for award and timeline of work.  The preliminary 

timeline for advertisement and award as provided below: 

 

Event Date 

RFP Issued January 19, 2022 

Questions submitted on Public Purchase deadline February 02, 2022 @ 11:00 a.m. 

Answers to Questions on Public Purchase will be posted February 11, 2022  

Proposals Due February 23, 2022 @ 11:00 a.m. 

Interviews (if required) March 1 – 4, 2022 

Award Date March 15, 2022 

 

City staff will work closely with the chosen consultant to successfully complete the 

project design.  Upon completion of the design, the City will advertise the bid documents 

for construction.   

Fiscal Impact: 

The cost to prepare this staff report is approximately $500. 

 

Recommended Action: 

Approve the draft Request for Proposals for Landscape Architecture and 

Engineering Design Services and Construction Documents for Stewart Park 

Improvement Project and direct City staff to publish the document on 

PublicPurchase.com. 

480

Item 17.



Attachments: 

A. Request for Proposals for Professional Landscape Architecture and Engineering 

Design Services and Construction Documents for Stewart Park Improvement 

Project 
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Questions Due By: 

11:00 a.m. 
February 02, 2022 

 

Proposals Due By:  
11:00 a.m. 

February 23, 2022

 
Contacts:  
Kristine Day 

Assistant City Manager 
kday@beaumontca.gov  

 
 

Doug Story 
Assistant Director Parks & Rec  

dstory@beaumontca.gov 

Dustin Christensen 
Principal Engineer Public Works 

dchristensen@beaumontca.gov
 
 

RFP Available: 
www.publicpurchase.com or 

https://www.beaumontca.gov/949/Bids-and-RFPs 

Request for Proposals 
Professional Landscape Architecture  
and Engineering Design Services and 

Construction Documents for  
Stewart Park Improvement Project 

 Website: 
www.beaumontca.gov 

  
Address: 

550 E. 6th Street 
Beaumont, CA 92223 

 
 

Phone: 
951.769.8530 
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City of Beaumont  
Request for Proposal 

Landscape Architecture and 
Engineering Design Services and 

Construction Documents for Stewart 
Park Improvement Project 

 
  
 
 
 

 
 

1 

INTRODUCTION 

The City of Beaumont (City) is requesting written responses to this REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL (RFP) 
for selection of a qualified firm (Consultant) to provide Professional Landscape Architecture and 
Engineering Design services and Construction Documents solely for the interest of the City. 

This RFP is for professional landscape architecture and engineering design of various new park 
amenities and improvements to existing park amenities at Stewart Park, including the following: 

• A new splash pad  
• Concrete walking trails throughout the length of the park  
• Picnic pavilions throughout the park  
• New playground equipment with shade structures  
• A new bandshell  
• A gaga ball courts  
• Upgraded skate park  
• New parking facilities  
• Connection of the park across Ninth and Tenth Streets  
• Landscaping and lighting improvements throughout the park 
• Incorporate Existing Drainage into the Park Layout 

The existing park is located between Eighth and Eleventh Streets and Orange and Maple Avenues.  
The pool facility and park pavilion have been demolished.  The northern most section of park 
between 10th and 11th streets is a flood control basin originally constructed by the Riverside 
County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (RCFC&WCD).  The City owns the property 
and maintains the basin according to the agreement established when it was constructed 
(agreement provided for reference).  A hydrological assessment of the existing drainage will be 
incorporated into all aspects of the park layout and design.   

 

All services provided by the Consultant shall be performed by individuals who meet the 
qualifications, education, and certification/licensing requirements for the position. The 
successful Consultant shall also have the resources to provide cost effective and timely services, 
including providing customer service to the City. 
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Qualified firms that submit a proposal will be evaluated in accordance with the requirement 
defined within this RFP. Upon successful negotiations with the City, the selected firm will provide 
professional landscape architecture and engineering design services for the Stewart Park 
Improvement Project as described in the scope of this RFP. 

BACKGROUND 

The City of Beaumont was incorporated in November 1912. The city is in the western portion of 
Riverside County and is bounded on the west by Calimesa and unincorporated areas, on the 
north by the unincorporated County areas (Cherry Valley), on the south by unincorporated 
County areas and the City of San Jacinto, and on the east by the City of Banning. The land area 
within the City’s boundaries is approximately 26 square miles.  

At the center of the historic area of the City of Beaumont is Stewart Park, home to the annual 
Cherry Festival and Freedom Festival.  Stewart Park expands three city blocks and is located 
between Eighth and Eleventh Streets between Orange and Maple Avenues.  The Cherry Festival 
is a four-day event that draws thousands of park patrons each year in June, and includes a 
carnival, food booths, games, live entertainment, and a beer garden.  The Freedom Festival is a 
one-day event with live music, food vendors, kids’ activities, and a fireworks display. 

The top two portions of the park between Ninth Street and Eleventh Street act as detention 
basins during rain events.  The City recently approved a continuous park concept by vacating 
Tenth Street which historically divided Stewart Park.  The street areas of Ninth and Tenth Streets 
are planned to be included in a continuous park space.  The conceptual plan for Stewart park 
can be found on the City’s website and is attached to this RFP for reference.   

SCOPE OF SERVICES 

The Scope of Services for the Stewart Park Improvement Project is attached as Exhibit A. 

ADDITIONAL RESPONSIBILITIES  

The Consultant shall be responsible for completing the specified services in accordance with the 
City’s Professional Services Agreement by Independent Contractor, a sample of which is 
attached (Exhibit B). 

TERM 

The term of the agreement shall be determined upon need of services and consistent with the 
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City’s policies. The initial period of the contract is for the duration of the project or three years, 
with two one-year extensions as approved by City Council, subject to agreement terms and the 
Beaumont Municipal Code. 

PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS 

The proposal shall clearly address all the information requested herein. To achieve a uniform 
review process and obtain the maximum degree of comparability, it is required that proposals 
be organized and contain all information as specified below: 

A. Cover Letter:  Maximum of two (2) pages serving as an Executive Summary, which shall 
include an understanding of the Scope of Services.  The RFP shall be transmitted with a 
cover letter that must be signed by an official authorized to bind the Consultant 
contractually.  The letter accompanying the RFP shall also provide the name, title, 
address, and telephone number of individuals with the authority to negotiate and 
contractually bind the Consultant. The cover letter constitutes certification by the 
Consultant, under penalty of perjury, that the Consultant complies with 
nondiscrimination requirements of the State and Federal Government. An unsigned 
proposal or one signed by an individual unauthorized to bind the Consultant may be 
rejected. 

B. Introduction/Information: Introduction of the service proposal, including a statement of 
understanding for the types of services proposed. Provide a discussion on how the 
objectives of the Scope of Services will be accomplished. Provide the name of the firm 
submitting the proposal, its mailing address, telephone number, and the name of the 
individual to contact if further information is required. Any participating firms and 
proposed sub-Consultants shall be identified and included in the proposal (all sub-
Consultants must be approved by City prior to signing the agreement with City). 

C. Approach: Provide the firm’s approach to delivering the scope of services. Include a 
description of the firm’s approach to communicating effectively with City staff and 
officials, other jurisdictional stakeholders, and the public, to facilitate successful delivery 
of assigned tasks. 

D. Firm Profile:  Provide a description of the firm, including number of professional 
personnel, years in business, office location(s), organizational structure (e.g., 
corporation, partnership, sole practitioner, etc.), areas of expertise, and relevant 
experience. Include any other information which should be considered, such as any 
special services or customer service philosophy which define your firm’s practice.  
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E. Location: Location of principal office that will be responsible for the implementation of 
this contract. 

F. Organization, Key Personnel, and Resumes: Provide an organization chart and a 
summary description of the key personnel who will be involved in this project, their roles 
and responsibilities, and their experience in similar past projects. The proposal must 
name a project manager. In addition to this summary, full resumes should be provided. 

G. Project Experiences: Provide a list of at least three projects related to the scope of the 
work within the last five years. 

H. References:  Three to five references to include: name, address, contact person and 
phone number of the company, length of time services were provided, and a description 
of the services provided.  

I. Scope of Services: Provide a description of the tasks, sub-tasks, and deliverables that will 
be provided. The Scope of Services should include a detailed description of all work 
described in Exhibit A, as well as any additional work items identified by the Consultant 
as necessary to the completion of the project design. The Scope of Services should be 
presented in a logical format that can be easily attached to the Professional Services 
Agreement (Exhibit B). 

J. Project Schedule:  Create a detailed timeline for the tasks outlined in the Scope of 
Services.  

K. Cost Proposal:  The cost proposal (including hourly rate) shall be submitted in a separate 
sealed envelope. This should include a fee schedule, a not-to-exceed fee estimate 
broken down and itemized based on the Scope of Services, and hourly billable costs for 
the itemized Scope of Services. All hourly fee schedules should be based on the 
consultant’s current fee schedule rates. Rates shall be fixed for the duration of the 
project. The costs proposal shall clearly identify the estimated man-hours by 
classification and expenses required for each task, separated by team members, 
including all sub-consultants and contractors required to complete the Scope of Services. 

L. Additional Information: Any other information which should be considered, such as any 
special services or customer service philosophy which define your firm’s practice.  

M. Insurances:  The selected Consultant will be required to provide insurance certificates as 
listed in draft copy of “Professional Services Agreement” (Exhibit B). Consultant should 
refer specifically to the draft agreement, Section 6 and 7, for specific language, amounts, 
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and information. 

SUBMITTAL 

Five (5) bound copies, one (1) unbound copy and one (1) color digital PDF copy of the proposal 
must be submitted no later than 11:00 a.m., February 23, 2022. The cost proposal shall be 
submitted in a separate sealed envelope. Postmarks and faxes are not acceptable. Proposal 
must be titled “Landscape Architecture and Engineering Design Services and Construction 
Documents for Stewart Park Improvement Project.” Request for Clarifications (RFCs) or 
questions regarding this RFP shall be directed in writing to: 

 
Dustin Christensen 

Principal Engineer Public Works 
dchristensen@beaumontca.gov 

 

No RFC or questions will be accepted after 11:00 a.m. on February 02, 2022.  All RFC responses 
will be posted on PublicPurchase.com by February 11, 2022. 

No postmarked proposals will be accepted. Once submitted, proposals, including the 
composition of the consulting staff, cannot be altered without prior written consent of the City. 

All costs associated with the preparation of any proposal shall be the sole responsibility of the 
proposer. Each proposal shall be limited to a maximum of 20 pages single spaced (not including 
resumes or addenda), using a minimum 12-point font size. 

SCHEDULE 

The City’s tentative schedule for the proposal and selection are as follows: 

 

Event Date 

RFP Issued January 19, 2022 

Questions submitted on Public Purchase deadline February 02, 2022 @ 11:00 a.m. 

Answers to Questions on Public Purchase will be posted February 11, 2022  

Proposals Due February 23, 2022 @ 11:00 a.m. 
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Interviews (if required) March 1 – 4, 2022 

Award Date March 15, 2022 

 

CONFIDENTIALITY 

Prior to the proposal submittal deadline, all proposals will be designated confidential to the 
extent permitted by the California Public Records Act. After the proposal submittal deadline, all 
responses will be regarded as public record and will be subject to review by the public.  Any 
language purported to render confidential all or portions of the proposals will be regarded as 
non-effective and will be disregarded. 

AMENDMENTS TO REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 

The City reserves the right to amend the RFP by addendum prior to the final proposal submittal 
date. Addenda will be posted on PublicPurchase.com. 

NON-COMMITMENT TO CITY 

The City reserves the right to reject any and all proposals and to waive informalities and minor 
irregularities in any proposal reviewed.  The City may reject any proposal that does not conform 
to the instructions provided in this RFP. Additionally, the City reserves the right to negotiate all 
final terms and conditions of any proposal received before entering final contract. 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

The Consultant shall disclose any personal or professional financial, business, or other 
relationships with the City that may have an impact on the outcome of this contract or any 
resulting project.  The Consultant shall also list current clients who may have a financial interest 
in the outcome of this contract. 

PROPOSAL EVALUATION/SELECTION 

The City intends to engage the most qualified Consultant available that demonstrates a 
thorough understanding of the City’s needs. City staff will use the following criteria to evaluate 
the proposals: 
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Criteria & Scoring Points 

Project Approach and Understanding of the Scope of Services 25 

Project Team Organization and Qualifications 20 

Related Experience and Past Projects 25 

References 20 

Proposed Fee 10 

Total 100 

The City may request a qualification interview with the highest ranked Consultant(s) prior to 
determining the final ranking. The City reserves the right to reject any and all proposals. 

REFERENCE INFORMATION 

Links to applicable design standards can be found on the City’s website.  The following reference 
information has been provided specifically for this project and can be found on the public portal 
website together with this RFP: 

• Stewart Park Conceptual Plan 
• Splash Pad Preliminary Site Plan 
• Previous Geotechnical Report 
• 10th Street Vacation document 
• Basin Topo 
• Wastewater and Storm Drain utilities (City GIS) 
• Flood Control Documents: 

o Stewart Park Retention Basin Plans (RCFC&WCD) 
o Stewart Basin Operation & Maintenance Agreement 
o Master Drainage Plan for Beaumont Area 
o Master Drainage Plan Exhibit 
o Master Drainage Plan Boundary Map #1 
o Master Drainage Plan Boundary Map #2 

 
 

EXHIBITS 

A. Scope of Services 
B. Professional Services Agreement 
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-----END OF REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL---- 

EXHIBITS TO FOLLOW 
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EXHIBIT A 
Scope of Services 

 

GENERAL 
The intent of this Request for Proposals (RFP) is to secure the services of a qualified Landscape 
Architecture and Engineering Design consultant to conduct design engineering services for the 
Stewart Park Improvement Project.  Services shall generally include the following tasks: 

1. Project Management 
2. Data Gathering and Analysis 
3. Investigations 

o Surveying and utility potholing 
o Geotechnical Investigation  
o Hydrological Assessment 

4. Environmental Services 
o CEQA Compliance 

5. Preliminary Design 
o Architectural Renderings 
o 30% level engineering design drawings and cost estimate 

6. Property, Easement & Right-of-way Support 
o Preliminary Title Report & Boundary Survey 
o Parcel Merging 

7. Jurisdictional Coordination 
o RCFC&WCD 
o Local Utilities in vacated streets (9th and 10th) 

8. SCE Electrical Plan of Service  
9. Final Design and Contract Documents 

o Preparation of Contract Documents: 60%, 90%, 100%, Final (Plans and Specs)  
o Preparation of Construction Cost Estimates and Construction Schedules 

 
The following Scope of Services is provided as a guideline and is intended to identify the City’s 
expectations and requirements associated with the Final Design effort.  Consultants may suggest 
modifications to the proposed Scope of Services and are encouraged to expand the scope to 
include additional and/or optional tasks if deemed necessary to execute and facilitate the final 
design of the Project.  At a minimum, the following specific tasks are to be included in the 
proposed Scope of Services. 
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DETAILED SCOPE OF SERVICES 
 

Task 1 – Project Management 

• Prepare and lead the Project kick-off meeting with the City to discuss and review the 
following: 

o Project background, goals, constraints, and approach 
o Project reporting/communication protocols/coordination 
o Project schedule 
o Critical/High Priority Scope 

 
• Provide electronic project design schedule (baseline and monthly progress updates) in 

searchable pdf format.  At a minimum, schedule shall include all submittals, meetings, 
and milestones.  Schedule should incorporate a minimum 3-week period for each City 
submittal review. 

• Schedule and lead weekly coordination and progress meetings with the City.  Consultant 
shall prepare agenda, meeting minutes, and PowerPoint presentations (as necessary) for 
all meetings for the duration of the project. 

• Coordination meetings with other agencies and developers as necessary. 

• Conduct and demonstrate effective quality assurance and quality control procedures. 

o Review of all notes and design calculations, along with design drawings and 
specifications, by an appropriate reviewer independent of the Project design team 
prior to each design submittal. 

o Constructability and operational review of the design submittals. 
 

• Consultant shall notify the City of any out-of-scope work items and obtain City approval 
prior to proceeding, no exceptions.  Consultant will not be compensated for at risk work. 

 
• Deliverables:  Consultant shall submit all meeting agendas and presentations to the City 

a minimum of one (1) week prior to meetings, and all meeting minutes shall be submitted 
within three (3) working days following each meeting.  City comments shall be 
incorporated, and final minutes published for distribution and record.   
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Task 2 – Data Gathering and Analysis 

• Gather, review, and understand information on the City’s previous planning and design 
efforts for the Project, including the detailed review of all associated reference 
documents. 

• Conduct field visits, inquiries, and investigations to acquire and review all relevant records 
of existing and proposed utilities including review of record drawings, property 
boundaries and right-of-way, environmental and geologic information, as well as to 
document physical conditions, features, and constraints within the Project area.   

• Acquire mapping, record drawings, and relevant information (aerial, utility, topographic, 
geologic, environmental, etc.) from City, County, USGS, and other agency sources.  

• Compile base mapping and identify jurisdictional limits (e.g. city/county agencies, 
community districts, etc.) and requirements. 

• Review the conditions of the existing park space and the best options and ways to 
integrate the proposed new facilities.   

• Review Edison service needs and electrical capacity requirements.  Coordinate with Edison 
to verify circuit capacity and number of new services required for all new park facilities.    

• Complete an independent review of all provided reference documents to either confirm 
the design recommendations or suggest alternatives. Alternative recommendations shall 
be identified and discussed early in the design.  At a minimum, consultant review shall 
include the following: 

o Potential environmental concerns 
o Potential Jurisdictional requirements and permits  
o Potential utility conflicts and concerns 
o Hydrology Concerns 
o Preliminary Design Recommendations and Architectural Renderings 

• Meet with City staff and discuss standards, expectations, project approach, and results of 
data gathering and analysis.   

• Deliverables: Consultant shall summarize the results of this task into a Technical 
Memorandum (TM) and submit three (3) hard copies and one (1) electronic copy 
(searchable pdf), for City review.  City comments shall be incorporated into the final 
technical memorandum. 
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Task 3 - Investigations 

Task 3.1 Surveying and Utility Potholing 
 

• Consultant shall perform a topographical survey of the project area including the full 
width of the adjacent rights-of-way with 1-foot contours.  The survey shall identify all 
existing easements, assessor parcel numbers, and existing utilities on or adjacent to the 
proposed project area.  The surveying consultant or sub consultant shall be a Registered 
Professional Land Surveyor in the State of California.   

• Define the quantity and location of utility potholing efforts required for final design, 
including potholing the existing utilities in 9th and 10th Street and other utilities in the 
immediate vicinity of the park as needed. Upon the City’s review and acceptance of 
Consultant’s proposed utility potholing plan, all utility potholing efforts shall be 
coordinated with field surveying and final base mapping efforts.   

• Deliverables: Results of all surveying activities shall be incorporated into the final contract 
documents.  Results of all potholing activities shall be summarized in a report or technical 
memorandum submitted to the City.  Submit three (3) hard copies and one (1) electronic 
copy (searchable pdf) for City review.  City comments shall be incorporated into the final 
report or technical memorandum.    

 

Task 3.2 Geotechnical Investigation 
 
• Perform a geotechnical investigation of the proposed project area to include regional 

seismicity, seismic parameters, fault line evaluation, liquefaction, site preparation and 
earthwork, trench stability, suitability of onsite materials for backfill, trench excavation, 
shoring, dewatering, pipeline bedding and backfill recommendations, structural sections 
for concrete and asphalt, and all other necessary information required for a complete 
design.   

• Consultant shall secure the services from a qualified sub consultant.  As an option, the 
Consultant may utilize in-house resources for geotechnical services provided they can 
demonstrate sufficient experience/qualifications.  

• Deliverables: Consultant shall summarize results and recommendations into a report.  
Three (3) hard copy and one (1) electronic copy of the draft geotechnical report shall be 
submitted for review.  City comments shall be incorporated.  Three (3) hard copies and 
one (1) electronic copy of the final geotechnical report shall be submitted.  Results of the 
geotechnical investigation shall be incorporated into the final contract documents.     
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Task 3.3 – Hydrological Assessment  

• The northern most section of park between 10th and 11th streets is a flood control basin 
originally constructed by the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation 
District (RCFC&WCD).  Plans are attached for reference.  The City owns the property and 
maintains the basin according to the agreement established when it was constructed 
(agreement provided for reference).  During significant rain events this basin fills with 
water and overflows to the south through the 18-inch drainpipe to the park between 9th 
and 10th Street.  Water flows from there to the corner of 9th Street and Maple Avenue, 
and then down Maple Avenue and into the flood control basin south of 8th Street.    

• The consultant shall perform a hydrological assessment of the exiting park and tributary 
area in order to quantify the potential impact of floodwater within the project boundary.  
This shall include a risk assessment of the current flood capacity of the park, as well as an 
assessment of how proposed additions to the park from this project will not alter or 
increase surface flows.  Varying storm events should be modeled, including the 100 year 
storm event.  All proposed park improvements shall be mitigated to prevent inundation 
and flooding. 

• If the hydrological assessment or any proposed improvements to the park result in 
recommendations to alter the existing grades of the storm water basin between 10th 
street and 11th street, these changes shall be coordinated, reviewed, and approved by 
RCFC&WCD.                     

• Deliverable:  Consultant shall summarize the results of this task into a Hydrology Report 
and submit three (3) hard copies and one (1) electronic copy (searchable pdf) for City 
review.  The consultant shall present the results of the report in a focused meeting with 
City staff.  City comments on the Draft Report shall be incorporated into a Final Hydrology 
Report.  Recommendations and mitigations from the report shall be incorporated into the 
final drawings and contract documents.   

 
Task 4 – Environmental Services 

• Consultant shall perform all work necessary to meet the requirements of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  Work shall include determination of the necessary 
level of environmental documentation, surveying, studies, and mitigation based on the 
project area and scope.  The consultant shall prepare the required negative declaration 
(ND), Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), or Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for 
public review and comment.  The consultant will assist the City in responding to any public 
comments received. 
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• The Consultant will prepare the final documentation, including all required mitigation 
measures.  The consultant will assist the City in preparation and documentation of the 
final Notice of Determination (NOD).       

• Deliverables: Three (3) hard copy and one (1) electronic copy of the draft environmental 
documents for City review.  City comments shall be incorporated prior to public 
notification period.  Three (3) hard copies and one (1) electronic copy of the final 
approved environmental documents.  All mitigation measures shall be incorporated into 
the final contract documents.     

 

Task 5 – Preliminary Design 

• The Consultant shall provide preliminary designs for all proposed project elements based 
on the results from tasks 2 and 3, including the following: 

o Demolition of vacated streets and sidewalks 
o New splash pad design  
o Concrete walking trail design and locations 
o Picnic pavilion design and locations  
o New playground equipment design with shade structures 
o New bandshell design and location  
o Gaga ball court design and location  
o Upgraded skate park design  
o New parking facilities design  
o Connection of the park across Ninth and Tenth Streets  
o Landscape planting and irrigation design  
o Lighting improvement plan design throughout the park 
o Incorporate Existing Drainage into the Park Layout 

 
• During preliminary design, prepare comprehensive architectural concept renderings for 

the park and proposed new facilities.  The renderings will consist of bird’s eye views and 
street views of the proposed park layout including representative landscaping. 
Renderings should also be provided for some of the individual park elements such as the 
new splash pad, new band shell, and new playgrounds and picnic pavilions.  
 

• Complete a lighting analysis for the proposed lighting improvement plan to ensure 
lighting is sized correctly and appropriately illuminates surroundings.  

 
• Complete a preliminary plant evaluation and planting plan in accordance the approved 

City planting standards. 
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• Upon completion of the architectural renderings and preliminary (30%) design drawings, 
the consultant shall conduct a preliminary design review meeting to present the 
preliminary design recommendations and architectural renderings to city staff.  All 
comments from city staff shall be incorporated into the final design.    

• Deliverables: All preliminary architectural engineering renderings shall be provided to the 
City.  Plans, specifications, and engineer’s estimates shall be submitted at 30% design 
level for City review.  The consultant shall submit three (3) hard copy sets of drawings 
(two half size on 11 x 17 and one full size on 24 x 36), specifications, and construction cost 
estimates; and one (1) electronic copy of all documents (searchable pdf files).  All hard 
copy sets shall be wet signed and stamped by a licensed engineer in the State of California.   

 

Task 6 – Property, Easement and Right-of-way Support 

• Consultant shall pull preliminary title reports on all project parcels.  Consultant shall make 
certain that all permanent facilities and construction activities are to be located within 
City property, City easements, temporary construction easements, or within city street 
right-of-way.   

• The public street ROW on 9th Street and 10th Street between Orange Avenue and Maple 
Avenue has been vacated.  The consultant shall work with the City to verify that all 
necessary documentation and recording of these Street ROW vacations has been 
complete, and assist the City as needed with any remaining items.     

• Various utilities remain in place and active within the vacated streets, including 8-inch 
and 10-inch water lines, gas, cable, and other dry utilities.  The consultant shall coordinate 
with existing utilities to provide permanent easements for continued access and 
maintenance of existing utilities.  The consultant will be responsible for the preparation 
of legal descriptions, plats, and the dedication of all required easements. 

• The park strip is currently divided into three separate City parcels and two separate 
vacated streets.  The consultant shall prepare necessary documentation for merging all 
parcels into one continuous City parcel, and assist the City in recording these changes.  A 
final boundary survey shall be conducted, and documentation and recording of the 
boundary survey shall be provided to the City.     

• Deliverables: Consultant shall prepare legal descriptions and plats for all required 
easements.  Legal descriptions and plats shall be prepared in accordance with City 
guidelines.  All additional documentation necessary for vacation of public ROW and 
merging of city parcels shall be provided. 
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Task 7 – Jurisdictional Coordination 

• The Consultant shall coordinate with Southern California Edison for service needs and 
electrical capacity requirements.  Coordinate with Edison to verify circuit capacity and 
number of new services required for all new park facilities.  

• The northern most section of park between 10th and 11th streets is a flood control basin 
originally constructed by the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation 
District (RCFC&WCD).  The City owns the property and maintains the basin according to 
the agreement established when it was constructed (agreement provided for reference).  
Coordination with RFCF&WCD will be required for any changes within the basin.  The 
consultant will shall include in their scope the submittal of plans to RCFC&WCD for review 
and approval, as well as addressing any review comments.  The application and approval 
of any required RCFC&WCD permits shall be included. 

• Various utilities remain in place and active within the vacated streets, including 8-inch 
and 10-inch water lines, gas, cable, and other dry utilities.  The consultant shall coordinate 
with existing utilities to provide permanent easements for continued access and 
maintenance of existing utilities.  The consultant will shall include in their scope the 
submittal of plans to the Water District and other utilities for review, as well as addressing 
any review comments.          

• Deliverables: Consultant shall prepare all permit plans for submittal, incorporate 
comments from all jurisdictional Agencies, and revise the Contract Documents as 
necessary. 

 

Task 8 – SCE Electrical Plan of Service  

• New electrical services at multiple locations will be required for the splash pad pumps, 
pavilion lights, lighting improvements, new band shell, and other proposed 
improvements.  Consultant shall coordinate all activities with Southern California Edison 
(SCE) to obtain an electrical plan of service for all new park facilities.   The consultant shall 
include in their scope of work the application for all required SCE permits, preparation 
and submittal of plans to SCE, and addressing all SCE comments.  The Contract Documents 
shall include the final approved electrical plan of service.  The SCE permit application shall 
be submitted in the early stages of preliminary design to allow sufficient time for SCE to 
prepare the plan of service.     

 

Task 9 – Final Design and Contract Documents 

• The principal design components of this project include the following: 
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o Demolition of vacated streets and sidewalks 
o New splash pad design  
o Concrete walking trail design and locations throughout park 
o Picnic pavilion design and locations  
o New playground equipment design with shade structures 
o New bandshell design and location  
o Gaga ball court design and location  
o Upgraded skate park design  
o New parking facilities design  
o Connection of the park across Ninth and Tenth Streets  
o Landscape planting and irrigation design  
o Lighting improvement plan design throughout the park 
o Incorporate Existing Drainage into the Park Layout 

 
• Consultant shall prepare Contract Bid Documents in a single bid package consisting of 

detailed design plans and specifications.  The plans shall include (at a minimum):  
o General plans 
o Grading plans 
o Drainage & Storm Drain Plans 
o Erosion control plans  
o Demolition plans  
o Architectural Plans 
o Landscape planting and irrigation plans  
o Mechanical plans  
o Structural plans  
o Lighting and Electrical plans 

 
• The consultant shall prepare complete specifications, including General Provisions 

(provided by the City), Special Conditions, Supplemental Special Conditions, Technical 
Specifications, and detailed Bidding Sheets including estimated costs.   

 
• Contract Documents, including detailed design plans and specifications, shall be prepared 

in accordance with the City of Beaumont Standards, Riverside County Transportation 
Department (RCTD) Road Improvement Standards & Specification, Riverside County Flood 
Control Standards, and the Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction, current 
edition. 

 
• Plans shall be prepared consistent with NAD83 and NAVD88 survey standards.   

 
• Specifications shall include a detailed anticipated sequence of work.  Sequence of work 

shall include sequencing for all demolitions and abandonments of City facilities.  Sequence 
of work shall include all construction phasing requirements as necessary for the proper 
construction of all proposed park facilities.  
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• Coordinate with all local utilities and agencies including SCE, Beaumont Cherry Valley 

Water District, Riverside County Flood Control, gas, telephone, cable TV, etc. for utility 
locations.  All existing and proposed utilities shall be identified on the plans.  Locate, 
identify and show City facilities and appurtenances on the drawings, including storm 
drains, sewer lines, force mains, vaults, manholes, and other appurtenances.  Final 
contract documents shall include a final electrical utility plan of service approved for 
construction.  

 
• Provide all final detailed design calculations including hydrology calculations, structural 

calculations, calculations for equipment sizing and selection, etc. 
 
• Prepare a detailed and itemized opinion of probable construction cost.  Each design level 

submittal shall include an appropriate engineer’s cost estimate. 
 
• Prior the 60% design submittal, the project team shall conduct a field review with plans 

in hand to review the proposed site improvements to determine the conditions of the 
surrounding environment, discuss pertinent project information, and develop a final 
opinion of possible impacts, mitigation measures, and alternatives. The Consultant’s 
Project Manager and other appropriate members of the project team, accompanied by 
City Staff shall participate in this effort.  This field walk/review shall be repeated again 
prior to the 90% design submittal to confirm if any changes occurred during the design 
process and to ensure any changes are reflected on the final drawings. 

 
• Conduct a focus meeting with City staff at the 60% design level to review all architectural 

design details.  The consultant should anticipate a minimum of eight to ten detailed 
renderings (photorealistic quality) to be provided to supplement the 60% architectural 
design review. The renderings will consist of bird’s eye views and street views of the park 
and the various proposed facilities, including representative landscaping.  Comments 
from the 60% architectural design review will be incorporated into the final design. 

 
• Deliverables – Plans, Specifications, and engineer’s estimates shall be submitted for City 

review at the 60%, 90% and 100% progress levels.  At each design level the consultant 
shall submit three (3) hard copy sets of drawings (two half size on 11 x 17 and one full size 
on 24 x 36), specifications, and construction cost estimates; and one (1) electronic copy 
of all documents (searchable pdf files).  All hard copy sets shall be wet signed and stamped 
by a licensed engineer in the State of California.  The final bid document submittal shall 
include one (1) full size set of Mylars, two (2) hard copies of the final bid specifications, 
and electronic (PDF) copies of the final drawings and specifications for bidding.        
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EXHIBIT B 
Professional Services Agreement 
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TO:  City Council 

FROM: Todd Parton, City Manager 

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  Rangel Park Update 
  

Background and Analysis:  

At its meeting of January 4, 2022, City Council directed City staff to provide a project 

status report on the Rangel Park improvement project at this scheduled meeting 

(January 18, 2022). City staff immediately began preparing a detailed comprehensive 

report as directed. Work on this report was still underway as of the date of this 

memorandum and City staff will present a detailed report at this meeting. Included in the 

report will be a project history, project status, and review of outstanding issues for 

discussion and direction.  

Fiscal Impact: 

City staff estimates the cost to prepare this report to be $1,755.  

 

Recommended Action: 

Receive and provide direction to City staff. 
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Rangel Park
Project Overview

January  18 ,  2022
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RANGEL PARK
 Park Concept Plan 

commissioned 2018

 Approved March 

2019

 New restroom 

/concession facility

 Electrical evaluation 

complete

WHAT WE HAVE 
ACCOMPLISHED:
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Rangel Park Today
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Today I want to highlight the following topics:FinancesCapital ProjectsPublic SafetyDevelopmentAnd of course the topic we cannot ignore…COVID-19



Concept Plan 03-2019

Budget Funding

$500K – DIF

$500K – CFD

$367K - CDBG
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FISCAL SUSTAINABILITY MODEL – WAITING ON TODDUnqualified? There are four types of audit opinions:



Original Project Estimate
2018:

Playground Structure
Safety Surfacing $  100,000

Restrooms $  150,000

Covered Picnic/Pavilion/
Basketball/BBQ Area $  100,000

New Fencing/Landscaping/
Lighting $    50,000

Splash Park $  150,000

Ballfield Improvements $  150,000
Total Park Improvements $  700,000
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Original Project Estimate (Rev).
2020:

Playground Structure
Safety Surfacing $  100,000

Covered Picnic/Pavilion/
Basketball/BBQ Area $  317,213

New Fencing/Landscaping/
Lighting $    50,000

Splash Park $  500,000

Ballfield Improvements $  400,000
Total Park Improvements $1,367,213
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Proposed Concept Plan

Potrero Interchange
Phase 1
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Presentation Notes
In 2019, work was completed on phase one of the Potrero Interchange. This $24 million endeavor was a public/private partnership to improve safety conditions on State Route 60 and provide an acceleration and deceleration lane for westbound commuters at Western Knolls Ave. The interchange now connects portions of the City that were separated by the 60 freeway. The design for Phase II is currently 95% complete. The City is actively seeking funding to complete the ramp portion of the project.



Probable Construction Cost
As of November 2021:

Demolition $  337,950

Field Improvements $  716,132

Play Area / Plaza Improvements $1,720,625

Electrical Upgrades SEC $  300,000

Musco Field Lighting $  500,000
Total Park Improvements $3,574,707
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Questions and Direction
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Lloyd White, Mayor 

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  Discussion and Direction to City Staff Regarding Updates to the City 

of Beaumont Development Impact Fee (DIF) Program 
  

Background and Analysis:  

In late 2017 the Beaumont City Council adopted an updated development impact fee 

(DIF) program. The impact fees imposed prior to 2017 had been based on nexus 

studies that were extremely dated, resulting in significant increases to some of the fees. 

An important part of the discussion in 2017 was that the DIFs needed to keep pace with 

inflationary trends and that the entire program needed to be evaluated periodically to 

ensure that they were consistent with the City’s evolving needs and costs. 

 

Beaumont’s DIFs have been adjusted annually based on prior year inflation as specified 

in the adopting ordinances. This ensures that the dollar value of each fee stays current. 

In some instances, fees have been increased while in other instances fees have been 

decreased, based upon the applicable consumer price index. 

 

Since the current DIF program is entering its fifth year, the City Council needs to 

consider conducting new nexus studies and adopting a revised DIF program pursuant to 

those studies. In considering these new nexus studies, the City Council should consider 

the types of capital improvements and services that it would like analyzed. 

 

One major area of concern throughout the community is the existing level of traffic and 

the need for the City to initiate proactive measures to mitigate traffic impacts borne by 

new development. Future traffic impacts will result directly from the types and intensities 

of the development that actually occurs, and it will be important for the new/updated 

nexus studies to consider current trends, market conditions, and City plans/policies. 
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Beaumont is expected to see continued growth in its single-family and retail sectors. 

However, the City should also expect to see continued interest in certain industrial 

sectors, primarily in the logistics and distribution center industries. 

 

By their very nature, logistics and distribution centers rely on surface transportation and 

may have unique impacts on local and state roadway systems. This was demonstrated 

via a Logistics Center Mitigation Fee Nexus Study prepared by the Riverside County 

Transportation Commission (RCTC) in 2019. This study was prepared as a result of the 

litigation initiated by Riverside County pertaining to the World Logistics Center (WLC) 

development in the City of Moreno Valley. A copy of this nexus study is included as 

Attachment A to this memorandum. 

 

It is important to note that pursuant to the WLC settlement agreement, approval of at 

least 75% of the cities within a supervisory district would have to have occurred in order 

for a regional fee of $0.50/square foot to be implemented. Riverside County could have 

adopted this fee unilaterally. Neither approvals happened and the fee was never 

adopted.  

 

There are other economic trends and issues that should be considered as well. For 

example, Beaumont is also evolving as more of a regional center for retail, commercial, 

and parks/recreation services due directly to growth within the neighboring cities. This 

results in a greater consumption of existing infrastructure capacities as well as 

assumptions for their upgrade and expansion. 

 

Fiscal Impact: 
 

City staff estimates it cost approximately $1,316 to prepare this report. 

 

Recommended Action: 

Direct City staff to begin preparing requests for proposals (RFPs) for the impact 

fee nexus studies; 

Direct City staff to include updates to the DIF nexus studies and the DIF program 

in the FY2022-2023 budget; and 

Add an item on the next City Council agenda to discuss updates to the City’s DIF 

program. 

Attachments: 
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A. Logistics Center Mitigation Fee Nexus Study – Riverside County Transportation 

Commission, May 8, 2019 
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
DATE: May 8, 2019 
TO: Riverside County Transportation Commission  

FROM: Lorelle Moe-Luna, Multimodal Services Director 
John Standiford, Deputy Executive Director 

THROUGH: Anne Mayer, Executive Director 
SUBJECT: Approval of the Logistics Mitigation Fee Nexus Study  

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
 
This item is for the Commission to approve the Logistics Mitigation Fee Nexus Study.  

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
 
Purpose of the Study  
 
In 2015, the Commission and the County of Riverside (County) filed a lawsuit against the city of 
Moreno Valley and Highland Fairview, the developer of the World Logistics Center (WLC) project.  
The lawsuit challenged the environmental impact report to ensure adequate mitigation to 
impacts created by the WLC project.  The WLC is proposed to be located in the eastern portion 
of the city, southerly of State Route 60, between Redlands Boulevard and Gilman Springs Road 
as shown in Figure 1 below.  The project would encompass over 2,610 acres with 40 million 
square feet for a large-scale logistics operation and is estimated to attract over 14,000 truck trips 
and 68,721 trips daily.    
 
In July 2016, a settlement agreement was reached between the Commission, the County, the city 
of Moreno Valley, and Highland Fairview.  A key provision of the settlement required that the 
four parties each contribute $250,000, for a total of $1 million, for the Commission to conduct a 
regional transportation study to evaluate a logistics-related regional fee, including the fee 
structure and implementing mechanism.   
 
A result of the study could be a new fee program that would, for example, set a fee on new 
distribution center warehouses, based on facility size, to help pay for highway improvements.  
This fee would differ from existing Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fee (TUMF) Programs in 
that it would only focus on highway projects, as compared to the regional TUMF Programs, which 
collect funds for regional arterials and local streets.   

Per the settlement agreement, if the County or at least 75 percent of the Commission’s member 
cities adopt a regional warehouse fee within two years after a final court judgment is issued, 
Highland Fairview will pay 65 cents per square foot for each operating warehouse within the 
WLC.  If no regional fee is adopted, the fee would be 50 cents per square foot.  Proceeds would 
be used for projects identified as part of the regional truck study.  
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The purpose of this item and staff’s recommendation is to approve the study.  Implementing a 
fee program would require additional action by the Commission and local jurisdictions.   
 

Figure 1:  Location of Project 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

               

 
Summary of Completed Tasks 
 
At its January 2017 meeting, the Commission approved the award for a regional truck study and 
development and implementation of a regional logistics mitigation fee to WSP USA, formerly 
Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.  The study was kicked off in spring 2017 and a study advisory team was 
created to review and discuss the data and deliverables provided by the consultant team.  The 
study advisory team consisted of staff representatives from the Commission, County, city of 
Moreno Valley, Highland Fairview, Western Riverside Council of Governments (WRCOG), 
Coachella Valley Association of Governments, Caltrans, South Coast Air Quality Management 
District (SCAQMD), Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), and NAIOP 
Commercial Real Estate Development Association.  
 
 
 
 

Source: City of Moreno Valley 

212
516

Item 19.



Agenda Item 12 

Existing and Future Conditions Analysis and Funding and Cost Analysis 

At its June 2018 Commission meeting, staff and the project consultant provided an update on the 
study.  At that time, the Existing and Future Conditions Analysis and Funding and Cost Analysis 
were completed and concluded the following: 

• Existing and future warehousing related land use inventory was needed to forecast trips
for each type of warehousing activity (i.e. high-cube such as fulfillment centers/parcel
hubs, industrial parks, etc);

• Sufficient data sources are available to justify the completion of a Nexus Study;
• The SCAG 2016 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and its forecasted modeling was found

to be the most comprehensive data source to evaluate existing and future conditions;
• Other datasets such as SCAQMD’s Warehouse Study and ITE’s Trip Generation Model

were evaluated but had limitations such as lack of forecasting data and concentrations on
certain warehousing activities such as high-cube;

• Diagnostic tests using Caltrans’ truck count data were conducted to check that the SCAG
model provided reasonable forecasts and were found to be pretty accurate;

• Origin-destination patterns were also collected using cellphone GPS data to analyze
patterns within the County and between other regions;

• Origin-destination data reveals that about half of the heavy-duty truck trips in Riverside
County either begin or end in the County, about two-thirds of the medium heavy-duty
truck trips begin or end in the County, and highways in the County have the largest share
of truck traffic for both heavy-duty and medium-duty trips in the SCAG region;

• The SCAG 2016 RTP model was used to determine traffic flows in the AM and PM peak
hours, which is critical to identifying the attributable deficiencies by logistic activities;

• Logistics warehousing is estimated to grow in Riverside County by about 37.3 million
square feet by 2040; and

• Future deficiencies in the highway network caused by logistics growth were identified in
western county (see Figure 2).

Figure 2 identifies deficiencies based on new warehousing development as forecasted in the 2016 
SCAG RTP.   
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Figure 2:  Identified Deficiencies Based on New Warehousing Development 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cost Estimation Methodology 
 
Proposed projects to mitigate the logistics growth could range from the addition of an auxiliary 
lane at on-and-off ramps, or, the widening of a mainline.  Conceptual costs were developed based 
on the quantification of construction elements in conceptual designed using Google imaging 
data.  Existing capacity deficiencies, pass-through trips in Riverside County, and infrastructure 
improvements that are already planned or have been completed (i.e. SR-91 Capital Improvement 
Program or French Valley Parkway Projects) were excluded from the calculation of the potential 
fee.   
 
Total cost of infrastructure improvements is estimated at $383.3 million (Table 1), of which the 
attributable share to logistics growth is about $47.8 million, or 12 percent (Table 2). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source:  2040 forecast from 2016 SCAG RTP 

SR-60 
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Table 1:  Total Conceptual Cost Estimate 
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Table 2:  Total Logistics Cost Share 
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A potential fee could be up to $1.28 per square foot (SF) of gross floor area based on the 
projected growth of about 37.3 million square feet of new warehousing anticipated by 2040 per 
the 2016 SCAG RTP. 
 
Nexus Study 
 
The California Mitigation Fee Act requires that an impact fee program fulfill the following: 
 
 Establish a rational nexus/reasonable relationship between the infrastructure need and 

development impact 
 Fees must be roughly proportional with the impacts of development and the cost of the 

infrastructure; and 
 A development does not have to exclusively benefit from the infrastructure but can 

substantially benefit from the overall improvement in regional mobility. 
 
The Nexus Study fulfills these requirements and builds upon the data compiled from the Existing 
and Future Conditions Analysis and Cost Analysis to establish the relationship between growth 
related to logistics facilities and truck traffic and the improvements needed to mitigate such 
growth.  The study process includes the confirmation of expected growth in population and 
employment in the region, and specifically growth in warehousing and logistics uses in the 
county, applies the regional travel demand model to generate traffic data outputs to identify 
future capacity deficiencies in the highway network (Table 1 above), and then determines the 
proportion of those deficiencies that are attributable to new warehousing and logistics related 
development (Table 2 above).  The resultant information is then cross-referenced with project 
cost information to determine the overall cost of mitigating logistics impacts as the basis for 
estimating a fee.  That cost is then divided by the anticipated rate of growth in new warehousing 
and logistics developments in Riverside County to determine the fair share fee amount, as shown 
in Table 3 below. 
 

Table 3:  Potential Logistics Impact Fee 
   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Logistics and Warehouse Impact Fee for Riverside County 

Logistics Cost Share of Freeway Mitigation $47,841,000 

Growth in Warehouse Gross Floor Area  
in Square Feet 37,332,179 

Fee per Square Foot of Gross Floor Area up to $1.28 
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Public Outreach 
 
In addition to working with the study advisory team, staff also provided updates on the study to 
the Commission’s Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), comprised of Public Works Directors and 
City Engineers, and other regional bodies such as the WRCOG City Managers TAC and, the SCAG 
Transportation Committee.   

 
Stakeholder workshops were held on September 28, 2018 and December 7, 2018, to target public 
and private stakeholders, such as local and regional agencies and the development community.  
The workshops were advertised via the website, social media, the study advisory team, and 
partnering-agency distribution lists.  In addition, a webpage for the study, located at 
www.rctc.org/feestudy was also made accessible for stakeholders to submit comments and 
review study materials.  There was a total of about 42 attendees at both workshops.  The majority 
of the comments and questions received were general in nature regarding who the fee would 
apply to and what types of projects the fee revenues would be allocated towards.  Some 
comments were more technical regarding the methodology and calculation of the fee and were 
addressed with specific parties during study advisory meetings.   
 
Potential Locational Effects of a Logistics Fee 
 
The study also analyzed the potential locational impacts a logistics mitigation fee might have on 
economic development in the county.  Research indicates that a logistics mitigation fee would 
likely have limited impacts on demand for warehouse development in Riverside County.  For 
example, it is estimated that total development costs in Western Riverside County is about 
$121.10 per square feet for industrial buildings and a proposed logistics fee of up to $1.28 would 
increase the total by about 1 percent.  In comparison, the total development costs in Los Angeles 
County is about 55 percent higher than the Inland Empire.  Additionally, impact fees are generally 
higher in San Bernardino County compared to Riverside County, although fees vary widely.  A 
potential logistics fee of $1.28/SF in Riverside County would make the average for Western 
Riverside County about $0.50 higher than the San Bernardino County average as shown in Figure 
2 below.   
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Figure 2:  Current Average Development Impact Fee Costs Per Square Foot  
and Proportions in Inland Empire Jurisdictions 

 

       
 
 
Next Steps 
 
Staff is recommending the Commission approve the Logistics Mitigation Fee Nexus Study.  The 
approval of the Nexus Study does not constitute the pursuit of a fee program, but rather fulfills 
the Commission’s obligation to complete the analysis per the settlement agreement.  Should the 
Commission decide to pursue a fee program, staff would return at a later time for the approval 
of an implementation plan including a proposal on the establishment of a fee administrator.  The 
Commission’s current governing authority does not allow for fees to be collected directly by the 
Commission; therefore, should a program be implemented the Commission would either have to 
create a Joint Powers Authority or another regional governing body would have to be responsible 
for administering the fee program.  If implemented, the formal adoption and public hearing 
process for the Nexus Study and fee program would take place. 
 
Fiscal Impact 
 
There is no financial impact for this item. 
 
Attachments: 
1) Nexus Study, April 2019 
2) Existing and Future Conditions, October 2017 
3) Supplemental:  Existing and Future Conditions, March 2018 
4) Funding and Cost Analysis, June 2018 
5) Potential Locational Effects of a Riverside County Logistics Mitigation Fee, April 2019 

Source:  WRCOG, Updated Analysis of Development Impact Fees in Western Riverside County, 2019 
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1. INTRODUCTION, BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE 
Despite the recent slow-down in the rate of development in the region due to the lasting 
effects of the economic recession, Western Riverside County remains one of the fastest 
growing regions in the country.  The proximity to Los Angeles, Orange County and San Diego, 
the availability of comparatively affordable land, and the generally high quality of life in area 
communities each contribute to making Riverside County an attractive place to live and work.  
However, the continuing rapid rate of growth in the region exceeds the capacity of existing 
financial resources to meet demand for transportation infrastructure.  Traditional 
transportation funding sources, Measure A and the respective Transportation Uniform 
Mitigation Fee (TUMF) programs, as well motor fuel tax revenues generated by the recent 
enactment of Senate Bill 1 (SB1), substantially contribute to building and maintaining 
transportation infrastructure, although these funding sources are considered insufficient to 
address all the area’s transportation funding needs into the future.  This is particularly the 
case for the freeway system in Western Riverside County where existing needs, anticipated 
future growth and the fluctuating increase in land and material costs exceed the capability of 
current local, state and federal programs to meet future funding needs. 
 
The projected growth in Western Riverside County can be expected to significantly increase 
congestion and degrade mobility if substantial additional investments are not made in the 
transportation infrastructure.  This challenge is especially critical for the freeway system 
which provides the foundation for the area’s transportation system and is recognized as an 
essential element for sustaining the regional economy.  Further increases in congestion and 
degradation in mobility on the freeway system will have a considerable impact on the 
economy and overall quality of life in Western Riverside County.   
 
The impact of trucks and other traffic associated with warehousing and logistics uses has 
increasingly emerged as an issue of concern in Riverside County as more of these 
developments are located within the county.  The issue of adequate mitigation of the impacts 
of these uses on regional freeways recently culminated with a multi-party lawsuit involving 
mitigation of the Highland Fairview development in Moreno Valley.  As part of a settlement 
agreement between the respective parties to the lawsuit, it was agreed that the Riverside 
County Transportation Commission (RCTC) would undertake a regional truck study to verify 
the cumulative level of impact of warehousing and logistics uses on the freeway system in 
Riverside County as the basis for establishing a regional logistics mitigation fee.  This Nexus 
Study represents a critical milestone in the RCTC Truck Study and Development and 
Implementation of Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee work effort.   
 
The RCTC Truck Study and Development and Implementation of Regional Logistics Mitigation 
Fee is intended to verify the anticipated rate of growth in warehousing and logistics-related 
development in Riverside County, and to quantify the associated level of traffic impacts on the 
Riverside County highway system because of the expected growth in warehousing and logistics 
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activities.  In quantifying impacts, the study is also intended to determine the amount that 
each new warehousing or logistics development should pay in lieu of completing actual 
freeway improvements to mitigate the cumulative regional traffic impacts specifically 
associated with truck trips generated by new warehousing and logistics developments.  The 
findings of this study are intended to provide the framework for implementing a program to 
collect impact fees that will contribute to mitigating the truck traffic impacts associated with 
new warehousing and logistics developments in Riverside County.  Such a program can help to 
ensure that all new logistics-related development approved in Riverside County will bear a 
proportional fair share of the cost of building transportation infrastructure to address future 
transportation needs.   

This technical memorandum represents the third in a series of documents that will verify the 
rate of new warehousing and logistics related developments in Riverside County, the 
associated truck trip generation rates and cumulative regional traffic impacts, the cost to 
mitigate these impacts, and the fair share basis for collecting a potential fee.  This document 
summarizes the technical evaluation efforts and presents the analysis findings developed as 
part of the prior study tasks to calculate a fair share fee amount and document the rational 
nexus for a regional logistics mitigation fee.         
 

1.1. NEXUS STUDY PROCESS 
The various steps of the fee calculation process that contribute to accomplishing this task are 
summarized in the following sections of this document.  The study process starts by 
confirming the expected growth in population and employment in the region, and specifically 
growth in warehousing and logistics uses in Riverside County, applies the regional travel 
demand model to generate traffic data outputs to identify future capacity deficiencies in the 
highway network, and then determines the proportion of those deficiencies that are 
attributable to new warehousing and logistics related development.  The resultant information 
is then cross-referenced with project cost information to determine the overall cost of 
mitigating logistics impacts as the basis for estimating a fee.  This cost is then divided by the 
anticipated rate of growth in new warehousing and logistics developments in Riverside County 
to determine the fair share fee amount.   

The subsequent chapters of this Nexus Study document describe the various assumptions, data 
inputs and analysis leading to the determination of a fee that represents the maximum “fair 
share” amount that can be charged to new warehouse and logistics uses to mitigate the 
indirect cumulative regional impacts of the development on the freeway network.  The overall 
process for establishing the fee nexus is illustrated in the flow chart in Figure 1.1 outlining the 
various technical steps in this fee calculation process.  Each technical step that was followed to 
determine the fee and establish the program nexus is described in the subsequent sections, 
with reference to the numbers denoted on the flow chart correlating to the various steps.  The 
flow chart also incorporates color coding of the steps to indicate those steps that involved the 
application of the SCAG regional travel demand model, steps that utilized other input data, 
steps that are computations of various inputs, and key outputs.   
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Figure 1-1: Flowchart of Key Steps in the Nexus Study Process   
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2. FORECASTING LOGISTICS GROWTH AND TRAFFIC IMPACTS 
This initial phase of the study process is to inventory existing logistics facilities in Riverside 
County, confirm the forecast growth in logistics facilities through 2040, and determine the 
magnitude and location of logistics related truck traffic impacts.  This effort encompasses the 
first nine steps illustrated in the study process flow chart. 

2.1. FORECASTING LOGISTICS GROWTH 
The settlement agreement that prompted the study effort specifically cites warehouse and 
logistics uses as the subject of the analysis and potential fee.  As a precursor to inventorying 
and forecasting logistics facilities and their impacts, specific types of logistics facilities were 
defined to be the subject of the analysis and resultant fee based on the functions they serve, 
the types of businesses that utilize them, and their design and trip generation characteristics. 
A range of data sources were reviewed including the South Coast Air Quality Management 
District (SCAQMD) High-Cube Warehouse Vehicle Trip Generation Analysis, the SCAG Industrial 
Warehousing Study, the Institute of Traffic Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual, and the 
recently-released SCAQMD/NAIOP/ITE study of vehicle trip generation for high-cube 
warehouses, as well as available industry databases to identify an appropriate definition of the 
subject uses.  The various datasets use different systems to classify industries; the North 
American Industry Classification System (NAICS) and the Standard Industrial Classification 
(SIC).  The U.S. Census Bureau uses the NAICS structure.  Similarly, SCAG uses the NAICS 
structure as the basis for developing regional employment forecasts as part of its long-range 
planning responsibilities. 

The NAICS applies a 6-digit hierarchical coding system to classify all economic activity into 20 
industry sectors. Five sectors are mainly goods-producing sectors and 15 are entirely services-
producing sectors. Transportation and Warehousing (Industry Code 48 & 49) is defined in 
NAICS as “Industries providing transportation of passengers and cargo, warehousing and 
storage for goods, scenic and sightseeing transportation, and support activities related to 
modes of transportation. Establishments in these industries use transportation equipment or 
transportation related facilities as a productive asset. Modes of transportation include air, rail, 
water, road, and pipeline. (Example: Freight Trucking Companies, Warehousing and Storage, 
Couriers and Delivery Services.)”1.  The Warehousing subcategory (NAICS subcategory code 
493) is included within this category and was determined to be the most applicable 
subcategory for the purposes of this study. 

The current SCAG Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS) was adopted on April 7, 2016 and 
constitutes the officially-adopted land use forecast for the region. The horizon year for the SCS 
is 2040. The primary SCS forecast for non-residential development incorporates units of jobs 
(as opposed to acres, square feet, etc.) for a full range of land uses, including Warehousing 
employment.   As the adopted growth forecast for the SCAG region, the SCAG SCS provides the 
starting point for forecasting logistics growth in Riverside County. 

The SCAG SCS base year (2012) jobs in the Warehousing subcategory was compared to other 
sources as a reasonableness check. The California Employment Development Department 

                                                 
1 North American Industry Classification System United States, Executive Office of the President Office of 
Management and Budget, 2017 
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(EDD) Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) employment data by detailed NAICS industries code 
were utilized for this purpose.  The SCAG SCS base year (2012) employment in Warehousing in 
Riverside and San Bernardino Counties is 15,821 jobs, which is less than two-thirds of the 
24,900 Warehousing jobs indicated for the same period in the EDD employment data for the 
Riverside-San Bernardino-Ontario MSA.  For this reason, the SCAG SCS data were adjusted to 
support the travel demand forecasting completed as part of this study.   

EDD collects data on employment by detailed NAICS industries, but only at the MSA geographic 
level. Moreover, EDD does not include long-term forecasts, only past observed data. Therefore, 
the EDD historical data for the Riverside-San Bernardino-Ontario MSA had to be extrapolated 
into the future and disaggregated by county.  The adjustments were accomplished by first 
observing the historical trend for Warehousing jobs in the Riverside-San Bernardino-Ontario 
MSA and extrapolating for the years 2016 to 2040.  As illustrated in Figure 2-1, 2003 marks a 
notable inflection point where the rate of growth in warehousing increases relative to the 
growth of transportation/warehousing employment overall. Therefore, the post-2003 trend 
was used to extrapolate from 2016 to 2040 for both for the Warehousing sub-category and the 
rest of Transportation sub-categories as the basis for adjusting the employment data in the 
model.   

Figure 2-1: EDD Warehouse and Other Transportation Employment Extrapolated Trends (Riverside-
San Bernardino-Ontario MSA) 

 

 
 

Caltrans’ Transportation Economics Branch provides annual county-level projections of 
employment by 2-digit NAICS industry categories through 2050.  A comparison of the Caltrans 
data for Riverside and San Bernardino Counties combined reveals the total jobs for 
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Transportation and Warehousing correlates very closely with the EDD historical trend 
extrapolation described previously, as illustrated in Figure 2-2.  Considering the close 
correlation of totals between datasets, the proportion of total jobs in Transportation and 
Warehousing in Riverside County compared to San Bernardino County based on the Caltrans 
dataset was used to disaggregate the EDD extrapolated Warehouse jobs by MSA into county 
subtotals. 

   

Figure 2-2: Transportation Employment - Caltrans Transportation Economics Branch Forecast vs. 
Extrapolated EDD Trend (Riverside-San Bernardino-Ontario MSA) 

 
 

The preceding steps produced a control total for the growth in warehouse jobs in Riverside 
County accomplishing Step 1 in the study process as illustrated in Figure 1-1.  However, 
accomplishing this first step provided no indication about where in the county these jobs 
would be located. Locational data is needed so that the anticipated growth in warehouse and 
logistics development will be properly represented in the travel demand forecast in terms of 
where resultant traffic impacts will affect the freeway system.  The best available data for 
distributing warehousing growth across Riverside County can be derived from the SCAG 
Industrial Warehousing Study, some products of which are available for Heavy Duty Truck 
modeling purposes. For the purposes of the Industrial Warehousing Study, SCAG developed 
forecasts of the rate of warehouse growth in terms of the gross floor area of buildings as well 
as jobs.  Table 2-1 summarizes the forecasts developed as part of the SCAG study effort and 
incorporated into the SCAG Heavy Duty Truck Model that supported the 2016 RTP/SCS.      
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Table 2-1: Warehouse Trends in Riverside County, 2012-2040 
 

Year 
High Cube Warehousing Low Cube Warehousing 

Warehouse Area (square feet) Employment Warehouse Area (square feet) Employment 

2012* 41,281,541 1,793 8,833,418 1,804 

2016 48,837,363 2,810 14,472,627 2,533 

2020 56,393,177 3,819 20,111,826 3,256 

2030 64,664,947 6,120 26,810,782 5,070 

2040 69,410,192 7,427 31,231,977 6,185 

* The area shown in 2012 includes total available floor space. The area shown in 2016 and years after includes planned occupied floor space. 
Source: SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS Heavy Duty Truck Model   

Although the SCAG warehouse employment forecast appeared to be low when compared to 
other data sources, as described previously, the warehouse area forecast appears to be more 
consistent with the amount of existing and planned warehouse development in Riverside 
County.  Furthermore, as a check of the reasonableness of the EDD extrapolation of Warehouse 
sector employment in Riverside County, the jobs were multiplied by the square foot per 
employee ratio for warehousing uses as published by the National Association for Industrial 
and Office Parks (NAIOP) Logistics Trends and Specific Industries that Will Drive Warehouse and 
Distribution Growth and Demand for Space in March 2010.  As indicated in Table 2-2, when the 
extrapolated EDD warehouse employment trend forecast is multiplied by the 2,241 square feet 
per employee ratio cited by NAIOP, the resultant interpolated growth in warehouse building 
area is similar, although slightly lower, than the rate forecast by SCAG in the Industrial 
Warehousing Study and utilized in the Heavy Duty Truck Model. For this reason, the rate of 
growth in the gross floor area of warehouses in Riverside County was accepted by the Study 
Review Team as the basis for calculating the fee accomplishing Step 4 in the study process, as 
illustrated in Figure 1-1.  This finding also affirmed using the data to guide the disaggregation 
of EDD extrapolated warehouse jobs in Riverside County for travel demand modeling purposes.    
 

Table 2-2: Warehouse Growth in Riverside County, 2016-2040 

 

  
Growth (2016 to 2040) 

Employees Square Feet of Gross Floor Area 

SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS Forecast 8,269 37,332,179 

Extrapolated EDD Forecast* 14,582 32,678,262 
* Forecast based on EDD extrapolated employment trend and 2,241 square feet per employee ratio from NAIOP Logistics 
Trends and Specific Industries that Will Drive Warehouse and Distribution Growth and Demand for Space, March 2010 
Source: SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS Forecast & Heavy Duty Truck Model; EDD 
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Table 2-3 arrays the forecast growth in the gross floor area of warehousing in Riverside 
County based on the SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS forecast presented in the Industrial Warehouse Study 
and utilized in the Heavy Duty Truck Model.  The extrapolated growth in warehouse jobs in 
Riverside County was multiplied by the percentage of warehouse job growth for each Traffic 
Analysis Zone (TAZ) as derived from the SCAG Heavy Duty Truck Model to produce the 
adjusted forecast of the growth in warehouse employment by TAZ to support the travel 
demand forecasting conducted as part of this study, accomplishing Step 3 in the study process, 
as illustrated in Figure 1-1.     

 
Table 2-3: Warehouse Growth by TAZs in Riverside County  
(in thousand square feet gross floor area and percentage) 

 

TAZ_ 
ID 

High-cube 
2016 

Low-cube 
2016 

High-cube 
2040 

Low-cube 
2040 

Total Change 
2016-2040 

Percent 
change  

2016 - 2040 

Percent of 
total growth 
countywide 

43344 5,417 2,323 20,136 8,628 21,024 271.63% 56.31% 

43336 641 1,497 3,198 7,461 8,521 398.55% 22.82% 

43338 101 231 355 822 845 254.52% 2.26% 

43148 4,437 410 4,437 1,029 619 12.77% 1.66% 

43571 - - 594 - 594 0.00% 1.59% 

43130 2,050 465 2,050 988 522 20.80% 1.40% 

43364 - 182 331 293 442 242.86% 1.18% 

43573 - - 421 - 421 0.00% 1.13% 

43302 655 - 1,072 - 417 63.66% 1.12% 

43305 302 - 604 - 302 100.00% 0.81% 

43264 - - 300 - 300 0.00% 0.80% 

43187 - 119 - 340 221 185.71% 0.59% 

43575 156 37 311 75 193 100.00% 0.52% 

43260 2,031 820 2,031 1,002 180 6.38% 0.48% 

43452 172 - 343 - 172 99.42% 0.46% 

43345 - - - 163 163 0.00% 0.44% 

43448 - 60 - 209 150 248.33% 0.40% 

43286 - - - 149 149 0.00% 0.40% 

43332 101 44 202 88 145 100.00% 0.39% 

43249 3,197 1,716 3,197 1,860 144 2.93% 0.39% 

43395 131 - 262 - 131 100.00% 0.35% 

43415 2,992 244 2,992 369 124 3.86% 0.33% 

43134 474 454 474 574 120 12.93% 0.32% 

43454 119 - 237 - 119 99.16% 0.32% 

43168 491 - 491 116 116 23.63% 0.31% 
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43409 - - - 108 108 0.00% 0.29% 

43366 - - - 89 89 0.00% 0.24% 

43236 - 83 - 165 83 98.80% 0.22% 

43399 - 81 - 162 81 100.00% 0.22% 

43265 - - - 80 80 0.00% 0.21% 

43488 - 78 - 155 78 98.72% 0.21% 

43563 308 162 308 232 70 14.89% 0.19% 

43246 328 487 328 547 61 7.36% 0.16% 

43276 - 59 - 117 59 98.31% 0.16% 

43429 - 57 - 115 57 101.75% 0.15% 

43162 - - - 56 56 0.00% 0.15% 

43181 821 61 821 112 51 5.78% 0.14% 

43420 286 48 286 96 48 14.37% 0.13% 

43261 - 120 - 163 43 35.83% 0.12% 

43136 289 193 289 233 40 8.30% 0.11% 

43310 - 40 - 80 40 100.00% 0.11% 

43125 5,048 692 5,048 727 36 0.61% 0.10% 

43474 - 32 - 65 32 103.13% 0.09% 

43397 - 31 - 62 31 100.00% 0.08% 

43188 380 145 380 175 30 5.71% 0.08% 

43214 - 285 - 311 27 9.12% 0.07% 

TOTAL 30,927 11,256 51,498 28,016 37,334 88.50% 100.00% 

Source: SCAG Industrial Warehouse Study/Heavy Duty Truck Model 

 

2.2. FORECASTING TRAFFIC IMPACTS 

A key step in the process of determining the basis for any impact fee program is identifying 
the extent of the impact that will result from new development activity.  For the purposes of 
this study, the SCAG regional travel demand model was the primary tool used for identifying 
existing and future travel demands and capacity deficiencies, and determining attribution of 
deficiencies to new logistics trucking2.  While the SCAG regional model provides the primary 
tool for quantifying the traffic impacts of new warehousing and logistics development, 
additional information regarding the trip generation characteristics of warehousing and 
logistics land uses is used to validate and refine the SCAG model results for the purposes of the 
study evaluation.  The process for quantifying the trips associated with new logistics centers is 
summarized in the following section. 

 

 

                                                 
2  The following model analysis was performed by WSP based upon modeling information originally developed by 

the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). SCAG is not responsible for how the model is 
applied or for any changes to the model scripts, model parameters, or model input data. The resulting modeling 
data does not necessarily reflect the official views or policies of SCAG. SCAG shall not be held responsible for the 
modeling results and the content of the documentation. 
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2.2.1. SCAG Model Adjustment and Re-Validation 
The California Transportation Commission (CTC) 2010 California Regional Transportation Plan 
Guidelines states the following about adjusting and re-validating a regional travel model prior 
to using it for sub-regional studies: 

“Agencies that use MPO models for purposes other than regional planning 
should ensure that the model provides the appropriate scale and sensitivity 
for applications at a sub‐regional level such as corridor, sub‐area, or local 
planning studies. Below the regional level, model refinements are likely 
necessary to ensure the model meets the validation targets established in 
these guidelines and is appropriately sensitive to smaller scale changes 
associated with sub‐regional studies.” 

In accordance with the CTC guidelines and best industry practice, the SCAG model was 
reviewed, adjusted and revalidated to improve the accuracy of the results with respect to 
freeways in Riverside County.  This process involved a series of diagnostic tests being 
performed on the SCAG model to test its validity for use in a freeway impact fee nexus study. 
The tests showed that the model reasonably represented truck traffic on Riverside County 
freeways. For example, Figure 2-3 compares the volume of trucks at various freeway locations 
in the model versus the volumes provided in the Caltrans Performance Measurement System 
(PeMS) data. The results reflect a reasonable correlation between the model and actual values, 
and no systemic tendency towards over- or under-estimating the truck volumes and 
percentage of total traffic. 

 

Figure 2-3: Comparison of Modeled to Actual Daily Truck Volumes on Riverside County Freeways 
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However, the tests also revealed that there was an issue warranting adjustment. Figure 2-4 
shows link flows from a SCAG model run for 2016 compared to PeMS data for the same year. 
This data was evaluated two ways, namely: 

• The shaded areas in Figure 2-3 and Figure 2-4 show the allowable deviation based on 
Caltrans guidelines. The allowable deviation reflects the fact that the actual traffic 
volumes on roads fluctuate from day to day, so the “normal” traffic volume that a 
model should replicate is a range rather than a fixed value. A model is considered 
generally valid if 75% of the points fall within the allowable deviation. In this case 77% 
of the sites are within the allowable range in the AM peak hour and 86% in the PM peak 
hour, so the model passes this test of validity. 

• The second test was to see whether there was a general tendency for the model to over-
estimate or under-estimate total traffic volumes on freeways in Riverside County. 
Figure 2-4 shows that the model did not satisfy this test; consistently over-estimating 
traffic on Riverside County freeways by an average of 26% in the AM peak hour and 20% 
in the PM peak hour.  

 

Figure 2-4: AM and PM Peak Hour Comparison of PEMS Total Traffic Volumes and SCAG Model 
Total Traffic Volumes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The model overestimation was corrected by factoring down model volumes in a post-model 
adjustment3. Only car volumes were factored down, not truck volumes, because truck volumes 
did not show the same trend of overestimation, as illustrated previously in Figure 2-3.  Figure 
2-5 shows the results after applying factors of 0.74 and 0.80 in the AM peak hour and PM peak 

                                                 
3 Additional details regarding the model testing, adjustments and re-validation are presented in Technical 
Memorandum 1: Existing and Future Conditions (WSP, October 2017) and Technical Memorandum: Task 2 – 
Funding and Cost Analysis (WSP, June 2018). 
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hour, respectively. After adjustments, the R-squared4 value increased from 0.11 to 0.79 in the 
AM peak hour and from 0.51 to 0.84 in the PM peak hour, satisfying the recommended 
guidelines for model validity. 

 

Figure 2-5: AM and PM Peak Hour Comparison of PEMS Total Traffic Volumes and SCAG Model 
Adjusted Total Traffic Volumes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.2.2. Forecasting Traffic Volumes and Identifying Traffic Impacts 

The SCAG Model’s 2016 scenario year network was used for all model runs with the 
extrapolated 2016 and 2040 socio-economic forecasts described previously in Section 2.1 
providing the basis for the demand inputs in Riverside County. These model files were from 
the version of the SCAG model used to develop the 2016 RTP/SCS.  The SCAG model outputs 
were factored in accordance with the post-model adjustment described in Section 2.2.1 to 
yield adjusted forecast total traffic volumes on the various freeways in Riverside County for 
analysis years 2016 and 2040.  This process to forecast 2016 and 2040 traffic volumes effectively 
encompasses steps 10, 12 and 14 as illustrated previously in Figure 1-1. 

Based on the post-model adjusted total traffic volumes, the volume to capacity (V/C) ratio was 
computed for each freeway link in Riverside County for the AM and PM peak hours using the 
capacities and passenger car equivalent (PCE) factors5 embedded in the SCAG model (steps 13 
and 15 in Figure 1-1). Per the RCTC Congestion Management Program, the adopted minimum 
Level of Service (LOS) threshold for freeways in Riverside County is LOS “E” meaning that 
freeway facilities with a V/C ratio of 1.0 or higher are considered deficient.  

                                                 

4  R-squared is a measure of how well the forecast accounts for variations in the traffic counts. R-squared values 
can range from 0.00, indicating no relationship between the model values and the counts, to 1.00, indicating 
that the model accounts for all variation in the count data set. 

5  PCE factors are used to account for the difference in size, speed, and maneuverability between different classes 
of vehicles, including the effect of slopes on the operating characteristics of trucks.  
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Figures 2-6 and 2-8 show the existing V/C ratios on Riverside County freeways for the AM 
peak hour and PM peak hour, respectively, with green and yellow indicating acceptable V/C 
ratios (<0.9), orange indicating marginal V/C ratios (0.9 – 1.0) and red indicating deficient V/C 
ratios (>1.0). Under existing conditions, three current deficiencies were identified on the 
freeway network in Riverside County: SR-91 in Corona during the both the AM and PM peak 
hours, I-15 in the Jurupa Valley during the PM peak hour, and I-215 between Riverside and 
Moreno Valley during the PM peak hour. These congested sections may result in queuing in 
upstream sections whose V/C ratios would not in themselves be problematic, but may be 
perceived by drivers as problem sections beyond the actual deficient segment.  

Figures 2-7 and 2-9 show 2040 traffic demand assigned to the existing network6 with no added 
capacity improvements for the AM and PM peak hours, respectively (i.e. a 2040 “No 
Improvement” Scenario). Comparing the existing capacity deficiencies with the future 
deficiencies helps to show where new deficiencies would occur that are entirely attributable to 
new development. Furthermore, comparing the existing and future V/C ratio on the freeway 
segments that are currently deficient shows the proportion of the future deficiency that is 
attributable to new development.  The 2040 No Improvmenet results clearly indicate the 
existing deficiencies worsen and two additional deficiencies in the AM peak hour and five 
additional deficiencies in the PM peak hour would manifest.   

It should be noted that although the following exhibits illustrate the model results for the 
Western Riverside County, modeling and V/C ratios were done for all freeways in Riverside 
County.  However, the results did not indicate any deficient segments of freeway outside of 
Western Riverside County, although some modest deterioration of V/C can be observed along 
I-10 in the Coachella Valley during the 2040 PM peak hour, as illustrated in Figure 2-9.   

It should also be noted that the model results reflect V/C ratio as the basis for identifying 
freeway capacity deficiencies.  Beyond the embedded capacity of each freeway segment in the 
SCAG model network, the analysis did not consider operational deficiencies in the freeway 
network that may contribute to traffic breakdown and congestion (e.g. lane drops, weaving 
and merging areas, horizontal and vertical alignment, and other design characteristics).  These 
types of operational deficiencies can be considered existing design deficiencies and therefore 
usually cannot be attributed to the impacts of future new development, although future new 
development can exacerbate the magnitude of congestion associated with these operational 
deficiencies.  For this reason, V/C is used to identify freeway segments with a capacity 
deficiency that can be attributable to the additional traffic from new development, while also 
factoring the extent that existing traffic demand contribute to the deficiency.  Operational 
deficiencies are considered during the development of concepts to mitigate the capacity 
deficiencies to the extent that addressing the operational deficiencies represents necessary 
improvement elements to accomplish successful mitigation of the capacity deficiency.   

 

                                                 
6   The SCAG existing model network represents the current state of the transportation system in 2016 and does 

not reflect those projects completed since 2016.  In Riverside County, the SR-91 Express Lanes Extension project 
that included various freeway improvements along SR-91 from the Orange County line to I-15 was completed 
after 2016.  Projects completed after 2016 (as well as projects currently under construction) get reconciled 
during subsequent study steps, as described in Chapter 4 of this technical memorandum.   
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Figure 2-6: Existing Deficiencies on Riverside County Freeways during the AM Peak Hour 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2-7: Future Deficiencies on Riverside County Freeways during the AM Peak Hour 
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Figure 2-8: Existing Deficiencies on Riverside County Freeways during the PM Peak Hour 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2-9: Future Deficiencies on Riverside County Freeways during the PM Peak Hour 
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Based on the findings of the V/C analysis, freeway segments identified as being deficient in the 
2040 No Improvement Scenario were tabulated.  These locations represent the freeway 
segments where future traffic demands exceed the existing capacity, and therefore require 
mitigation.  These locations are listed in Table 2-4 and illustrated in Figure 2-10.  Section 3 of 
this report describes the process that was used to determine the share of the deficiency in each 
of these segments that is specifically attributable to the impacts of new warehousing and 
logistics developments occurring in Riverside County. 
   

Table 2.4: Capacity Deficient Segments on Riverside County Freeways (2040 No Improvement) 
 

ID Route  Dir Beginning  End 

1 a,b 

I-15 

NB 

SR-79 S Rancho California Rd 
Rancho California Rd Winchester Rd 

2 Winchester Rd Lane Add south of I-15/I-215 Split 
3 Clinton Keith Rd Baxter Rd 
4 El Cerrito Rd Ontario Ave 
5 Norco Dr/6th St Limonite Ave 

6 a,b 
SB 

Cantu Galeano Ranch Rd Limonite Ave 
Limonite Ave Norco Dr/6th 

7 Cajalco Rd Indian Truck Trail 
8 El Cerrito Rd Cajalco Rd 

9 a,b SR-60 EB 
Rubidoux Blvd Market St 

Market St Main St 

10 a,b 

I-215 
NB 

Box Springs Rd Central Ave/Watkins Dr 
Central Ave/Watkins Martin Luther King 

10c Martin Luther King Blvd SR-91 
11 Center St Off-Ramp Riverside County Line/Iowa 
12 

SB 
Martin Luther King Jr Sycamore Canyon Rd 

13 Van Buren Blvd Case Rd 

14 a,b,c 

SR-91 
EB 

Riverside County Line Green River Rd Off-Ramp 
Green River Rd Off-Ramp SR-71 

SR-71 Serfas Club Dr Off-Ramp 
15 Serfas Club Dr Off-Ramp Grand Blvd Rd Off-Ramp 
16 On-Ramp from SB-I-15 On Ramp from NB- I-15 
17 McKinley St Off Ramp Pierce St 
18 Pierce St Magnolia St 

19 a,b WB 
Serfas Club Dr Off-Ramp Lane Add at SR-71 

Lane Add at SR-71  Riverside County Line 
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Figure 2-10: Capacity Deficient Segments on Riverside County Freeways (2040 No Improvement) 
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2.3. ATTRIBUTING CAPACITY DEFICIENCIES TO NEW LOGISTICS DEVELOPMENT 
In addition to generating the traffic volume forecasts used as the basis to determine V/C and 
identify the capacity deficiencies described previously, the SCAG model runs produce several 
outputs that can be used in the attribution of share to logistics uses.  The following section 
summarizes the process for determining attribution to new logistics development using 
various outputs from the SCAG model runs.      

2.3.1. Percent Attributable to Future Development 
Impact fees must be limited to only account for a new development’s “fair share” of the cost of 
needed improvements to mitigate associated impacts.  In particular, impacts fees cannot be 
assessed to directly cover the cost to mitigate existing deficiencies.  Therefore, the first step in 
attributing impacts is to complete a comparison of existing and future freeway deficiencies to 
determine how much of each future deficiency can be attributed to traffic from future 
development.  

There are three possible situations for each freeway link: 

• Freeway volumes are below the capacity of the freeway, even when the traffic from 
new development is added in. In such cases there is no deficiency. No fee can be 
collected because no improvement is needed.  

• Existing traffic volumes are below the capacity of the freeway, but the addition of 
traffic from new growth creates a deficiency where none previously existed. In such 
cases 100% of the deficiency can be attributed to new development. 

• There is an existing deficiency that will worsen with the addition of traffic from new 
growth. In these cases, the percent of the deficiency attributable to new growth is the 
portion of the excess traffic (excess being the traffic above the capacity of the road) 
that arises from new growth rather than from existing traffic. 

The existing and future traffic for each of the deficient segments idenfied in Table 2-4 was 
compared to detemine which of the three possible situations applied.  The percent attributable 
to new development was determined based on this comparison, and the results were tabulated 
as the share of impact attributable to all new development.   

2.3.2. Percent Attributable to New Logistics Trucks in Riverside County 
In order to compute the percent of each deficiency that is attributable specifically to 
warehousing and logistics truck trips, it was necessary to separate the truck trips generated by 
warehousing and logistics uses from the total traffic forecast during the model assignment 
process. This process is represented by steps 5 through 9 and 19 through 23 as illustrated in 
the flowchart in Figure 1-1. 

This process was accomplished by first modifying the Truck Employment table in the SED 
input files to the SCAG model to reflect only the growth in warehousing and logistics 
employment in Riverside County. A select-zone query was then generated during the model 
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assignment step allowing logistics only truck trips generated by warehouse and logistics uses 
in Riverside County to be recorded for each link in the model.  This specifically isolates the 
truck trips associated with warehousing and logistics uses in Riverside County from the trips 
associated with all other land use in the county, as well as the truck trips that are generated 
outside the county but still traverse freeways within Riverside County (i.e. pass-through trips).  
A comparison of the Riverside County logistics related truck trips in 2040 to the total traffic 
forecast in 2040 provides the share of Riverside County logistics related truck trips in 2040 for 
each deficient segment on Riverside County freeways.  

2.3.3. Percent of Freeway Capacity Deficiencies Attributable to New Logistics 
Development in Riverside County 

As described in Section 2.2.2, the freeway segments in Riverside County with new or increased 
deficiencies in either peak hour in 2040 relative to the existing condition in 2016 were 
identified as deficient segments. For each deficient segment, the share of logistics related truck 
trips, as described in Section 2.3.2, was multiplied by the share of deficiencies attributable to 
all future growth, as described in Section 2.3.1, to determine the percent of each deficiency 
specifically attributable to new logistics related truck trips. Consistent with the identification 
of deficiencies based on AM and PM peak hour observations, all these steps were done for both 
AM and PM peak hour traffic, then the peak hour with the higher percent attributable was 
selected to represent the link. 

Continuous sequences of model segments, as listed in Table 2-4, were grouped for the 
purposes of assigning the percent of freeway capacity deficiencies attributable to new logistics 
development in Riverside County.  Where multiple deficient segments were grouped, a 
weighted percent attributable was calculated based on the respective segment percent 
attributable and the length of each segment.   

Table 2-5 arrays the critical V/C ratios, deficiencies, and percent attributable for each 
deficient segment of freeway in Riverside County. Figure 2-11 visually represents the 
components of traffic (existing, non-logistics growth, and logistics growth) relative to the 
capacity for each deficient segment location.  
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Table 2-5: Deficient Segment Locations and Percent Attributable to New Logistics Development in Riverside County 

 

 

 

 

 

2016 AM 
V/C

2016 PM 
V/C

2040 AM 
V/C

2040 PM 
V/C

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
AM Peak 

Hour
PM Peak 

Hour
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour

(F) = Max (E)

SR-79 S Rancho California Rd 4 0.98 0.35 0.66 0.52 1.01 No Deficiency 100% 1.2% 0.7% No Deficiency 0.7% 0.7%
Rancho California Rd Winchester Rd 4 1.10 0.45 0.74 0.60 1.01 No Deficiency 100% 1.4% 0.7% No Deficiency 0.7% 0.7%

2 I-15 NB Winchester Rd Lane Add south of I-15/I-215 Split 4 0.75 0.46 0.79 0.58 1.02 No Deficiency 100% 2.3% 0.9% No Deficiency 0.9% 0.9% 0.9%
3 I-15 NB Clinton Keith Rd Baxter Rd 3 0.76 0.52 0.80 0.65 1.03 No Deficiency 100% 1.1% 0.3% No Deficiency 0.3% 0.3% 0.3%
4 I-15 NB El Cerrito Rd Ontario Ave 3 0.19 0.86 0.90 1.03 0.88 100% No Deficiency 1.1% 100.0% 1.1% No Deficiency 1.1% 1.1%
5 I-15 NB Norco Dr/6th Street Limonite Ave 3 2.03 0.82 1.10 0.87 1.14 No Deficiency 29% 4.1% 2.5% No Deficiency 0.7% 0.7% 0.7%

Cantu Galeano Ranch Rd Limonite Ave 3 1.30 0.77 0.96 0.77 1.02 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 4.3% No Deficiency 4.3% 4.3%
Limonite Ave Norco Dr/6th Street 3 2.00 0.87 1.01 0.90 1.04 No Deficiency 88% 4.7% 5.9% No Deficiency 5.2% 5.2%

7 I-15 SB El Cerrito Rd Dos Lagos Dr 3 2.14 0.65 0.92 0.61 1.03 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 2.2% No Deficiency 2.2% 2.2% 2.2%
8 I-15 SB Temescal Canyon Rd Indian Truck Trail 3 2.21 0.61 0.83 0.56 1.01 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 1.4% No Deficiency 1.4% 1.4% 1.4%

Rubidoux Blvd Market St 3 0.79 0.84 0.95 0.81 1.03 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 30.9% No Deficiency 30.9% 30.9%
Market St Main St 3 0.10 0.87 1.00 0.82 1.06 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 39.0% No Deficiency 39.0% 39.0%

Box Springs Rd Central Ave 4 0.41 0.94 1.08 1.09 1.07 100% 0% 14.3% 100.0% 14.3% 0.0% 14.3%
Watkins Dr Martin Luther King Jr 4 0.78 0.94 1.05 1.12 1.16 100% 66% 24.8% 57.9% 24.8% 38.4% 38.4%

10c I-215 NB University Ave Off-Ramp Upstream of Univ Ave On-ramp 3 0.36 0.90 1.04 0.98 1.04 No Deficiency 13% 26.9% 100.0% No Deficiency 13.3% 13.3% 13.3%
11 I-215 NB Center St Off-Ramp Riverside County Line/Iowa Ave 3 0.53 0.79 1.00 0.79 1.03 No Deficiency 97% 91.5% 12.2% No Deficiency 11.8% 11.8% 11.8%
12 I-215 SB Martin Luther King Jr Sycamore Canyon Rd 4 1.58 0.96 1.13 1.07 1.25 100% 50% 57.1% 55.2% 57.1% 27.7% 57.1% 57.1%
13 I-215 SB Van Buren Blvd Harley Knox Blvd 3 1.22 0.67 0.95 0.64 1.06 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 4.4% No Deficiency 4.4% 4.4% 4.4%

Riverside County Line Green River Rd Off-Ramp 5 0.76 0.89 1.18 0.76 1.23 No Deficiency 23% 100.0% 6.1% No Deficiency 1.4% 1.4%
Green River Rd Off-Ramp SR-71 5 1.33 0.79 1.01 0.72 1.02 No Deficiency 69% 100.0% 14.1% No Deficiency 9.8% 9.8%

SR-71 Serfas Club Dr Off-Ramp 4 1.35 0.92 1.17 0.85 1.27 No Deficiency 36% 100.0% 4.1% No Deficiency 1.5% 1.5%
15 SR-91 NB Serfas Club Dr Off-Ramp Grand Blvd Off-Ramp 4 2.33 0.85 1.00 0.80 1.03 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 8.9% No Deficiency 8.9% 8.9% 8.9%
16 SR-91 NB On-Ramp from SB I-15 On-Ramp from NB I-15 3 0.32 0.81 1.03 0.76 1.07 No Deficiency 55% 100.0% 13.6% No Deficiency 7.5% 7.5% 7.5%
17 SR-91 NB McKinley St Off-Ramp Pierce St 3 1.60 0.81 0.98 0.76 1.02 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 10.1% No Deficiency 10.1% 10.1% 10.1%
18 SR-91 NB Magnolia Ave La Sierra Ave 3 0.30 0.76 0.93 0.69 1.00 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 8.3% No Deficiency 8.3% 8.3% 8.3%

Serfas Club Dr Off-Ramp Lane Add at SR-71 4 2.26 0.97 1.08 1.05 1.01 100% 0% 2.8% 100.0% 2.8% 0.0% 2.8%
Lane Add at SR-71 Riverside County Line 5 1.75 0.92 1.00 1.02 0.91 100% No Deficiency 1.8% 100.0% 1.8% No Deficiency 1.8%

30.0%

4.7%

2.3%

0.7%

4.8%

31.8%

SR-91 SB

SR-91

10

I-15 NB

NB

SR-60 EB
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I-215 NB

19

1
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9

Critical Segment Percent Deficiency 
Attributable to New 

Logistics Trucks

Critical V/C ratio
Percent Deficiency Attributable to 
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New Logistics 

Trucks
Start

Route
Name

Dir
Project 

ID
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Figure 2-11:  Components of 2040 Traffic Demand as a Percentage of Capacity 
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3. DETERMINING FREEWAY MITIGATION CONCEPTS AND COSTS 
Having identified deficient freeway segments in Section 2.2, and determined the share of the 
deficiency in each segment that is attributable to new warehouse and logistics uses in 
Riverside County in Section 2.3, the next step in the study process involved the preparation of 
design concepts for the mitigation of freeway traffic impacts, and the estimation of the costs 
associated to implement the necessary mitigation.  This section describes the process for 
developing mitigation concepts and determining associated costs.  The resultant mitigation 
costs will be compared to the percent attributable to each deficient segment, as defined in 
Table 2-5, to determine the fair share of the cost to mitigate each deficient segment to is 
attributable to the impacts of new warehouse and logistics development in Riverside County.    

3.1. ASSESSING PROJECT LIMITS 
Future capacity deficiencies on the freeway network in Riverside County were summarized in 
Table 2-4 as a list of directional freeway segments where the future demand exceeded 
capacity and resulted in a bottleneck in the system.  Limiting capacity expansion to the 
specific identified segment would be expected to mitigate the bottleneck in that segment, 
however it is likely that the bottleneck would be moved to the next adjacent segment without 
alleviating the capacity deficiency.  Therefore, the list of deficient segments was reviewed in 
relation to the traffic data and the physical characteristics of the existing freeway facility to 
determine the extent of the improvement projects that would be necessary (i.e. to define the 
practical limits and logical termini for the associated improvement project) to effectively 
mitigate the segment deficiency.  

At each freeway segment identified as having a capacity deficiency, the traffic data was 
reviewed to determine the location (typically an off-ramp) where the demand along the 
corridor was reduced enough to no longer exceed the capacity of the freeway mainline.  Other 
considerations were physical characteristics of the freeway that might also contribute to 
capacity reduction, such as uphill grades where additional capacity to accommodate slower 
moving trucks would benefit the operation of the freeway, and system interchanges where 
demand changed substantially and there were opportunities for lane drops at freeway-to-
freeway connectors.  The practical limits of each of the 19 projects required to mitigate the 
deficient segments are listed in Table 3-1.  The definition of this project list correlates to 
accomplishing step 18 in Figure 1-1.   
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Table 3-1: Practical Limits of Capacity Deficient Segment Improvement Projects 
 

ID Route 
Name Dir Beginning  End 

1 

I-15 

NB 

SR-79 S Rancho California Rd 
Rancho California Rd Winchester Rd 

2 Winchester Rd Lane Add south of I-15/I-215 Split 
3 Clinton Keith Rd Baxter Rd 
4 El Cerrito Rd Ontario Ave 
5 Norco Dr/6th St Limonite Ave 

6 
SB 

Cantu Galeano Ranch Rd Limonite Ave 
Limonite Ave Norco Dr/6th 

7 Cajalco Rd Indian Truck Trail 
8 El Cerrito Rd Cajalco Rd 

9 SR-60 EB 
Rubidoux Blvd Market St 

Market St Main St 

10 

I-215 
NB 

Box Springs Rd Central Ave/Watkins Dr 
Central Ave/Watkins Martin Luther King 

10c Martin Luther King Blvd SR-91 
11 Center St Off-Ramp Riverside County Line/Iowa 
12 

SB 
Martin Luther King Jr Sycamore Canyon Rd 

13 Van Buren Blvd Case Rd 

14 

SR-91 
EB 

Riverside County Line Green River Rd Off-Ramp 
Green River Rd Off-Ramp SR-71 

SR-71 Serfas Club Dr Off-Ramp 
15 Serfas Club Dr Off-Ramp Grand Blvd Rd Off-Ramp 
16 On-Ramp from SB-I-15 On Ramp from NB- I-15 
17 McKinley St Off Ramp Pierce St 
18 Pierce St Magnolia St 

19 WB 
Serfas Club Dr Off-Ramp Lane Add at SR-71 

Lane Add at SR-71  Riverside County Line 
 

3.2. REVIEW OF CURRENTLY FUNDED/PROGRAMMED IMPROVEMENTS 
Once the practical limits of the improvements were defined, each project was compared to 
known, programmed projects that were recently completed (and are not included in the SCAG 
2016 Model existing network), are currently under construction, or are currently in 
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development and are funded for construction.  There are three projects that are within the 
study area that were identified as meeting these criteria: 

• The I-15/French Valley Parkway Interchange Project, Phases 1 and 2 
• The I-15 Express Lane Project 
• The SR-91 Express Lane Extension Project 

The French Valley Parkway Project includes the implementation of the I-15/French Valley 
Parkway Interchange as well as improvements to the Winchester Road Interchange and a 
collector-distributor road system along I-15 between Winchester Road and the I-15/I-215 
system interchange.  This project adds as many as three lanes in each direction north of 
Winchester Road.  Based on the Preferred Alternative Layout Plans included in the IS/EA 
(January 2010), the FVP Phasing Exhibit (December 2, 2015) and the Ultimate Project Exhibit 
(July 12, 2017), it was determined that the French Valley Parkway Project successfully 
eliminates the need to further mitigate deficient segment 2. 

The I-15 Express Lane Project will implement one or two tolled managed lanes in each 
direction northbound and southbound between Cajalco Road and SR-60.  This project also adds 
general purpose lanes and auxiliary lanes at specific locations. Based on a review of the I-15 
Express Lane Project Tolling Concept Plans (June 21, 2017), the I-15 Express Lane Project 
successfully eliminates the need to further mitigate deficient segments 4, 5, and 6. 

The SR-91 Express Lane Extension Project extends from west of the Orange County Line to east 
of I-15 both eastbound and westbound.  In addition to the tolled express lanes, additional 
general purpose lanes were also constructed as part of this project.  Based on a field review of 
the project as it has been constructed, the SR-91 Express Lane Extension Project successfully 
eliminates the need to further mitigate deficient segments 14, 15, 17, and 19. 

Table 3-2 lists the remaining deficient segments and associated mitigation projects that would 
be included as the basis for the logistics fee program. 
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Table 3-2: Capacity Deficient Segment Improvement Projects to be Included in the Fee Program 
 

ID Route 
Name Dir Beginning  End 

1 

I-15 
NB 

SR-79 S Rancho California Rd 
Rancho California Rd Winchester Rd 

3 Clinton Keith Rd Baxter Rd 
7 

SB 
Cajalco Rd Indian Truck Trail 

8 El Cerrito Rd Cajalco Rd 

9 SR-60 EB 
Rubidoux Blvd Market St 

Market St Main St 

10 

I-215 
NB 

Box Springs Rd Central Ave/Watkins Dr 
Central Ave/Watkins Martin Luther King 

10c Martin Luther King Blvd SR-91 
11 Center St Off-Ramp Riverside County Line/Iowa 
12 

SB 
Martin Luther King Jr Sycamore Canyon Rd 

13 Van Buren Blvd Case Rd 
16 

SR-91 EB 
On-Ramp from SB-I-15 On Ramp from NB- I-15 

18 Pierce St Magnolia St 
 

3.3. DEVELOPMENT OF PROJECT CONCEPTS 
Using scalable, georeferenced aerial photography, project concept plans were developed 
consistent with Caltrans design standards for urban area freeways to show the primary 
quantifiable cost items for each project, including: 

• Right-of-Way Impact 
• Retaining Walls 
• Freeway Mainline Widening 
• Structure Construction 
• Ramp Realignment 
• Roadway Excavation 
• Street Improvements 
• Signalization 

For the initial assessment and development of project concept plans, a combination of Google 
Earth and limited field reviews were used to determine existing conditions for the corridors. 
The conditions recorded include number of lanes, width of pavement, HOV lanes, inside (left) 
shoulder width, outside (right) shoulder width, assumed right-of-way boundary, freeway 
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structures, ramp locations, major drainage facilities, retaining walls, sounds walls, signage, and 
signals.  All widths and lengths provided were obtained by doing desktop research on Google 
Earth and limited field reviews, and were based on sound engineering judgement.  Although 
arterial highway improvement projects were not specifically examined as part of the study 
effort, any arterial highway improvements necessary to accommodate the proposed freeway 
capacity improvements (e.g. ramp realignment, bridge reconstruction, intersection 
signalization) were identified and included in the concept drawings.  The concept plans show 
colored lines and areas that can be measured and used to estimate quantities for the various 
categories of construction or property acquisition.  These project concept drawings were 
reviewed by the Study Advisory Team to confirm that they reasonably represent the minimum 
improvements necessary to mitigate the identified deficiency. 

The resultant improvement concept plans are included in Appendix A of this technical 
memorandum. The completion of the design concept drawings represents the accomplishment 
of step 24 in the study process flow chart Figure 1-1. It should be noted that the conceptual 
designs were based on a visual analysis and that no detailed engineering or surveying has been 
done to verify the assumptions. 

3.4. PROJECT COST ESTIMATING 
To accomplish step 25 and 26 in the study process, the unit costs for the various construction 
components were taken from the Caltrans cost database and other recent project cost 
estimates for projects of similar scale and scope within the Inland Empire.  Right-of-way cost 
per residential unit and per square foot are based on recent property valuations in Riverside 
County.  Specific elements in the unit costs include:  

Roadway Item Costs 
- Roadway costs include PCC pavement, tie-back walls, pavement markings and markers 

and replacement of signs. Unit costs were extrapolated from a similar freeway 
construction project. 

- The quantity of each component was then multiplied by the unit cost to produce a cost 
item for the roadway component. 

Drainage Item Costs 
- Per our initial assessment, widening affects the existing drainage. Further analysis is 

needed as impacts to drainage can increase the costs.  
- The costs associated with the potential impacts to drainage are 15% of the roadway 

items cost. 

Specialty Item Costs  
- Specialty item costs include retaining walls due to proposed widening, removal of 

existing retaining walls, sounds wall replacement, tie back walls and ramp adjustments.  
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- The quantity of each component was then multiplied by the unit cost to produce a cost 
item for the specialty item costs. 

Minor Items Costs 
- Minor items can include anything from ADA items to other minor items that are not 

considered high costs items. Typical Caltrans value is 5-10%. 

Mobilization Costs 
- Mobilization includes costs incurred due to mobilization of personnel and equipment 

as well as pre-construction expenses. Typical value of 10% can be adjusted when actual 
costs are available.  

Roadway Additions  
- Roadway addition items can include price index fluctuations, value analysis, 

maintaining traffic, removal of rock and debris, etc. These supplemental items cover 
work for items that cannot be quantified as contract bid item. All roadway 
supplemental items would be within the FHWA approved items list. At this stage it is 
appropriate to assume there will be supplemental items. Typical Caltrans value is 5-
10%.  

Contingency 
- Contingency of 25% is within Caltrans recommended values: Pre-PSR 30%, PSR 25%, 

Draft PR 20%, PR 15%, after PR approval 10% and final PS&E is 5%. Caltrans 
contingencies allow for unforeseen increases. Due to the level of detail and engineering 
available, the contingency percentage is appropriate. As more information becomes 
available, costs would be refined and contingency would be decreased. This is typical 
per Caltrans. 

Support Costs 
- Support costs are 35% of the capital outlay costs. Support costs include design costs, 

construction management, Caltrans reimbursed costs and Metro internal costs. These 
costs are functional overhead costs not administrative overhead. The support costs can 
be refined as more information becomes available.   

The unit costs were multiplied by the quantities determined from the conceptual design plans 
to yield a conceptual cost estimate for each proposed project.  
 
The proposed improvement project conceptual cost estimates were compared to the Western 
Riverside Council of Governments (WRCOG) Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fee (TUMF) 2016 
Nexus Study Report, with a focus on identifying arterial-freeway interchange and bridge projects 
that are also included in TUMF.  The TUMF program assesses all development types, including 
warehouse and logistics uses, impact fees to mitigate the cumulative regional transportation 
impacts of new development on the arterial highway system, including arterial-freeway 
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interchanges and bridges.  As such, new warehouse and logistics uses are already contributing 
toward the cost of these improvement projects to the extent they are included in the TUMF 
program.  Where the conceptual improvement projects were determined to include project 
elements that were also identified in the TUMF program, the conceptual cost estimate for the 
project was reduced by an amount equal to the lesser of the estimated conceptual cost of the 
relevant project element (i.e. the conceptual cost of the arterial interchange and/or bridge 
improvements) or the maximum eligible amount prescribed in the 2016 TUMF Nexus Study.   
This reduction in the conceptual improvement costs as part of this study eliminates overlap 
with the TUMF program in terms of the cost for implementing arterial interchange and bridge 
improvements necessary to accommodate the proposed freeway capacity expansion necessary 
to mitigate the cumulative regional impacts of new development, including warehousing and 
logistics uses, on the freeway network.   

The resultant conceptual project cost estimates are summarized in Table 3-3Error! Reference 
source not found..  A more detailed breakout of the conceptual project cost estimates to 
mitigate the deficient segments is included in Appendix B of this technical memorandum.  
 

Table 3-3: Capacity Deficient Segment Improvement Project Conceptual Cost Estimates 
 

ID Route 
Name Dir Beginning  End Cost Estimate 

1 

I-15 
NB 

SR-79 S Rancho California Rd 
$36,237,000 

Rancho California Rd Winchester Rd 
3 Clinton Keith Rd Baxter Rd $7,406,000 
7 

SB 
Cajalco Rd Indian Truck Trail $37,825,000 

8 El Cerrito Rd Cajalco Rd $10,408,000 

9 SR-60 EB 
Rubidoux Blvd Market St 

$40,234,000 
Market St Main St 

10 

I-215 
NB 

Box Springs Rd Central Ave/Watkins Dr 
$26,513,000 

Central Ave/Watkins Martin Luther King 
10c Martin Luther King Blvd SR-91 $55,081,000 
11 Center St Off-Ramp Riverside County Line/Iowa $42,212,000 
12 

SB 
Martin Luther King Jr Sycamore Canyon Rd $13,403,000 

13 Van Buren Blvd Case Rd $95,365,000 
16 

SR-91 EB 
On-Ramp from SB-I-15 On Ramp from NB- I-15 $7,611,000 

18 Pierce St Magnolia St $13,040,000 
Total Project Cost Estimate $385,335,000 
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3.4.1. Project Costs Attributable to New Logistics Development 
The conceptual cost estimate of $385,335,000 presented in Table 3-3 represents the unfunded 
amount of the total cost to implement the minimum improvements necessary to mitigate the 
impacts of new development on Riverside County Freeways.  However, as described in Section 
2.3, this cost cannot be entirely attributed to the impact of new logistics developments and 
must be adjusted as the basis for calculating a fair share fee to reflect only the share of the cost 
for each segment that can be attributed to the impact of new logistics developments.  This key 
step in the study process, represented by step 28 in the study process flowchart in Figure 1-1, 
is accomplished by multiplying the unfunded project costs summarized in Table 3-3 by the 
share of each segments impact attributable to new logistics development summarized in Table 
2-5.  Table 3-4 presents the outcome of this step with a total of $47,841,000 or 12.4% of the 
conceptual cost estimate being determined to be the maximum share of the cost attributable 
to mitigate the cumulative regional impacts of new warehousing and logistics developments in 
Riverside County.   

 
Table 3-4: Capacity Deficient Segment Improvement Project Logistics Cost Share 

 

ID Route 
Name Dir Beginning  End 

Conceptual 
Cost 

Estimate 

Logistics 
Attributable 

Share 

Logistics 
Cost Share 

1 

I-15 

NB 

SR-79 S Rancho California Rd 
$36,237,000 0.7% $258,000 

Rancho California Rd Winchester Rd 

3 Clinton Keith Rd Baxter Rd $7,406,000 0.3% $19,000 

7 
SB 

Cajalco Rd Indian Truck Trail $37,825,000 2.2% $820,000 

8 El Cerrito Rd Cajalco Rd $10,408,000 1.4% $142,000 

9 SR-60 EB 
Rubidoux Blvd Market St 

$40,234,000 31.8% $12,802,000 
Market St Main St 

10 

I-215 

NB 

Box Springs Rd Central Ave/Watkins Dr 
$26,513,000 30.0% $7,963,000 

Central Ave/Watkins Martin Luther King 

10c Martin Luther King Blvd SR-91 $55,081,000 13.3% $7,317,000 

11 Center St Off-Ramp Riverside County Line/Iowa $42,212,000 11.8% $4,978,000 

12 
SB 

Martin Luther King Jr Sycamore Canyon Rd $13,403,000 57.1% $7,658,000 

13 Van Buren Blvd Case Rd $95,365,000 4.4% $4,235,000 

16 
SR-91 EB 

On-Ramp from SB-I-15 On Ramp from NB- I-15 $7,611,000 7.5% $571,000 

18 Pierce St Magnolia St $13,040,000 8.3% $1,078,000 

Total Project Cost Estimate  $385,335,000 12.4% $47,841,000 
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4. FUNDING GAP ANALYSIS 
As described in Section 3, the fair share of costs to mitigate future freeway deficiencies that 
are attributable to new warehousing and logistics uses varies by segment, but is a relatively 
small proportion of the total cost to complete the necessary improvements.  Furthermore, 
although the project concepts and associated cost estimates have identified a minimum level 
of improvement necessary to reasonably mitigate the identified impact, it is likely the scale 
and scope of any proposed improvement project would be greater to account for the 
accomplishment of other transportation goals and/or freeway operational needs, including 
rehabilitation and roadway maintenance, resolution of existing needs, or anticipation of 
addition future demands beyond the horizon year of the fee program.  Since the resolution of 
these items cannot be fairly attributed to the mitigation of new development impacts, it is 
necessary to ensure that sufficient alternative funding sources are expected to be available to 
complete the necessary improvements and establish an implementable program.  This section 
summarizes projections of alternative transportation funding sources that might be available 
to complete freeway capacity expansion projects identified as part of this study. 

4.1. RIVERSIDE COUNTY STRATEGIC ASSESSMENT 

In 2015, the RCTC directed its staff to conduct an assessment to assist the Commission in 
examining the County’s need for transportation investments. In early 2016, the RCTC approved 
the Riverside County Strategic Assessment7.  The Strategic Assessment includes a detailed review 
of federal, state and local revenues through 2040.8 9  It looked at 37 different funding sources 
covering all modes and categorized them into three levels (A, B and C), depending on their 
level of certainty.  Category A represents existing revenues that can be reasonably expected to 
be available in the future, Category B includes existing and programmed revenues that 
Riverside County might realistically secure on a discretionary or competitive basis and those in 
Category C are considered strategy revenues.   

According to the Strategic Assessment, the total costs of freeway and interchange projects 
between 2016 and 2039 were expected to be $8.724 billion and the anticipated revenues were 
$5.326 billion, representing funding for 61% of the freeway needs, thus leaving an unfunded 
gap of $3.326 billion through 2039. Table 4-1 summarizes the breakdown of funding contained 
in the Strategic Assessment by program and risk. 

 
  

                                                 
7 HDR, January 2016, Riverside County Strategic Assessment: Executive Summary, RCTC.  
8 Since the document was prepared in 2015, it did not include several recent funding sources, which are 
discussed later in this memo. 
9 HDR, November 4, 2015, RCTC Strategic Assessment Technical Memorandum: Task 4 Funding Gap Analysis. 
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Table 4-1: Freeway Funding Program Amount (in millions) and Risk, 2016 to 2039 
 

Funding Program Category A Category B Category C 

Federal 

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) $219.7   

Regional Surface Transportation Program 
(RSTP) $315.2   

State 

Regional Improvement Program (RIP) $441.9   

Interregional Improvement Program (IIP)  $58.8  

Mileage Based User-Fees (MBUF)   $2,233.5 

Local 

Measure A* $915.7   

SR 91 Net Toll Revenues* $618.5   

I-15 Express Lane Toll Revenues* $319.7   

Mid County Parkway (MCP) toll revenues   $153.5 

Total (2016-2039) $2,880 $59 $2,387 

*Debt service and operations and maintenance costs have been deducted from these amounts. 

Because the assessment was prepared in 2015 it did not include certain funding sources 
approved after that. New funding sources and their potential implications are described in the 
following sections. 

4.2. FIXING AMERICA'S SURFACE TRANSPORTATION ACT 

On December 4, 2015, President Obama signed Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act 
(FAST) Act10 into law. Overall, the FAST Act largely maintains program structures and funding 
shares between highways and transit.  

The FAST Act provided two new grant programs – the Nationally Significant Freight and 
Highway Projects (NSFHP) and the Advanced Technology and Congestion programs – that 
could reasonably be expected to provide funding for freeway and interchange projects in 
Riverside County. Table 4-2 shows the new FAST funding amounts by program and risk 
category that could reasonably be expected to be available to RCTC each year based on a 
proportional allocation of total program funding: 
  

                                                 
10 Pub. L. No. 114-94 
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Table 4-1: Projected RCTC Funding from FAST (in millions), 2017 to 2040 
 

Funding Program Category A Category B Category C 

NSFHP (INFRA)  $159.8  

Advanced Technology 
and Congestion 
Management 
Deployment Program 

 $10.7  

Total  $170.5  

 

4.3. ROAD REPAIR AND ACCOUNTABILITY ACT OF 2017 (SENATE BILL 1) 
In 2017 the California legislature passed and the governor signed into law a major 
transportation funding bill.11  The Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017 (referred to as 
SB1) provided additional funding to several existing programs, including the STIP, and 
established several new funding programs that are relevant to this study.  

Most of the SB1 funds that could go to freeways and interchanges are via competitive grant 
programs.  Table 4-3 shows the projected allocation Riverside County could reasonably be 
expected to obtain based on a proportional share of the total funding proposed. 

 
Table 4-3: Projected RCTC Funding from SB1 (in millions), 2017 to 2040 

 

Funding Program Category A Category B Category C 

LPP (county allocation) $162.9   

TCEP  $623.9  

SCCP  $360  

LPP (competitive grant)  $162.9  

 $162.9 $1,146.8  

 

4.4. SUMMARY OF AVAILABLE FUNDING FROM ALL SOURCES 
To quantify the total funds that might be available to freeway and interchange projects in 
Riverside County through 2040, sources identified in the Strategic Assessment were combined 
those from FAST and SB1 programs. Table 4-4 combines funding sources to establish a total of 
anticipated freeway project funding through 2040 from all sources by risk category.  

                                                 
11 http://catc.ca.gov/ 
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Table 4-4: RCTC Projected Freeway Project Funding 2017-2040 - All Sources (in millions)  

 
Funding Source  Category A Category B Category C 
Total Strategic Assessment Sources $2,948.6 $61 $2,465.8 
Total New Sources $162.9 $1,317.3  
Grand Total of All Sources $3111.5 $1,378.3 $2,465.8 

 

As can be seen in Table 4-4, the infusion of SB1 funds, which are mostly allocated through 
competitive grants and therefore are considered risk category B, creates better balance across 
the risk categories than that found in the Strategic Assessment, which was heavily reliance on 
high-risk, category C funds.  It should be noted that although the SB1 program has been 
legislated, there is an on-going repeal effort that jeopardizes the future availability of SB1 
funding programs.     

The total estimated conceptual cost to complete the reasonable mitigation of deficient 
segments identified as part of this study is $385,335,000.  Although only 12.4% of this cost can 
be attributed to new warehousing and logistics developments, the estimates of alternative 
funding sources described in this section clearly indicate that the remaining costs to complete 
these improvement projects could reasonably be expected to be obtained from existing and 
proposed funding sources after the logistics impact fee contributes a fair share for mitigation 
of logistics related impacts.  Furthermore, the projected availability of future funding for 
freeway and interchange improvement projects is over six times the amount of the conceptual 
cost estimates to mitigate the impacts of new development on the freeway system indicating 
that sufficient funding might reasonably be expected to account for the expansion of scale and 
scope of associated freeway projects to address other project needs not directly attributable to 
the impacts of new development.  
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5. LOGISTICS MITIGATION FEE AND NEXUS DETERMINATION 
The foundation established by accomplishing the various steps in the prior tasks provides the 
basis for computing the amount and value of the in-lieu fee to mitigate the cumulative 
regional impact of new warehousing and logistics developments on the freeway network in 
Riverside County, as well as establishing the relationship between future growth of logistics 
related facilities within Riverside County, truck traffic growth, and the need for additional 
freeway improvements to mitigate the impacts of this growth.  The maximum defensible fair-
share fee that could be charged to new logistics uses for mitigating their impacts is presented 
in this section, along with a summary of the study findings that support the nexus 
determination.    

5.1. LOGISTICS MITIGATION FEE CALCULATION 
Utilizing the findings of the prior study tasks as presented in the previous sections of this 
report, the process for computing the fee requires dividing the project costs attributable to 
new logistics development as determined in Step 28 and summarized in Table 3-4 by the 
forecast amount of new warehousing and logistics facilities in square feet as determined in 
Step 4 and presented in Table 2-2 to produce a fee per square foot.   

 
Table 5-1: Logistics and Warehouse Impact Fee Calculation 

 

Logistics and Warehouse Impact Fee for Riverside County 

Logistics Cost Share of Freeway Mitigation $47,841,000 

Growth in Warehouse Gross Floor Area in Square Feet 37,332,179 

Fee per Square Foot of Gross Floor Area $1.28 

 

As derived from Table 2-2 and summarized in Table 5-1, the growth in warehousing gross 
floor area is forecast to grow by 37,332,179 square feet of gross floor area from 2016 to 2040, 
according to the SCAG Industrial Warehousing Study and as utilized in the Heavy Duty Truck 
Model.  The travel demand modeling and deficiency analysis completed for this study indicates 
the growth in warehousing will result in the need to contribute $47,841,000 toward the cost of 
freeway capacity improvements throughout Riverside County to cover the logistics share of 
mitigating future freeway deficiencies, as presented in Table 3-4.  This equates to a value of 
$1.28 per square foot of gross floor area of new warehousing and logistics developments to 
fully satisfy the fair share contribution.  As such, this amount represents the maximum fee 
permissible to be collected under California law and in accordance with legal precedents to 
address the cumulative regional impacts of new warehousing and logistics developments on 
the freeways network in Riverside County. 
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5.2. NEXUS DETERMINATION  
The Mitigation Fee Act, as set forth in the California Government Code Sections 66000 through 
66008, establishes the framework for mitigation fees in the State of California. In establishing 
the basis for a fee to be implemented, the Act requires agencies to make five findings with 
respect to a proposed fee. These findings are described in the following sections.   

5.2.1. Purpose of the Fee 
Identify the Purpose of the Fee 

The purpose of the Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee is to establish a uniform, fair-share 
mitigation fee to be paid by new warehouse and logistics developments to mitigate the 
cumulative, indirect, regional impacts of the truck traffic generated by these future 
developments on overall traffic conditions on the freeway network in Riverside County.  The 
fees, to be paid in-lieu of completing specific improvements associated with a particular 
development, will be utilized to help fund capacity improvements on freeways in Riverside 
County that are needed to maintain the target level of service in the face of the higher traffic 
volumes brought on by new growth in the county. 

Specific to Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee for Riverside County, the completion of this study 
and the determination of a fair-share fee satisfies specific provisions of the July 29, 2016 
Settlement Agreement between the County of Riverside, the Riverside County Transportation 
Commission, the City of Moreno Valley and Highland Fairview.  This agreement established 
that each party would contribute toward the cost of “an RCTC-conducted regional 
transportation study to evaluate a logistics-related regional fee.” 

5.2.2. Use of Fee Revenues 
Identify the use to which the fees will be put. If the use is financing facilities, the facilities shall be 
identified 

The Mitigation Fee Act requires that the public facilities that are to be financed using the 
impact fee be identified.  In the case of the Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee, the deficiency 
analysis described in Section 2 identified those locations on the Riverside County freeway 
network that would be impacted by additional traffic growth associated with new 
development activity in Riverside County.  This information was subsequently utilized in 
Section 3 to define specific improvement projects and the associated costs to mitigate the 
deficiencies, as summarized in Table 3-3.   Furthermore, the share of the cost of each 
individual improvement project to specifically address the mitigation of impacts associated 
with the growth of warehousing and logistics uses was determined and summarized in Table 
3-4 as the basis for calculating the logistics fee.    
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5.2.3. Use/Type-of-Development Relationship 
Determine the reasonable relationship between the fees’ use and the type of development project 
on which the fees are imposed 

To determine the “use” relationship, the development being assessed an impact fee must be 
reasonably shown to derive some use or benefit from the facility being built using the fee.  In 
the case of the Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee, the projects to be funded by the fee were 
identified by completing deficiency analysis to determine where the additional traffic 
generated by new development in Riverside County would impact the freeway network.  
Improvement project concepts were developed to mitigate these impacts, with at least part of 
the cost of these improvements being determined to be attributable to new logistics related 
development.  The fact that the projects that will be funded in part by the Regional Logistics 
Mitigation Fee are to provide additional freeway capacity, and recognizing that freeways are 
the highest functional class of the roadway network and critically important on the regional 
roadway hierarchy, means that all residents and businesses in the county benefit in important 
ways from the maintenance of a reasonable level of service on these facilities.  More 
specifically, most truck trips coming to or going from new warehouse and logistics uses can be 
expected to use area freeways for at least part of their trips, as demonstrated by the results of 
the deficiency analysis described in Section 2, and those that do not use freeways will 
nevertheless benefit because good traffic conditions on the area freeways will keep drivers 
from diverting to other roads and causing congestion in other parts of the county.  Even 
residents or workers in the new developments who do not drive at all will benefit from access 
to goods and services made possible in part by the serviceability of the regional freeway 
network. 

5.2.4. Need/Type-of-Development Relationship 
Determine the reasonable relationship between the need for the public facilities and the types of 
development on which the fees are imposed 

To determine the “need” relationship the facilities to be financed by the fee must be shown to 
be needed at least in part because of the new development.  The primary intended purpose of 
the regional transportation study as required by the July 29, 2016 Settlement Agreement was 
to determine the extent to which additional truck trips associated with new warehouses and 
logistics uses would impact the freeways in Riverside County as the basis for determining the 
fair share amount of in-lieu fee payments to adequately mitigate the impacts.  This was 
determined by analyzing the forecast traffic demand with the expected degree of new 
development and comparing that with the demand without new development.  Projects were 
analyzed individually and the degree to which the need for the project was attributable to new 
warehouses and logistics developments varied widely from project to project.  The findings of 
this analysis is summarized in Table 3-4, which indicates that new warehousing and logistics 
development activities are responsible for a share of the overall mitigation needed to address 
future freeway capacity deficiencies.   
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5.2.5. Proportionality Relationship 
Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the fees amount and the cost of the 
facilities or portion of the facilities attributable to the development on which the fee is imposed 

The “proportionality” relationship requires that there be rough proportionality between the 
fee charged to each development and the cost of the facility being financed.  In the case of the 
Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee, the share of truck traffic generated specifically by 
warehouses and logistics uses was estimated using the validated SCAG travel demand model as 
the basis to determine the rough proportion of the improvement cost to mitigate future 
deficiencies caused by these trucks on the Riverside County freeway network.  Furthermore, 
the share of project costs was adjusted to account for those improvements already being 
completed by current funded capacity expansion projects, as well as the share of the cost of 
arterial interchange improvements necessary to accommodate freeway capacity expansion 
that are already being funded by the existing WRCOG TUMF program.  The overall project cost 
share was also adjusted to account for existing capacity deficiencies that cannot be fully be 
attributed to new growth in Riverside County.  Table 2-5 summarizes the attribution of 
various project cost factors resulting in the determination of the fair-share of improvement 
costs that are roughly proportional to the specific impacts of new warehouse and logistics 
uses.  Additionally, the detailed cost breakdowns in Appendix B include the adjustments for 
project cost elements already covered as part of the WRCOG TUMF program.   

 

5.3. CONCLUSIONS 
The findings of the RCTC Truck Study and Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee Study indicate that 
there is reasonable relationship between the cumulative regional freeway traffic impacts of 
new land development projects in Riverside County, including truck traffic impacts associated 
with new warehouse and logistics developments, and the need to mitigate these freeway 
traffic impacts, including using funds levied through a Regional Logistics Fee.  The study 
evaluation results have established the proportional fair share of the freeway improvement 
cost attributable to truck trips generated by new warehouse and logistics development having 
adjusted for existing deficiencies, the impacts of other development type and the effects of 
pass through trips, and having accounted for improvements already being completed as part 
of an ongoing freeway project or funded by another impact fee.   As presented in Table 5-1, 
the fair share fee to mitigate the cumulative indirect regional freeway traffic impacts of truck 
trips associated with new warehouse and logistics growth in Riverside County is $1.28 per 
square foot of gross floor area.   
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6. APPENDICES 
Appendix A – Capacity Improvement Concept Plans 
 
Appendix B – Conceptual Project Cost Estimate Tables 
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APPENDIX A – CAPACITY IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT PLANS 
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APPENDIX B – CONCEPTUAL PROJECT COST ESTIMATE TABLES 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

The RCTC Truck Study and Development and Implementation of Regional Logistics Mitigation 
Fee is intended to verify the anticipated rate of growth in warehousing and logistics-related 
development in Riverside County, and to quantify the associated level of traffic impacts on the 
Riverside County highway system as a result of the expected growth in warehousing and 
logistics activities.  In quantifying impacts, the study is also intended to determine the amount 
that each new warehousing or logistics development should pay in lieu of completing actual 
freeway improvements to mitigate the cumulative regional traffic impacts specifically 
associated with truck trips generated by new warehousing and logistics developments.  The 
findings of this study are intended to provide the basis for potentially implementing a 
program to collect impact fees that will contribute to mitigating the truck traffic impacts 
associated with new warehousing and logistics developments in Riverside County.  Such a 
program can help to ensure that all new logistics-related development approved in Riverside 
County will bear a proportional fair share of the cost of building transportation infrastructure 
to address future transportation needs.   
 
This technical memorandum represents the first in a series of documents that will verify the 
rate of new warehousing and logistics related developments in Riverside County, the 
associated truck trip generation rates and cumulative regional traffic impacts, the cost to 
mitigate these impacts, and the fair share basis for collecting a potential fee.  In this document, 
the existing conditions of the warehousing industry and truck travel patterns in Riverside 
County were reviewed for five primary activities:  
 

1) Creating an inventory of existing warehouse-related land uses 

2) Developing a projection of future warehouse-related land use (2040) 

3) Analyzing a range of potential trip generation rates to apply in calculating fees  

4) Tabulating existing truck volumes on major roadways 

5) Generating information regarding truck origins/destinations 

 
This document also presents the results of existing and future baseline model runs to help 
quantify existing and future conditions on the Riverside County highway system.   
 
The objective of this technical memorandum is to provide the reader with an understanding of 
the various warehousing-related trucking activities, the historic trends of these types of 
activities, and the anticipated future of this industry in Riverside County. With this 
information as a basis, subsequent study tasks will quantify specific truck-related 

272
577

Item 19.



RCTC Truck Study and Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee 
Technical Memorandum 1: Existing and Future Conditions 

 

 Page 2 
 

infrastructure needs associated with growth in warehousing-related uses, and the potential for 
an impact fee to address these needs.  The inventory and verification of available data sources 
as presented in this technical memorandum is ultimately intended to demonstrate the 
adequacy of these data to support the technical evaluation efforts to be undertaken in 
subsequent tasks.  In particular, the review of existing conditions data sources provides the 
ability to verify the following specific aspects of the data related to the needs of subsequent 
evaluation tasks: 
 

 The available data provides appropriate levels of disaggregation for warehouse-
related land uses to match the level of confidence in trip generation rates and 
forecasted growth in development 

 Trip generation rates are available to be applied for the purpose of identifying the 
fair share of trips attributable to warehousing and logistics development activities 

 The data provides the ability to define necessary adjustments in the forecasting 
model to match measured truck volumes and Origin-Destination (O-D) patterns 

 
It should be noted that the contents of this document are technical and detailed in nature, and 
are presented with the primary purpose of providing a transparent assessment of available 
data sources to support the determination of a fee representing the fair share to mitigate the 
cumulative regional impacts of designated new developments.  Unlike other types of 
transportation studies, where the assessment of underlying data sources and determination of 
assumptions might be conducted at a technical staff level, and only the methodology used and 
associated findings are presented in the study documentation, impact fee studies necessitate a 
more transparent approach to considering data sources and determining assumptions.  For 
this reason, this technical memorandum effectively provides an additional level of background 
information presenting a more detailed consideration of the range of data sources available to 
support the evaluation to be conducted in subsequent tasks.  In short, this technical 
memorandum is intended to describe what data sources are available and appropriate to 
support subsequent study tasks, with the specific assumptions and methodology to complete 
those tasks described in subsequent Technical Memoranda.      
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2. EXISTING LAND USE INVENTORY 

Data from the County Business Patterns1 (CBP), Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG), and Infogroup provide alternative means to identify land uses related to 
warehousing. These datasets use different systems to classify industries; the North American 
Industry Classification System (NAICS) and the Standard Industrial Classification (SIC).  The 
U.S. Census Bureau uses the NAICS structure.  Similarly, SCAG uses the NAICS structure as the 
basis for developing regional employment forecasts as part of its long range planning 
responsibilities.  While the SIC has generally been replaced by NAICS, several data vendors are 
still using SIC-based data.  The establishment data used for this study was purchased from 
Infogroup which uses SIC codes. 
 
The NAICS applies a 6-digit hierarchical coding system to classify all economic activity into 20 
industry sectors. Five sectors are mainly goods-producing sectors and 15 are entirely services-
producing sectors. The SIC system is a 4-digit classification system. As would be expected, the 
6-digit NAICS hierarchical structure allows greater coding flexibility than the 4-digit structure 
of the SIC system. 
 
Each establishment has a primary NAICS/SIC code. This number indicates a company’s primary 
line of business. What determines a company’s primary SIC code is the code definition that 
generates the highest revenue for that company at a specific location in the past year. 
Warehousing is identified with a specific code in both the NAICS and SIC systems. However, 
many other classification codes, such as wholesaling and manufacturing, involve significant 
amount of warehousing activities. Therefore every establishment usually defines their activity 
with a secondary NAICS/SIC code as well. Infogroup verify the establishments’ primary and 
secondary codes regularly through their survey. In this study, both the primary and the 
secondary warehousing uses were investigated to have a complete understanding of 
warehousing activities in Riverside County. 
 

2.1. COUNTY BUSINESS PATTERNS (CBP) 

Table 1 shows selected categories of NAICS, which are identified as primary or secondary 
warehousing uses. Although CBP data covers all establishments, it is only available at the 
county level. 

 
                                                 
1	County	Business	Patterns	is	an	annual	series	of	reports	by	the	U.S.	Census	Bureau	that	provides	subnational	
economic	data	by	industry.	This	series	includes	the	number	of	establishments,	employment	during	the	week	
of	March	12,	first	quarter	payroll,	and	annual	payroll.	

274
579

Item 19.



RCTC Truck Study and Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee 
Technical Memorandum 1: Existing and Future Conditions 

 

 Page 4 
 

Table 1. Description of Selected NAICS Categories 

Industry Code Brief Description 

31-33 
(Manufacturing) 

Establishments engaged in the mechanical, physical, or chemical transformation of 
materials, substances, or components into new products. Assembling of component parts 
of manufactured products is considered manufacturing, except in cases where the activity 
is appropriately classified as Construction. (Example: Food Manufacturing, Textile Product 
Mills, Apparel Manufacturing, Wood Product Manufacturing, Chemical Manufacturing.) 

42  
(Wholesale Trade) 

Establishments engaged in wholesaling merchandise, generally without transformation, 
and rendering services incidental to the sale of merchandise. Includes the outputs of 
agriculture, mining, manufacturing, and certain information industries, such as publishing. 
(Example:, Furniture and Home Furnishing Merchant Wholesalers, Household Appliances 
and Electrical and Electronic Goods Merchant Wholesalers.) 

48-49 
(Transportation & 

Warehousing) 

Industries providing transportation of passengers and cargo, warehousing and storage for 
goods, scenic and sightseeing transportation, and support activities related to modes of 
transportation. Establishments in these industries use transportation equipment or 
transportation related facilities as a productive asset. Modes of transportation include air, 
rail, water, road, and pipeline. (Example: Freight Trucking Companies, Warehousing and 
Storage, Couriers and Delivery Services.) 

Source: North American Industry Classification System United States, Executive Office of the President 
Office of Management And Budget, 2017 
 
There is no readily available information to separate the warehousing activity into 
establishments primarily registered as manufacturing or wholesale under the CBP database. 
Since this data is only available at the county level, it is not possible to make a detailed 
analysis. The historic comparison at the county level can only provide a high-level insight as a 
basis for comparison to support verification and validation of other data sources. 
 
Figure 1 through 3 are a series of graphs detailing both the number of establishments and the 
number of employees for the uses identified in Table 1 in Riverside County between 2005 and 
2015 based on CBP data and categorized by NAICS sectors. The number of manufacturing 
establishments and employees declined in Riverside County during the 2008 to 2012 recession. 
Although they have rebounded somewhat, they have not yet returned to their pre-recession 
levels (see Figure 1). In contrast, Transportation & Warehousing employment rose more than 
50% during the 2005 to 2015 period (see Figure 2). Wholesale Trade increased modestly over 
the same period (see Figure 3). 
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MANUFACTURING 

 Figure 1. Manufacturing Establishments and Employment in Riverside County, 2005-
2015 

 
 
TRANSPORTATION & WAREHOUSING 

Figure 2. Transportation & Warehousing Establishments and Employment in Riverside 

County, 2005-2015 

 
 

 
WHOLESALE 

Figure 3. Wholesaling Establishments and Employment in Riverside County, 2005-2015 

 
 
Source: Census County Business Pattern data 2005-2015   
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As of 2015, the most recent year for which data are available, these three sectors continue to 
be dominated by small establishments, with at least 85% of establishments in each category 
having fewer than 20 employees. Countywide, there are only 17 establishments with 500 or 
more employees (five in manufacturing, eight in transportation and warehousing, and four in 
wholesale trade), and only five with 1,000 or more employees (one in manufacturing and four 
in transportation & warehousing). 

 
Table 2: Distribution of Establishments by Industry Category, 2015 

Employees Manufacturing 
Transportation and 

warehousing 
Wholesale 

trade Sum 

1 to 4 employees 587 761 983 2,331 
5 to 9 employees 265 204 335 804 

10 to 19 employees 216 121 258 595 
20 to 49 employees 207 78 143 428 
50 to 99 employees 109 37 54 200 

100 to 249 employees 87 23 20 130 
250 to 499 employees 19 15 9 43 
500 to 999 employees 4 4 4 12 

1,000 employees or 1 4 0 5 
All establishments 1495 1247 1806 4,548 

 
Large manufacturing and wholesale establishments have significantly higher warehousing 
activities than smaller ones. Therefore, it is worthwhile to examine the pattern in growth of 
large establishments in Riverside County (Figure 4 and Table 3). Although the overall number 
of establishments with 100 or more employees has decreased since 2008 in the manufacturing 
and wholesale trade sectors, it has increased in the transportation & warehousing sector. 
Additionally, the number of establishments with 1,000 or more employees in the 
transportation & warehousing sector grew from one to four during this period. 
 
Figure 4 and Table 3 demonstrate a general growth trend in each of these three market 
sectors following the effects of the Great Recession causing declines, particularly in the 
manufacturing sector.  These data also demonstrate considerable diversity in the size of the 
businesses within this sector in terms of total employees, with a general trend toward more 
numerous small businesses compared to large businesses.  The general trend for growth in 
these market sectors that directly and indirectly include warehousing and logistics related 
activities, as well as the diversity in business sizes, support inclusion of the full range of these 
activities in each sector be considered to assess the extent of associated transportation impacts 
and mitigation needs. 
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Figure 4.  Change in number of establishments with 100+ employees in Riverside County, 
2008-2015. 

 
 

Although building area is very desirable for the purpose of this study, Census does not provide 
any information about the square footage of warehouses or other establishments.  Census, and 
therefore by reference other regional socio-economic forecasts like those developed by SCAG, 
are based on employees.   
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Table 3. Growth in Establishments with 50+ Employees, 2008-2015 

Manufacturing 

Employees 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 

100-249 106 80 74 80 82 81 84 87 

250-499 24 19 20 17 19 20 21 19 

500-999 7 5 2 4 4 4 4 4 

1000+ 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

Total 139 105 97 102 106 106 110 111 

Transportation and warehousing 

Employees 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 

100-249 25 15 17 20 22 28 25 23 

250-499 13 16 11 8 7 8 9 15 

500-999 5 2 4 3 5 3 3 4 

1000+ 1 1 1 3 1 2 2 4 

Total 44 34 33 34 35 41 39 46 

Wholesale trade 

Employees 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 

100-249 29 21 19 20 22 22 23 20 

250-499 7 9 9 11 10 12 11 9 

500-999 3 3 3 2 2 1 2 4 

1000+ 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 0 

Total 40 34 33 34 35 36 37 33 
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2.2. INFOGROUP GEOCODED DATABASE (SIC CODE) 

Infogroup’s2 database provides information about businesses’ location, size, and industry 
classification code. Although the data does not provide a complete list of all establishments, it 
has sufficient quality and coverage that it can be used to gain an extensive understanding of 
land uses and concentration of activities in various parts of the county.  
 
Commercial establishments are organized by SIC code. In addition, the data is further broken 
down by number of employees at each establishment. Using this data, it is possible to get an 
idea of both the scope and scale of various industries in Riverside County. For informational 
purposes, a short description of each of the SIC categories relevant to this analysis is provided 
below. 

 
Table 4. Description of Selected SIC Categories 

Industry Code Brief Description 

20-39 
(Manufacturing) 

Establishments engaged in the mechanical or chemical transformation of materials or 
substances into new products. Usually described as plants, factories, or mills and 
characteristically use power driven machines and materials handling equipment. 
Establishments engaged in assembling component parts of manufactured products are also 
considered manufacturing if the new product is neither a structure nor other fixed 
improvement. Also included is the blending of materials, such as lubricating oils, plastics 
resins, or liquors. 

42 
(Transportation & 

Warehousing) 

Establishments furnishing local or long-distance trucking or transfer services, or those 
engaged in the storage of farm products, furniture and other household goods, or 
commercial goods of any nature. The operation of terminal facilities for handling freight, with 
or without maintenance facilities, is also included. 

50-51 
(Wholesale Trade) 

Establishments primarily engaged in selling merchandise to retailers; to industrial, 
commercial, institutional, farm, construction contractors, or professional business users; or to 
other wholesalers; or acting as agents or brokers in buying merchandise for or selling 
merchandise to such persons or companies. 

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Occupational Safety & Health Administration 

 
As shown on Figure 5, manufacturing establishments of all sizes (by primary or secondary SIC) 
are most heavily concentrated in Corona and Riverside along major freeway corridors, 
although the figure also demonstrates these activities are broadly distributed across the 
urbanized areas of Riverside County. Other areas with high concentrations include Mira Loma, 
Murrieta and Temecula. Corona, Riverside and Temecula are the only cities that contain 
manufacturing establishments with more than 500 employees. 

                                                 
2	Infogroup	is	a	private	vendor	of	data	on	businesses.	
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Represented on Figure 6, transportation & warehousing establishments with fewer than 50 
employees are dispersed throughout the county, with the highest concentrations of 
establishments in Riverside, Corona and Temecula. Based on the primary SIC, only one 
establishment exceeds 50 employees and it is located in Mira Loma. Based on the secondary 
SIC, seven additional warehouse establishments have more than 50 employees; they are 
located in Corona, Mira Loma, Palm Desert and Riverside. 
 

A total of 2,237 establishments countywide are characterized in wholesale trade as a primary 
function (Figure 7). This is several times larger than either manufacturing (567) or 
warehousing & transportation (483). Wholesale establishments of all sizes are similarly 
dispersed across the urbanized areas of the county, with some degree of concentration in 
Corona, Riverside and Temecula. There are six large wholesale establishments classified under 
primary code 50 and 51, with more than 500 employees in Coachella, Moreno Valley and 
Temecula. Based on the secondary SIC, there are also large wholesale establishments in Corona 
and Perris. In addition, there are 10 wholesale establishments with more than 500 employees 
in Perris. 
 
It should be noted that there is no manufacturing, warehousing & transportation, or wholesale 
establishments of significance currently identified in the dataset within Blythe or the greater 
Palo Verde Valley.  For this reason, the study effort will primarily focus on development 
activity in Western Riverside County and the Coachella Valley. 
 
The overall number of establishments in each category is broadly consistent with the CBP 
numbers for Wholesale Trade, but not for Manufacturing and Transportation & Warehousing, 
where CBP shows a significantly larger number of establishments countywide. This is to be 
expected, given that CBP aims to be comprehensive, whereas Infogroup seeks to provide a 
sample and may take a more conservative approach in defining establishments. The Infogroup 
data is, however, useful in providing some idea of where establishments are or are not 
concentrated within the county. For each category, however, Infogroup appears to capture 
about a third of the establishments identified by CBP.  Recognizing the limitations of the 
respective datasets, each provides useful information to validate and augment data derived 
from established regional sources, like SCAG, for the purposes of completing this study.    
  

281
586

Item 19.



RCTC Truck Study and Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee 
Technical Memorandum 1: Existing and Future Conditions 

 

Page 11 
 

Figure 5.  Distribution of Employment in Riverside County, Manufacturing 
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Figure 6.  Distribution of Employment in Riverside County, Transportation & Warehousing 
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Figure 7.  Distribution of Employment in Riverside County, Wholesale Trade 
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2.3. SCAG WAREHOUSE STUDY 

SCAG’s Industrial Warehouse Study provides estimates of existing and future warehouse 
square footage. Unfortunately at the time of preparing this report, this study was not officially 
released and therefore associated data were not able to be access for this study. The 
information presented here are based on land use data provided in the SCAG Heavy Duty Truck 
Model (HDT) developed for the 2016 RTP. 
 
Warehouses are classified as High-Cube and Low-Cube in the SCAG HDT model. The high-cube 
warehouse is generally defined as a building with over 200,000 square feet of floor area and 
with a ceiling height of 24 feet or higher. The primary use of high-cube warehouses is storage, 
consolidation, and distribution of manufactured goods.  
 
A high-cube warehouse is distinguished from a low-cube, or traditional, warehouse by several 
factors. Most prominent among these is a relative lack of automation in low-cube warehouses, 
leading to a larger number of human employees. High-cube warehouses, on the other hand, 
takes advantage of a very high degree of automation. 
 
In addition, the two types are differentiated by economies of scale. Low-cube, traditional 
warehouses tend to be smaller on a square footage basis, with lower degree of automation, but 
higher employee per square feet ratio. High-cube warehouses process larger shipments with 
fewer employees relative to the warehouse’s square footage. This means that, as compared to 
high-cube warehouses, low-cube warehouses generate fewer truck trips per employee (owing 
to the relatively larger number of employees proportional to size) but more truck trips per 
thousand square feet (because of smaller size of warehouse and smaller size of shipments). 
 
By way of example, automation may mean that employees at a high-cube warehouse are able 
to handle higher shipment volumes than their counterparts at low-cube warehouses. Not only 
are total shipment volumes likely to be higher, but each individual shipment is likely to be 
larger. This means that truck trips are divided over a smaller number of employees. A low-
cube warehouse will handle, on average, smaller shipments, and need a comparatively larger 
number of employees to handle them. This means that those truck trips handled at a low-cube 
warehouse will be spread over a larger number of employees. 
 
Based on information in 2016 SCAG HDT model, Riverside County is home to 76 million square 
feet of high-cube and low-cube warehouse space, and it is projected to grow through 
approximately 2030, before leveling off in expectation of market competition from other land 
uses. It is anticipated that in the long term, the attractiveness of other land uses and a lack of 

286
591

Item 19.



RCTC Truck Study and Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee 
Technical Memorandum 1: Existing and Future Conditions 

 

Page 15 
 

easily developable land will exert downward pressure on the growth of warehouse square 
footage and employment in Riverside County. The changes predicted by this forecast are 
indicated in the figures below. By either measure (number of employment or square footage), 
the increase in warehouse capacity in Riverside County will be substantial during the 2012 to 
2040 period, and constitutes both high-cube and low-cube warehouse growth. It is important 
to note that the comparison between 2012 and other years is not possible since the definition 
of “warehouse area” between 2012 baseline scenario and other scenarios are not consistent. 
The area shown in 2012 includes total available floor space, while the area shown in 2016 and 
years after includes only planned occupied floor space. Therefore the comparison analysis are 
only presented based on 2016 and 2040 scenarios for consistency.  
 
As shown on Figure 8 and Figure 9, although both high-cube and low-cube warehouse 
capacity are projected to increase substantially between 2016 and 2040, the increase for low-
cube warehouse space is from 20,111 KSF to 31,232 KSF during this period (55%). This is 
significantly greater on a percentage basis (but lower in absolute terms) than the anticipated 
increase for high-cube warehouses space, from 56,393 KSF to 69,410 KSF (23%). As shown in 
detail on Table 5, and Table 6, this difference is somewhat less pronounced for employment, 
with low-cube warehouses increasing from 3,819 to 7,427 employees (94%), but with high-cube 
warehouses increasing from 3,256 employees to 6,185 by 2040 (90%). 
 
It is important to remember that these forecasts are based on model data that must be 
considered in the context of modeling limitations. The addition or subtraction of just a few 
projects, particularly on the scale of high-cube warehouses, has the potential to make real-
world conditions significantly different from the model’s prediction.  Despite the limitations in 
the model data, the anticipated growth in both high-cube and low-cube warehousing activity 
reiterates the appropriateness of considering all warehousing and logistics related uses as part 
of this study effort to assess the full transportation system impacts of this anticipated growth.   
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Figure 8.  Warehouse Area Trend from 2012-2040 in Riverside County 

 
* The area shown in 2012 includes total available floor space. The area shown in 2016 and years 
after includes planned occupied floor space. 

Source: SCAG 2016 RTP   
 

Figure 9.  Warehouse Employment Trend from 2012 to 2040 in Riverside County 

 
* The area shown in 2012 includes total available floor space. The area shown in 2016 and years 
after includes planned occupied floor space. 

Source: SCAG 2016 RTP   
 
Table 5 and Table 6 show the employment ratio per 1000 square feet of each warehouse 
category. Based on SCAG information, the employee ratio for low-cube warehouse is at least 
twice higher than the ratio for high-cube warehouse. The tables also reflect a modest increase 
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over time in the ratio of employees per KSF for both high-cube and low-cube warehouses, 
although it not clear why this ratio is increasing in future year.   
 

Table 5. High-Cube Warehouse Trends in Riverside County, 2012-2040 

Year Warehouse Area (square feet) Employment 
 

Employee/KSF 

2012* 41,281,541 1,793           0.04  

2016 48,837,363 2,810           0.06  

2020 56,393,177 3,819           0.07  

2030 64,664,947 6,120           0.09 

2040 69,410,192 7,427           0.11  

 

Table 6. Low-Cube Warehouse Trends in Riverside County, 2012-2040 

Year Warehouse Area (square feet) Employment Employee/KSF 

2012* 8,833,418 1,804           0.20  

2016 14,472,627 2,533           0.18  

2020 20,111,826 3,256           0.16  

2030 26,810,782 5,070           0.19  

2040 31,231,977 6,185           0.20  

* The area shown in 2012 includes total available floor space. The area shown in 2016 and years 
after includes planned occupied floor space. 

Source: SCAG 2016 RTP   
 
Table 7 shows the anticipated growth in high- and low-cube warehouse space in each Traffic 
Analysis Zone (TAZ) in Riverside County that has warehouse space. The rightmost column in 
the chart provides the sum in growth of both high- and low-cube warehouses during the 
period from 2016 to 2040.  
 
SCAG’s forecast anticipates that warehouse square footage growth will be highly concentrated. 
A single TAZ on the outskirts of Moreno Valley accounts for 56.3% of the expected growth 
between 2016 and 2040, and the 10 TAZs with the highest expected growth (on an absolute 
basis) will account for 90.3% of the county’s overall warehouse growth in this period. Of the 
top 10, three are located in Moreno Valley, two are located in Coachella, and one each are 
located in Corona, Perris, Lake Elsinore, Jurupa Valley, and Hemet.  The spatial distribution of 
this forecast reflects known warehousing and logistics development plans (like the World 
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Logistics Center in Moreno Valley) along with the influences of declining land availability in 
the region for warehouse and logistics related uses over time, especially high-cube uses that 
demand larger sites with transportation system accessibility.  This influence of declining land 
availability is also reflected in the leveling off of the forecast rate of growth described 
previously, which accounts for the exhaustion of readily available land in later forecast years 
and the associated economics of locating highest and best value land uses making it less 
desirable to locate additional warehousing and logistics uses in Riverside County.      
 
Table 7. Amount of Warehouse Space by TAZs in Riverside County (KSF) 

TAZ_ID 
High‐
cube 

2016 

Low‐
cube 

2016 

High‐
cube 

2020 

Low‐
cube 

2020 

High‐
cube 

2030 

Low‐
cube 

2030 

High‐
cube 

2040 

Low‐
cube 

2040 

Total 
Change 

from 2016‐
2040 

Percent 
change 
from  
2016 ‐ 
2040 

Percent of 
total 

growth 
countywide 

43344  5,417  2,323  10,834  4,646  16,778  7,201  20,136  8,628  21,024  271.63%  56.31% 

43336  641  1,497  1,282  2,993  2,421  5,657  3,198  7,461  8,521  398.55%  22.82% 

43338  101  231  202  462  297  696  355  822  845  254.52%  2.26% 

43148  4,437  410  4,437  614  4,438  892  4,437  1,029  619  12.77%  1.66% 

43571 ‐ ‐ ‐ ‐ 382 ‐ 594 ‐ 594 0.00%  1.59% 

43130  2,050  465  2,050  465  2,050  545  2,050  988  522  20.80%  1.40% 

43364  ‐  182  ‐  182  221  232  331  293  442  242.86%  1.18% 

43573  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  281  ‐  421  ‐  421  0.00%  1.13% 

43302  655  ‐  1,072  ‐  1,072  ‐  1,072  ‐  417  63.66%  1.12% 

43305  302  ‐  604  ‐  604  ‐  604  ‐  302  100.00%  0.81% 

43264  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  200  ‐  300  ‐  300  0.00%  0.80% 

43187  ‐  119  ‐  239  ‐  299  ‐  340  221  185.71%  0.59% 

43575  156  37  311  75  311  75  311  75  193  100.00%  0.52% 

43260  2,031  820  2,031  1,  2,032  1,002  2,031  1,002  180  6.38%  0.48% 

43452  172  ‐  343  ‐  344  ‐  343  ‐  172  99.42%  0.46% 

43345  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  109  ‐  163  163  0.00%  0.44% 

43448 ‐ 60 ‐ 119 ‐ 180 ‐ 209 150 248.33%  0.40% 

43286  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  87  ‐  149  149  0.00%  0.40% 

43332  101  44  202  88  202  88  202  88  145  100.00%  0.39% 

43249  3,197  1,716  3,197  1,860  3,198  1,864  3,197  1,860  144  2.93%  0.39% 

43395  131  ‐  262  ‐  262  ‐  262  ‐  131  100.00%  0.35% 

43415 2,992 244 2,992 244 2,993 328 2,992 369 124 3.86%  0.33% 

43134  474  454  474  509  474  554  474  574  120  12.93%  0.32% 

43454  119  ‐  237  ‐  237  ‐  237  ‐  119  99.16%  0.32% 

43168  491  ‐  491  ‐  491  77  491  116  116  23.63%  0.31% 
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TAZ_ID 
High‐
cube 

2016 

Low‐
cube 

2016 

High‐
cube 

2020 

Low‐
cube 

2020 

High‐
cube 

2030 

Low‐
cube 

2030 

High‐
cube 

2040 

Low‐
cube 

2040 

Total 
Change 

from 2016‐
2040 

Percent 
change 
from  
2016 ‐ 
2040 

Percent of 
total 

growth 
countywide 

43409 ‐ ‐ ‐ ‐ ‐ 72 ‐ 108 108 0.00%  0.29% 

43366  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  59  ‐  89  89  0.00%  0.24% 

43236  ‐  83  ‐  165  ‐  165  ‐  165  83  98.80%  0.22% 

43399  ‐  81  ‐  162  ‐  163  ‐  162  81  100.00%  0.22% 

43265  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  53  ‐  80  80  0.00%  0.21% 

43488  ‐  78  ‐  155  ‐  156  ‐  155  78  98.72%  0.21% 

43563  308  162  308  162  308  208  308  232  70  14.89%  0.19% 

43246  328  487  328  547  328  548  328  547  61  7.36%  0.16% 

43276  ‐  59  ‐  117  ‐  118  ‐  117  59  98.31%  0.16% 

43429 ‐ 57 ‐ 115 ‐ 115 ‐ 115 57 101.75%  0.15% 

43162  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  33  ‐  56  56  0.00%  0.15% 

43181  821  61  821  61  822  95  821  112  51  5.78%  0.14% 

43420 286 48 286 96 286 97 286 96 48 14.37%  0.13% 

43261  ‐  120  ‐  163  ‐  163  ‐  163  43  35.83%  0.12% 

43136  289  193  289  233  289  233  289  233  40  8.30%  0.11% 

43310  ‐  40  ‐  80  ‐  80  ‐  80  40  100.00%  0.11% 

43125  5,048  692  5,048  727  5,049  729  5,048  727  36  0.61%  0.10% 

43474  ‐  32  ‐  65  ‐  65  ‐  65  32  103.13%  0.09% 

43397  ‐  31  ‐  62  ‐  62  ‐  62  31  100.00%  0.08% 

43188  380  145  380  175  380  175  380  175  30  5.71%  0.08% 

43214  ‐  285  ‐  311  ‐  312  ‐  311  27  9.12%  0.07% 

TOTAL  30,927  11,256  38,481  15,892  46,750  23,587  51,498  28,016  37,334  88.50%  100.00% 

Source: SCAG Warehouse Study 
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Figure 10.  High Cube Warehouse Area in Riverside County in 2016 by SCAG Tier I TAZ 
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Figure 11.  Low Cube Warehouse Area in Riverside County in 2016 by SCAG Tier I TAZ 
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Figure 12. SCAG Expected High Cube Warehouse Area Growth in Riverside County 2016 to 2040 by SCAG Tier I TAZ 
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Figure 13.  SCAG Expected Low Cube Warehouse Area Growth in Riverside County 2016 to 2040 by SCAG Tier I TAZ 
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3. TRUCK COUNTS 

The SCAG RTP 2016 uses a comprehensive truck count database (2012-2013 counts) for HDT 
model calibration. This information helps to understand the magnitude of trucking activities 
on various segments of highway. This database has 74 locations on state and interstate 
facilities in Riverside County, as indicated in the following table. SCAG is currently conducting 
a project to update this database using 2016 counts. Table 8 summarizes available truck counts 
on the state highway system in Riverside County. By comparing actual truck counts and GPS 
sample truck O-D information, it is possible to validate data derived from the SCAG regional 
model as well as estimate the share of truck traffic on each segment that is generated in 
Riverside County relative to the through traffic (trips with both origin and destination outside 
of the county) 

 
Table 8. SCAG 2013 Truck Classification Count Locations within Riverside County 

Facility TYPE ON STREET CROSS STREET CROSS STREET 2 

Interstate I 10 (REDLANDS FWY) EB Main St SH 111 

Interstate I 10 (REDLANDS FWY) EB Main St SH 111 

Interstate I 10 (REDLANDS FWY) WB Main St SH 111 

Interstate I 10 (REDLANDS FWY) WB Main St SH 111 

Interstate I 10 EB WEST OF MESA DR 

Interstate I 10 EB Dillon Rd 
Aqueduct Rd 
Intchg 

Interstate I 10 EB WEST OF MESA DR 

Interstate I 10 EB Dillon Rd 
Aqueduct Rd 
Intchg 

Interstate I 10 EB (Sonny Bono Memorial Fwy) N Gene Autry Trl Date Palm Dr 

Interstate I 10 EB (Sonny Bono Memorial Fwy) N Gene Autry Trl Date Palm Dr 

Interstate I 10 WB WEST OF MESA DR 

Interstate I 10 WB Dillon Rd 
Aqueduct Rd 
Intchg 

Interstate I 10 WB WEST OF MESA DR 

Interstate I 10 WB Dillon Rd 
Aqueduct Rd 
Intchg 

Interstate 
I 10 WB (Sonny Bono Memorial 
Fwy) 

N Gene Autry Trl Date Palm Dr 

Interstate 
I 10 WB (Sonny Bono Memorial 
Fwy) 

N Gene Autry Trl Date Palm Dr 

Interstate I 15 (ONTARIO FWY) NB 68th St Detroit St 

Interstate I 15 (ONTARIO FWY) NB 68th St Detroit St 

Interstate I 15 (ONTARIO FWY) SB 68th St Detroit St 
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Facility TYPE ON STREET CROSS STREET CROSS STREET 2 

Interstate I 15 (ONTARIO FWY) SB 68th St Detroit St 

Interstate I 15 (TEMECULA VALLEY FWY) NB Temescal Canyon Rd Lake St 

Interstate I 15 (TEMECULA VALLEY FWY) NB Baxter Rd Clinton Keith Rd 

Interstate I 15 (TEMECULA VALLEY FWY) NB Temescal Canyon Rd Lake St 

Interstate I 15 (TEMECULA VALLEY FWY) NB Baxter Rd Clinton Keith Rd 

Interstate I 15 (TEMECULA VALLEY FWY) SB Temescal Canyon Rd Lake St 

Interstate I 15 (TEMECULA VALLEY FWY) SB Baxter Rd Clinton Keith Rd 

Interstate I 15 (TEMECULA VALLEY FWY) SB Temescal Canyon Rd Lake St 

Interstate I 15 (TEMECULA VALLEY FWY) SB Baxter Rd Clinton Keith Rd 

Interstate I 215 (ESCONDIDO FWY) NB W Nuevo Rd North D St 

Interstate I 215 (ESCONDIDO FWY) NB Keller Rd Clinton Keith Rd 

Interstate I 215 (ESCONDIDO FWY) NB W Nuevo Rd North D St 

Interstate I 215 (ESCONDIDO FWY) NB Keller Rd Clinton Keith Rd 

Interstate I 215 (ESCONDIDO FWY) SB W Nuevo Rd North D St 

Interstate I 215 (ESCONDIDO FWY) SB Keller Rd Clinton Keith Rd 

Interstate I 215 (ESCONDIDO FWY) SB W Nuevo Rd North D St 

Interstate I 215 (ESCONDIDO FWY) SB Keller Rd Clinton Keith Rd 

Interstate I 215 (RIVERSIDE FWY) NB Center St Columbia Ave 

Interstate I 215 (RIVERSIDE FWY) NB Center St Columbia Ave 

Interstate I 215 (RIVERSIDE FWY) SB Center St Columbia Ave 

Interstate I 215 (RIVERSIDE FWY) SB Center St Columbia Ave 

State Route-Full Access E PALM CANYON DR N Gene Autry Trl Golf Club Dr 

State Route-Full Access E PALM CANYON DR N Gene Autry Trl Golf Club Dr 

State Route-Full Access Grapefruit Blvd Ave 48 Ave 49 

State Route-Full Access Grapefruit Blvd At 
Imperial / Riverside 
County Line 

State Route-Full Access Grapefruit Blvd Ave 48 Ave 49 

State Route-Full Access Grapefruit Blvd At 
Imperial / Riverside 
County Line 

State Route-Full Access PINACATE RD Antelope Rd Palomar Rd 

State Route-Full Access PINACATE RD Antelope Rd Palomar Rd 

State Route-Full Access S 71 (CORONA EXPY) NB EUCLID AVE 
S 91 (RIVERSIDE 
FWY) 

State Route-Full Access S 71 (CORONA EXPY) NB EUCLID AVE 
S 91 (RIVERSIDE 
FWY) 

State Route-Full Access S 71 (CORONA EXPY) SB EUCLID AVE 
S 91 (RIVERSIDE 
FWY) 

State Route-Full Access S 71 (CORONA EXPY) SB EUCLID AVE 
S 91 (RIVERSIDE 
FWY) 

State Route-Full Access S 74 (PINES TO PALMS HIGHWAY) Santa Rosa Rd PALM CANYON DR 
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Facility TYPE ON STREET CROSS STREET CROSS STREET 2 

State Route-Full Access S 74 (PINES TO PALMS HIGHWAY) Santa Rosa Rd PALM CANYON DR 

State Route-Full Access 
State Highway 74 / Pines to Palms 
Hwy 

South of Portola Ave 

State Route-Full Access 
State Highway 74 / Pines to Palms 
Hwy 

South of Portola Ave 

State Route-Full Access WINCHESTER RD Thompson Rd Pourroy Rd 

State Route-Full Access WINCHESTER RD Thompson Rd Pourroy Rd 

State Route-Full Access WINCHESTER RD Thompson Rd Pourroy Rd 

State Route-Limited Access S 60 (Moreno Valley Fwy) EB Moreno Beach Dr Redlands Blvd 

State Route-Limited Access S 60 (Moreno Valley Fwy) EB Moreno Beach Dr Redlands Blvd 

State Route-Limited Access S 60 (Moreno Valley Fwy) WB Moreno Beach Dr Redlands Blvd 

State Route-Limited Access S 60 (Moreno Valley Fwy) WB Moreno Beach Dr Redlands Blvd 

State Route-Limited Access S 60 (POMONA FWY) EB Hall Ave Market St 

State Route-Limited Access S 60 (POMONA FWY) EB Hall Ave Market St 

State Route-Limited Access S 60 (POMONA FWY) WB Hall Ave Market St 

State Route-Limited Access S 60 (POMONA FWY) WB Hall Ave Market St 

State Route-Limited Access S 91 (Riverside Fwy) EB 
Chino Valley Fwy (SH 
71) 

Serfas Club Dr/  
Auto Center Dr 

State Route-Limited Access S 91 (Riverside Fwy) EB 
Chino Valley Fwy (SH 
71) 

Serfas Club Dr/  
Auto Center Dr 

State Route-Limited Access S 91 (Riverside Fwy) WB 
Chino Valley Fwy (SH 
71) 

Serfas Club Dr/  
Auto Center Dr 

State Route-Limited Access S 91 (Riverside Fwy) WB 
Chino Valley Fwy (SH 
71) 

Serfas Club Dr/ 
 Auto Center Dr 

State Route-Limited Access State Hwy 86 NB Dillon Rd 50th Ave 

State Route-Limited Access State Hwy 86 NB Dillon Rd 50th Ave 

State Route-Limited Access State Hwy 86 SB Dillon Rd 50th Ave 

State Route-Limited Access State Hwy 86 SB Dillon Rd 50th Ave 

 

 
Caltrans regularly conducts vehicle classification counts on different segments of the highway 
network. The 2015 counts are presented in Table 9. 
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Table 9. CALTRANS Truck Counts Database 

 

ID Route 
Post 
mile 

Leg 
Description and 

Approximate 
Location 

Vehicle 
AADT 
Total 

Truck 
AADT 
Total 

Truck % 
Total 

Vehicle 

Truck AADT Total by number 
of Axles 

% Truck AADT by number of 
Axles 

2 3 4 5 2 3 4 5 

1  10  R58.89  A  Dillon Rd. 
(Coachella)  25,000  8,693  35  1,110  198  94  7,291  12.8  2.3  1.1  83.9 

2  10  R105.087  B  Jct. Rte. 177 North 
(Desert Center)  24,600  8,693  35  1,110  198  94  7,291  12.8  2.3  1.1  83.9 

3  10  R105.087  A  Jct. Rte. 177 North 
(Desert Center)  23,700  8,721  37  1,128  169  96  7,328  12.9  1.9  1.1  84.0 

4  10  R149.15  B  Jct. Rte. 78 South 
(Blythe)  25,300  8,730  35  1,053  177  133  7,367  12.1  2.0  1.5  84.4 

5  10  R149.15  A  Jct. Rte. 78 South 
(Blythe)  27,000  8,881  33  1,174  197  108  7,402  13.2  2.2  1.2  83.3 

6  15  22.277  B  Jct. Rte. 74 (Lake 
Elsinore)  125,000  9,331  7  4,736  664  307  3,624  50.8  7.1  3.3  38.8 

Source: Caltrans 2015 Truck counts.
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4. TRUCK O-D AND ROUTING 

A sample of mobile device and GPS truck trajectory data for weekdays in September 2016 was 
purchased from Streetlight® for this study. This data was used to identify truck origin-
destination (O-D) patterns between zones in Riverside County, and between Riverside County 
and other regions, in part to validate similar information derived from the SCAG model. This 
data is also particularly helpful in identifying the share of through trips (trips with origin and 
destination outside of Riverside County, but passing through the county).  
 
For the purposes of the O-D analysis, the TAZs in SCAG model were aggregated into 22 zones 
representing Riverside County and 11 zones representing the SCAG region outside Riverside 
County. Figure 14 shows the boundaries of these zones. 
 
This Streetlight data is classified by truck weights: heavy-duty trucks and medium-duty trucks. 
Heavy-duty trucks are those with minimum gross weight of 26,000 pounds. The medium-duty 
trucks are those with gross weight between 14,000 and 26,000 pounds. 
 
Table 10 and Table 11 show the O-D distribution for these two truck categories within the 
SCAG counties. Trips with at least one end external to the region are excluded from these 
tables. The GPS data was used to create a detailed O-D distribution between the 33 identified 
zones, which will be used by the team to fine-tune the model forecasts. In this analysis 
intermediate stops (less than 30 minutes), which are presumably for fuel or food, are 
eliminated so that long-distance trips are not mistaken for a series of short-distance trips. 
These tables show the share of each O-D pair in entire SCAG region. For example,15% of heavy 
duty truck trips in the SCAG region originate in Riverside County. Additionally, 7.3% of heavy 
duty truck trips and 10.4% of medium duty truck trips in the SCAG region start and end in 
Riverside County. This is reasonable because smaller trucks tends to travel shorter distances to 
perform multiple local deliveries. 
 
 

302
607

Item 19.



RCTC Truck Study and Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee 
Technical Memorandum 1: Existing and Future Conditions 

 

Page 29 
 

Table 10. Heavy-Duty Truck O-D Distribution in SCAG Region 

 
 

Table 11. Medium-Duty Truck O-D Distribution in SCAG Region 

 
 
Trips between zones for medium- and heavy-duty trucks are shown on Table 12 and Table 13, 
respectively. For medium trucks, all 20 of the O-D pairs with the highest number of trips are 
the same zone (namely, short trips remaining within the same zone). The more frequent trip 
between two different zones is from Zone 14 to 21 (adjacent zones in the desert), which 
accounts for 31% of the traffic originating from Zone 14.  
 
The situation is similar for heavy-duty trucks, where the 12 O-D pairs with the highest number 
of trips are the same zone. The most frequent trip between Zone 1 (northwestern Riverside 
County) and Zone 30 (southwestern San Bernardino County), accounting for 26% of trips from 
Zone 1. Beyond this, the most frequent trips are from Zone 17 to Zone 30 and from Zone 19 to 
Zone 31 (both 25% of trips originating from those respective links). 
 

O                     D Imperial Los Angeles Orange Riverside San Bernardino Ventura Total

Imperial 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.1% 0.0% 1%

Los Angeles 0.0% 25.8% 2.0% 2.3% 6.0% 0.6% 37%

Orange 0.0% 2.1% 3.0% 0.5% 1.1% 0.1% 7%

Riverside 0.1% 2.4% 0.5% 7.3% 5.0% 0.1% 15%

San Bernardino 0.1% 6.3% 1.2% 5.1% 25.1% 0.2% 38%

Ventura 0.0% 0.6% 0.0% 0.1% 0.2% 1.0% 2%

Total 1% 37% 7% 16% 37% 2% 100%

O                    D Imperial Los Angeles Orange Riverside San Bernardino Ventura Total

Imperial 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1%

Los Angeles 0.0% 46.1% 2.2% 0.7% 1.6% 0.7% 51%

Orange 0.0% 2.2% 13.0% 0.5% 0.4% 0.0% 16%

Riverside 0.1% 0.7% 0.5% 10.4% 1.6% 0.0% 13%

San Bernardino 0.0% 1.6% 0.4% 1.6% 9.6% 0.0% 13%

Ventura 0.0% 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.9% 5%

Total 1% 51% 16% 13% 13% 5% 100%
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The distribution of trips on 29 selected segments of the highway network in Riverside County 
were also investigated. This analysis used a sample of GPS truck trip trajectories to understand 
the origin-destination of trips on a given facility. In this analysis, intermediate stops are 
included and counted as separate trips since these trips will contribute to congestion on local 
streets. 
 
Table 14 shows the share of truck trips generated in Riverside County compared to the share 
of truck trips generated in SCAG area from the total truck traffic on each of the links. For 
heavy-duty trucks, Riverside County generated the most traffic on Links 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 
23. Of these links, three are located on SR-60, two are located on I-215, and one is located on 
SR-91. Overall, Riverside is a comparatively bigger generator of medium-duty truck trips, 
although the busiest links are similar: Links 17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 23, and 24. Of these, three are on 
I-215, two are on SR-60, and two are on SR-91. 
 
The patterns identified by these data are particularly useful for validating and refining other 
data sources as the basis for determining the fair share of trips generated by warehousing and 
logistics uses in Riverside County compared to those trips (or the portion of trips) generated 
by uses outside of the county. 
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Table 12. Distribution of Trips by Zone for Medium-Duty Trucks (% by Destination) 

D
O  1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  SUM 

1  18  2  4  4      1        1            6  3  1  1      3  1    3  2    7  21  11  1    100 
2  2  21  5  15    2  4    1  1  1  2            1  5  5      1      2  1    4  8  10  2    100 
3  1    51  6  4          1  2            3              1    2  2    8  7  3  1    100 
4  2  5  11  36  2  2  3    1  1  3            2  1  2  3            2  1    5  7  5      100 
5      15  4  30  2      1  5  11            1              1    2  2    8  5  3      100 
6    1  3  7  3  29  6    5  10  4                  5        1    2  1    4  7  4  2    100 
7    2  2  7    4  34  2  3  3  2  2              1  7        1    1  1    3  9  8  1    100 
8  1  4  2  4    2  23  6  8  2  2  6  2            2  5      4      4  2  2  2  7  7      100 
9      2  4    2  3    53  6  7  3  1              1                  2  4  3      100 
10      4  2  5  5  3    9  33  15  1              1  2            1      4  4  3  1    100 
11      3  2  5  1      4  7  60                                    3  3  2      100 
12      1  2      1    3  1  1  45  7                4  2        2  1    1  7  11  1    100 
13                        3  61                24                  1  1  3    100 
14                      2  6  7  25  2            31  12  1          2  2  3        100 
15                        3  6    50  10          14  3  1            1  2  2  4    100 
16                        1  2    9  76          2  2                1    2    100 
17  8    13  5  1    1        1            22  1          1  2    3  2  2  6  20  5  1    100 
18  10  5  5  11    1  2    1  1  1            3  11  3  2      2  1    2  2    5  14  11  1    100 
19  2  6  4  9    1  4    1  2  2              2  13  3  1    2  2    3  2    4  10  19  3    100 
20  2  4  4  10  1  5  12    2  3  2  1  1          1  3  17      1  1    2  1    4  8  9  1    100 
21                        2  25  2  1            60                  1  1  2    100 
22                                          1  92            2            100 
23                                              50  9  9  5  12  3  6  2        100 
24                                              5  77  6  3  2    1  1      2  100 
25                                              9  11  62  1  10  1  2        2  100 
26                                              8  9  2  51  4  2  7  11  2      100 
27                                              9  3  7  2  61  8  7  1        100 
28                                              7  2  3  3  27  47  5  2        100 
29      1                                        3  1  1  2  5    80  2        100 
30  2    2  1                          1            3  3  1  8  2  1  5  51  10  3    100 
31  1    2  2      1          2              1        1  2    2  1    2  17  53  4    100 
32                          1                      2    1      1  5  4  78    100 
33                                                7  4                84  100 

Values less than 1% are not shown in the table. 
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Table 13. Distribution of Trips by Zone for Heavy-Duty Trucks (% by Destination) 

D 
O  1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  SUM 

1  11          2  3                    5  1    1      6  3    7  3  2  4  26  12  5    100 
2  7  7  2  2    4  7  1        3  2      1  2  3  3  9  3  1  2  2    3  1    3  8  13  4    100 
3  4  1  20  2  2  1          2            3      1      7  2    4  5  2  9  17  7  3    100 
4  4  4  6  15    1  1          1          2  1  2  4  1    2  2    4  4  2  6  16  10  5    100 
5  12    9    22  1  1        5            6            2  2    2  1  1  5  16  7  4    100 
6  8  1        15  6          1  1      1  1  1  1  5  1    2  4    3  3  1  3  15  13  6    100 
7  10  2        5  14          2  1      1  4  1  2  5  2    2  3    3  1    2  14  14  6    100 
8  5  2    1  1  2  6  5    1    7  5            2  8  4  1  3  4  2  6  6  1  6  8  6  2    100 
9  3  1  2      4  4    23  3  3  5  2        2  2  2  3      2  2    2      2  13  13  3    100 
10  10  2  1    2  9  5  1  3  13  9  1            1  2  6        1      2    2  9  12  4    100 
11  4    3    6  3        3  25  1          4    2  2      1  2    2  1    3  15  12  4    100 
12  3                      16  8    4  5  1      1  7  2  3  3    4  3  1  3  12  13  4    100 
13  2                      10  15    6  7        1  10  3  3  3    3  2  1  2  10  12  4    100 
14  4                      9  7  12              12  19    3    1        7  12  4    100 
15  4                      6  8    17  17        1  11    2  2    2  2  1  2  9  8  2    100 
16  2                      5  6    12  29          9  2  2  2    3  2    1  9  7  3    100 
17  12  1  1        1                    13  2  1  2      4  4    6  3  2  4  25  8  5    100 
18  9  2          2                    3  7  2  2      7  4    6  3  1  4  16  19  7    100 
19  6  2  1      1  1          1          3  2  13  4      3  4    4  2    3  14  25  5  1  100 
20  7  3  1  2    4  3        1  1  1        3  1  3  13      3  4    4  3  1  4  17  12  4  2  100 
21  3            1          7  11    8  9          15  3  3  4    3  2  1  2  9  10  2    100 
22  1                      2  4  2              5  69    1          1  3  4  2    100 
23  1                                            38  8  2  9  11  5  5  10  3  3  1  100 
24  1                                            11  44  3  7  5  2  3  9  4  3  4  100 
25                                              17  14  30  3  14  4  3  4  2    6  100 
26  3                                1            11  6    29  5  3  6  20  5  4    100 
27  1                                            15  4  2  6  32  12  9  8  2  3    100 
28                                              8  2    5  14  51  4  7    3    100 
29  2    1                            1            8  3    6  9  4  45  10  3  3    100 
30  5                                2            5  4    7  3  3  4  41  11  6    100 
31  4                      2  1          1  2  1  1    3  3    4  2    3  18  36  10    100 
32  1                                            3  2    2  2  1  2  9  7  65    100 
33                                              5  15  3  3  3  1  2  4  2  2  54  100 

Values less than 1% are not shown in the table.
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Table 14. Share of Each Region from the Truck Traffic by Link 

 
 

Riverside SCAG Riverside SCAG

74 1 21% 93% 40% 99%

91 2 26% 94% 37% 98%

71 3 21% 84% 28% 93%

60 4 22% 93% 26% 95%

15 5 18% 90% 25% 92%

215 6 34% 83% 39% 94%

10 7 33% 74% 41% 85%

62 8 28% 93% 42% 98%

15 9 1% 1% 1% 1%

79 10 2% 6% 7% 15%

86 11 27% 80% 32% 85%

111 12 32% 83% 31% 88%

78 13 21% 43% 23% 47%

10 14 0% 0% 0% 0%

95 15 13% 32% 23% 40%

177 16 26% 53% 41% 61%

60 17 55% 78% 61% 88%

60 18 55% 80% 65% 91%

215 19 52% 83% 60% 92%

60 20 45% 93% 52% 96%

91 21 44% 91% 62% 98%

91 22 43% 91% 63% 97%

215 23 48% 73% 66% 86%

215 24 26% 36% 66% 79%

15 25 26% 37% 56% 74%

215 26 18% 26% 55% 61%

10 27 43% 72% 55% 84%

10 28 41% 62% 63% 80%

10 29 32% 41% 33% 39%

Medium‐Duty TrucksHeavy‐Duty Trucks

LinkState Route No.
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Figure 14. Zones Used in the O-D Analysis 
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Figure 15. Selected Links for O-D Analysis 
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5. WAREHOUSE TRIP GENERATION METHODOLOGY 

There are many possible approaches to estimate the number and length of trips generated by 
warehouse-related establishments in a given area. In this section, the most relevant and 
defensible of the currently available studies and methodologies are summarized. The 
recommendations follow the inventory of options. 
 

5.1. CITY OF FONTANA TRUCK TRIP GENERATION STUDY 

This study was completed in 2003 to evaluate the vehicle trip generation characteristics of 
several land use categories that typically generate significant volumes of truck traffic in the 
City of Fontana. This study identifies nine types of truck trip generating land uses, three of 
which are relevant to this study, namely: light warehouse, heavy warehouse, and industrial 
park. Below are the definitions for the three most relevant types of land use from the study, 
based on the Institute of Traffic Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation manual: 
 

 Warehouse (ITE code 150) are primarily devoted to the storage materials; they may also 
include office and maintenance areas. 
 

o Light warehouses are 100,000 square feet gross floor area or less 
o Heavy warehouses are greater than 100,000 square feet gross floor area. 

 

 Industrial park (ITE code 130) are areas containing a number of industrial or related 
facilities. They are characterized by a mix of manufacturing, service, and warehouse 
facilities with a wide variation in the proportion of each type of use. Many industrial 
parks contained highly diversified facilities, some with a large number of small 
businesses and others with one or two dominant industries. 

 
Table 15 summarizes trip generation rates presented in the Fontana study for the above uses. 
The distribution of truck mix for each warehouse type is also presented. Based on this study, 
light warehousing generates more truck trips relative to heavy warehousing per employee (for 
example: 0.327*13%=0.065 >0.309* 13%=0.04 during AM period) however the share of 3+ axles 
trucks are significantly higher for heavy warehousing 
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Table 15. Trip Generation Rates by Warehouse Type (Fontana Study) 

Warehouse 
Type 

Period 
Avg. trip 
rate  per 

employee 

Avg. trip 
per 

building 
KSF 

Employee 
per 

building 
KSF 

Truck % 

Large Truck Mix % 

2 
Axles 

3 
Axles 

4+ 
Axles 

Light 
Warehouse 

Daily  3.713 1.659 

0.45 

23%* 

24.7 20.6 54.6 AM Site 0.327 0.146 20% 

PM Site 0.282 0.126 26% 

Heavy 
Warehouse 

Daily  4.657 3.547 

0.76 

11% 

16.95 22.71 60.34 AM Site 0.309 0.235 13% 

PM Site 0.417 0.318 10% 

Industrial 
Park 

Daily  2.485 1.236 

0.5 

26%* 

7.9 7.1 85 AM Site 0.265 0.132 20% 

PM Site 0.382 0.19 32% 
Source: Fontana Truck Trip Generation Study 

* Daily truck percentages are derived by averaging the AM and PM peak hour truck 
percentage. 

5.2. HIGH-CUBE WAREHOUSE VEHICLE TRIP GENERATION ANALYSIS 

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) and the National Association of 
Industrial and Office Properties (NAIOP) engaged ITE to conduct a high-cube warehouse 
vehicle trip generation analysis. The findings of this report are reflected in the most recent ITE 
Trip Generation Manual (10th Edition) published in September 2017. 
 
This study defines high-cube warehouse (HCW) as a: 

 

building that typically has at least 200,000 gross square feet of floor area, has a ceiling 
height of 24 feet or more, and is used primarily for the storage and/or consolidation of 
manufactured goods (and to a lesser extent, raw materials) prior to their distribution to 
retail locations or other warehouses. A typical high-cube warehouse has a high level of on-
site automation and logistics management. The automation and logistics enable highly-
efficient processing of goods through the high-cube warehouse. 

 
For the purpose of the analysis, high-cube warehouses are grouped into five types: 
 

 Transload – usually pallet loads or larger handling products of manufacturers, 
wholesalers/distributors, or retailers with little or no storage durations 

 Short-Term Storage – products held on-site for a short time 
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 Cold Storage – permanent cold storage in at least part of the building 

 Fulfillment Center – storage and direct distribution of e-commerce product to end users 
 Parcel Hub – Transload function for a parcel delivery company 

 
 

This study describes the high-cube warehouse facilities in the context of existing ITE 
categories: “High-cube warehouses/distribution centers may be located in industrial parks or 
be free-standing. Intermodal truck terminal (Land Use 030), industrial park (Land Use 130), 
manufacturing (Land Use 140) and warehousing (Land Use 150) are related uses.” A detailed 
description and comparison of each of the HCW categories regarding function, layout, building 
dimension, and level of automation is presented in the original report. 
 
The vehicle trip generation for daily, AM and PM peak period and share of truck trip 
generation are estimated for the above categories of high-cube warehouse, and these data 
represent the most comprehensive effort to assess trip generation associated with high-cube 
warehouse to date thereby providing useful information to help validate other data sources.  
However, the study includes the following caveats related to the data and analyses contained 
within the report: 
 

 Since the sample size for fulfilment center and parcel hub include only one 
establishment, the study recommends further data collection (a minimum of at least six 
sites) for these two categories to derive stable trip generation rates. 
 

 The study produce statistically acceptable results based on limited data (nine sites) for 
cold storage category, which is generally higher than the rates developed previously 
based on an older data collection effort. The cold storage sites are classified subjectively 
based on the interpretation of the data submitter. It is recommended to confirm the 
applicability of the cold storage category based on the proportion of the HCW building 
space devoted to the cold storage. If some of the facilities are reclassified, the analysis 
needs to be re-evaluated. Further data collection might be needed, if a total of at least 
six sites are not identified under this category after reclassification.  

 

 The study combined the transload and short-term storage categories for trip 
generation analysis. Although these categories are functionally different, their trip 
generation is not significantly different. Despite having relatively large sample size (95 
sites) for this group, the study concluded that there is no meaningful statistic 
correlation between gross floor area and vehicle trip generation. It is recommended 
that an evaluation of further potential stratifications of the available data be 
undertaken and an appropriate set of data be selected for use as interim rates until 
further study is complete. For example, a set of 15 similar sites can be selected to 
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evaluate the consistency and correlation between the trip generation and one or more 
independent variables such as number of employment or floor area. 

 
Recognizing the above-mentioned cautions about the results of this study, the summary of this 
study is presented in the following tables. Table 16 shows the percentage of trucks from total 
vehicles by each high-cube warehouse category, and the findings reflect notable differences in 
the trip generation characteristics between certain use types. 

 
At Short-Term Storage, Transload & Cold Storage facilities, trucks represent approximately 
30% of daily vehicle traffic, with disproportionately less of that traffic coming during AM and 
PM peak hours. At Parcel Hubs, trucks represent almost half of the AM peak traffic, but only 
approximately 38% over the course of the day and just over 29% during the PM peak hour. 
Trucks account for only a small percentage of the total vehicle traffic at Fulfillment Centers. 
 
Table 16 shows the daily weighted truck trip generation rates for each high-cube warehouse 
category. Per square foot, Parcel Hubs generate the highest number of truck trips, but the 
highest proportion of truck trips are generated by Cold Storage facilities. This is also the case 
when only 5+-axle trucks are considered. 
 

Table 16. Trip Generation Rates by Warehouse Type (NAIOP Study) 

Warehouse 
Type 

Period 
Avg trip 
rate  per 

1,000 GSF* 
Truck % 

Large Truck Mix % 

2,3,4, 
Axles 

5+ Axles 

Short-Term 
Storage, 

Transload 

Daily 1.432 32% 48.7 51.3 

AM Site 0.082 29% 37.5 62.5 

PM Site 0.108 21% 56.5 43.5 

Cold Storage 

Daily 2.115 40% 10.4 89.6 

AM Site 0.103 37% 28.9 71.1 

PM Site 0.129 33% 26.2 73.8 

Fulfillment 
Center 

Daily 8.178 9% 66.2 33.8 

AM Site 0.841 3% 60.9 39.1 

PM Site 1.979 2% 62.9 37.1 

Parcel Hub 
Daily 10.638 38% 75.5 24.5 

AM Site 0.851 50% 90.3 9.7 

PM Site 0.803 29% 96.2 3.8 

Source: ACQMD, 2016, GSF: Gross Floor Area 
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5.3. INSTITUTE OF TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERS (ITE) TRIP GENERATION 

MANUAL 

The 9th Edition ITE Trip Generation Manual provides trip generation rates for warehousing 
(150), mini-warehousing (151), high-cube warehousing (152), and wholesale market (860). Each 
land use code provides one or more methods for estimating the trips generated by a land use. 
For example, warehousing (150) provides two options: 
 

1. Employee-based estimation for weekday  

2. Area-based estimation for weekday  

The results of ITE’s analysis for various uses in Riverside County are presented in Table 17. 
The ITE Trip Generation Manual provides the ability to estimate daily, AM peak, M peak, and 
weekend vehicle trips based on land use types, using independent variables of: floor area, 
acreage, or number of employees.  
 
10th ITE Trip Generation Manual was released in September 2017. Since the new edition might 
not be adopted by RCTC yet, the trip generation rates from the 9th Edition is compared with 
respective rates from the 10th edition. 
 
The information contained in the High-Cube Warehouse Vehicle Trip Generation Analysis and 
the ITE Trip Generation Manuals will be particularly useful in determining the proportional 
impact and fair share fee for differing types of high cube warehousing uses not readily 
distinguishable in the data derived from other aggregated sources, like Census and the SCAG 
demographic forecasts.   
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Table 17. ITE Daily Trip Generation Rates for Industrial Land Use (Site Generators) 

Code   Land Use  Unit 
Daily Rate  
(9th Ed.) 

AM/PM Peak 
(9th Ed.) 

Daily Rate  
(10th Ed.) 

AM/PM Peak 
(10th Ed.) 

Truck % 
(9th Ed.) 

110  General Light Industrial 
Employees  3.02  0.48 / 0.51  3.05  0.67 / 0.68 

N/A 
KSF Gross Floor Area  6.97  1.01 / 1.08  4.96  0.92 / 0.83 

120  General Heavy Industrial 
Employees  0.82  0.40 / 0.40     

N/A 
KSF Gross Floor Area  1.5  PM: 0.68     

130  Industrial Park 
Employees  3.34  0.43 / 0.45  2.91  0.42 / 0.42 

13% 
KSF Gross Floor Area  6.83  0.80 / 0.84  3.37  0.41 / 0.40 

140  Manufacturing 
Employees  2.13  0.39 / 0.40  2.47  0.43 / 0.45 

N/A 
KSF Gross Floor Area  3.82  0.79 / 0.75  3.93  0.81 / 0.79 

150  Warehousing 
Employees  3.89  0.55 / 0.58  5.05  0.68 / 0.68 

20% 
KSF Gross Floor Area  3.56  0.42 / 0.45  1.74  0.22 / 0.24 

151  Mini‐Warehouse 

KSF Gross Floor Area  2.5  0.28 / 0.29  1.51  0.20 / 0.20 

2%‐15% 
KSF Net Rentable Area  1.65  0.18 / 0.22  1.65  0.18 / 0.22 

Storage Units  0.25  0.03 / 0.03  0.18*  0.23* / 0.24* 
Occupied storage units  0.2  0.02 / 0.02  0.19*  0.02* / 0.02* 

152**  High‐Cube Warehouse  KSF Gross Floor Area  1.68  0.14 / 0.16      38% 

154 
High‐Cube Transload & Short‐
Term Storage Warehouse  KSF Gross Floor Area  ‐  ‐ 

1.40  0.12 / 0.16  N/A 

155 
High‐Cube Fulfillment Center 

Warehouse  KSF Gross Floor Area  ‐  ‐ 
8.18  0.22 / 0.27  N/A 

156 
High‐Cube Parcel Hub 

Warehouse  KSF Gross Floor Area  ‐  ‐ 
7.75  0.88 / 0.71  N/A 

157 
High‐Cube Cold Storage 

Warehouse  KSF Gross Floor Area  ‐  ‐ 
2.12  N/A  N/A 

Source: ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition 
* Figures given by 100s of units; divided by 100 for consistency with 9th Edition figures. 

** In the 10th Edition, Land Use Code 152 is replaced by Codes 154-157, which provide additional specificity.
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5.4. SCAG HEAVY-DUTY TRUCK TRIP GENERATION (2016 RTP) 

SCAG’s heavy-duty truck (HDT) model is a sub-model within the SCAG 2016 Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP) model. The model classifies trucks into three HDT weight classes by 
gross vehicle weight (GVW): light-heavy (8,500 to 14,000 lbs. GVW); medium-heavy (14,001 to 
33,000 lbs. GVW); and heavy-heavy (>33,000 lbs. GVW).  
 
The SCAG 2016 RTP HDT Model applies freight-related socioeconomic data to estimate trip 
generation using three submodules – external (to the region) trip generation, internal (to the 
region) trip generation, and special generator trip generation. 
 

 The external trip generation module estimates the internal-external (IE), external-
internal (EI), and external-external (EE) truck trip table for all interregional truck trips 
based on commodity flow patterns that link Southern California with the rest of the 
country. The EI/IE HDT trips are generated using a combination of commodity flow 
data at the county level and 2-digit NAICS employment data at a county level. External 
cordons are used to forecast future year external HDT trips from the base year trip flow 
matrices. This module uses a TRANSEARCH database obtained from IHS/Global Insight. 
These data are provided as annual flows in tons and are converted to daily weekday 
flow using an annulation factor of 306 (6 days per week for 51 weeks) for all 
commodities. The flows are converted from tons to trucks using the specified payload 
factors varying by commodity types. These payload factors were developed using data 
from the 2002 Vehicle Inventory and Use Survey (VIUS).  
 

 The internal trip generation module is based on trip rates (number of trips per 
employee or household) for ten different land use/industry sectors at the trip ends. 
These land use/industry sectors are households, agriculture/mining/construction, 
retail, government, manufacturing, transportation/utility, general warehousing, high 
cube warehousing, wholesale, and other (service). The socioeconomic data used by the 
internal HDT model is consistent with those data used by broader regional travel 
demand model. The trip rates for every land use were updated based on recent data 
collection efforts – establishment surveys and third-party truck GPS data. Table 15 
shows the trip generation rates for truck trips internal to the region. All trip rates are 
per employee, except for the warehouse category, for which trip rates are presented 
both per employee and KSF of area 

 
 Special generators include the ports and intermodal facilities. Not only major-purpose 

trips are included, but also secondary trips like cargo trips from intermediate handling 
locations to final destinations. Additionally, there are empty movements of trucks 
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associated with port truck trips, for purposes of truck repositioning. Ports are modeled 
based on detailed port area zone system and specialized trip generation rates for autos 
and trucks by type (bobtail, chassis, and containers). Intermodal truck trips are HDT 
movements generated at the six regional intermodal facilities in the SCAG region. 

 

Table 18. Internal Truck Trip Generation Coefficient for Various Land Use Categories 

Category 
Truck Type 

All Trucks 
Light HDT   Medium HDT   Heavy HDT  

Households  0.0147  0.0046  0.0072  0.0265 
Agriculture/Mining/Construction  0.0804  0.0778  0.0715  0.2297 
Retail  0.0663  0.0662  0.0703  0.2028 
Government  0.0296  0.0150  0.0148  0.0594 
Manufacturing  0.0613  0.0655  0.0924  0.2192 
Transportation/Utility  0.1579  0.1815  0.3199  0.6593 
Wholesale  0.0916  0.0968  0.1316  0.32 
Other (Service)  0.0095  0.0111  0.0151  0.0357 
General Warehouse per Employee   0.1610  0.1850  0.3720  0.718 
General Warehouse per KSF of Area   0.2819  0.2434  0.5421  1.0674 
High Cube Warehouse per  Employee   0.184  0.211  0.372  0.767 
High Cube  Warehouse per KSF of Area   0.0948  0.1272  0.3380  0.56 

 
Based on information in the SCAG HDT model, the ratio of employee per KSF for general 
warehouse and is presented in Table 19. 

 
 Table 19. Employee per KSF Ratio in SCAG HDT model 

Employee per KSF Ratio 
Light HDT 
Trip Rate 

Medium HDT 
Trip Rate 

Heavy HDT 
Trip Rate 

Total 
Trucks 

General Warehouse   1.75  1.32  1.46  4.52 
High Cube Warehouse   1.94  1.66  1.10  4.70 

 
The employee ratio in SCAG model seems very high compared to the ITE rates and the Fontana 
study. This issue was discussed with the SCAG modeling group who advised to only use the 
warehouse employee information from SCAG model since the 2016 RTP scenarios are based on 
employee variable and the warehouse square feet variable was not considered ready for use.   
For this reason, where necessary, employee per KSF conversion rates will be derived from the 
ITE Trip Generation Manual.   
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5.5. SUMMARY OF METHODOLOGICAL APPROACHES 

Various approaches were reviewed in defining: 1) existing warehouse uses, 2) truck trip 
generation related to warehouse activities and 3) anticipated future warehouse growth in 
Riverside County. Although the equations used to estimate truck trips may differ significantly, 
a more important difference is the source of truck trips and the land use category that relates 
to each model. Unfortunately, these studies did not adopt a common definition of uses and 
with the rapid growth in automation in modern warehouses, the employee density may be 
declining while the related trucking activities may increase. However, in the absence of any 
other available information, the number of employee is still the primary variable to estimate 
trucking activities related to warehouse uses.  For the purpose of this study effort, it is 
important to maintain the consistency between identified warehouse-related uses, their trip 
generation, and the future forecast of each use. Figure 16 shows the taxonomy of various uses 
with major warehouse activities. 
 

Figure 16. Taxonomy of Uses with Major Warehouse Activities 

 
The studies that provide methods to estimate trip generation rates for various warehouse 
activities may aggregate some of these uses due to lack of information. Some methods are 
more conservative, choosing to include only heavy truck trip generators. Other methods take a 
more holistic approach, casting a broader net of trip types and weighting them for estimated 
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volume. No approach is inherently more correct than any other, but one may be more 
appropriate than others for a given purpose. 
 
A desire for precision would suggest dis-aggregating land use types to the greatest degree 
possible. For example, distinguishing between high-cube and low-cube. However, this only 
useful if there is a valid forecast in the growth of these uses at the dis-aggregated level.  
Furthermore, in the context of impact fee programs, the concept of “rough proportionality” 
has been determined to be adequate as the basis for establishing a rational nexus and 
associated fair share fee.  For these reasons, the use of more reliable, aggregated data is 
considered preferable for this study effort, with cross-reference to supplemental data sources 
to address specific study needs.   
 
Table 20 is a summary of the trip generation data assessed in this report.  These data 
represent the “universe” for trip generation for the purposes of this study effort, and elaborate 
the related land uses, available of data and applicability for study use.   
 

Table 20. Summary of Uses Related to Warehouse Activities and Trip Generation 
Methodologies 

Land use Category with Significant 
Warehouse Activity 

Trip Generation Reference SCAG 
Future 

Forecast 
(2040) 

Fontana 
Study 

SCAG RTP 
(2012 

Base Year) 
SCAQMD ITE 

Primary 
Warehouse 
Activity 

High-cube transload / 
short-term warehouse 

  

✓ ✓ 

✓ High-cube fulfillment center ✓ ✓ 
High-cube cold storage ✓ ✓ 
High-cube parcel hub ✓ ✓ 
Light warehouse * ✓ ✓  

✓ ✓ 
Heavy warehouse ** ✓ ✓  

Secondary 
Warehouse 
Activity 

Industrial park* ✓   ✓  
Light industry (manufacturing) ✓ 

✓ 
 ✓ 

✓ 
Heavy industry (manufacturing) ✓   
Wholesale  ✓  ✓ ✓ 

 
✓ = available but not suitable for primary study use  
✓ = available and suitable for supplemental reference  
✓ = available and preferred for primary study use 
*: Light warehouse also includes “low-cube” as defined by SCAG but not the Fontana Study 
**: Heavy warehouse includes “high-cube” as defined by SCAG but not the Fontana Study 
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Table 21 summarize the trip generation rates presented in this study. It is important to use 
this table properly and understand the assumptions related to each reference, since there are 
fundamental differences.   
 

Table 21. Summary Trip Generation Rates Related to Warehouse Activities 

Land use Category with / 
Unit 

Trip Generation Reference 

Fontana Study  SCAG RTP [1]  SCAQMD  ITE  
(10TH ED) 

Per 
Employee 

Per 1,000 
GSF 

Per 
Employee 

Per 1000 
SF 

Per 1,000 
GSF [2] 

(adjusted) 

Per 1,000 
GSF 

Per 1,000 
GSF* 

Primary 
Warehouse 
Activity 

High-cube 
transload /short-
term warehouse 

0.951  0.725  0.767  0.560  0.384 

0.454  0.444 

High-cube 
fulfillment center 

0.717  0.717 

High-cube cold 
storage 

0.836  0.75 

High-cube parcel 
hub 

4.007  2.918 

Light/General 
warehouse 

0.732   0.327  0.673  1.065  0.897  ‐  0.348 

Secondary 
Warehouse 
Activity 

Industrial park 1.173  0.583  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  0.438 
Light industry/ 
manufacturing 

1.722  2.513 
0.219 

‐  ‐  ‐  0.992 

Heavy industry  1.469  2.926  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐ 

Wholesale ‐  ‐  0.32  ‐  ‐  ‐  0.302 
 [1] Source: SCAG Internal HDT Truck Model Development Report, 2012 
[2] Assuming 2000 square feet per employee in High cube warehouse and 750 square feet per employee in general warehouse 

 
The SCAG HDT model is the only source that provides future forecast for warehousing uses. It 
provides aggregate level data for high-cube and low-cube warehouse uses, as well as data for 
secondary manufacturing and wholesale activities, and for consistency, it is the primary 
recommended data source for this study.  Furthermore, the SCAG 2016 RTP model applies trip 
rates differentiated between general and high-cube warehouse and forecast truck trips from 10 
land use types including general and high-cube warehouses. The rates presented in the 
Fontana study and most recent ITE manual (which incorporates findings from the SCAQMD 
study) provide supplemental information that can be used to modify the trip rates in the SCAG 
HDT model to provide further disaggregation of results, as needed.  
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6. DIAGNOSTIC TESTS OF SCAG MODEL 

Best practice for traffic forecasting includes, among other things, checking the traffic model to 
make sure that it provides reasonable forecasts for the specific area(s) under study. The 
forecasting model that was selected for this study is the model developed by SCAG for the 2016 
Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS)3. This model was 
selected because it incorporates the current adopted transportation and land use plan (the 
2016 RTP/SCS)4 and because it covers a sufficiently large geographic area to capture both ends 
of truck trips to and from logistics warehouses in Riverside County. The SCAG model was 
validated on a region-wide basis prior to its use for the RTP/SCS5. The diagnostic checks 
conducted for the current study pertained to the model’s ability to accurate represent truck 
trips on freeways in Riverside County.  
 
This first test was to see whether the model replicated the distribution of truck trips based on 
origin and destinations within the county and in neighboring counties. Utilizing the O-D data 
described previously, the model results were compared.  Table 22 shows that the model 
replicates the distribution of truck trips derived from the O-D data very closely. 
 

Table 22: Check of County-Level Truck Origin-Destination Distribution 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
3		SCAG	Standard	Disclaimer:	“The	following	modeling	analysis	was	performed	by	WSP	based	upon	modeling	
information	originally	developed	by	the	Southern	California	Association	of	Governments	(SCAG).	SCAG	is	
not	responsible	for	how	the	Model	is	applied	or	for	any	changes	to	the	model	scripts,	model	parameters,	or	
model	input	data.	The	resulting	modeling	data	does	not	necessarily	reflect	the	official	views	or	policies	of	
SCAG.	SCAG	shall	not	be	held	responsible	for	the	modeling	results	and	the	content	of	the	documentation.”	

4		Note	that	the	current	versions	of	the	two	other	candidate	models,	namely	RivTAM	and	the	CVAG	model,	are	
both	based	on	the	(now	superseded)	2012	RTP/SCS.	

5		 See:	SCAG	Regional	Travel	Demand	Model	and	2012	Model	Validation,	SCAG,	March	2016	

Trip Type
O‐D

Survey

2016 SCAG 

Model

Internal to Riverside County 47% 46%

One trip‐end in Riverside County 53% 54%

Internal to Riverside County 78% 80%

One trip‐end in Riverside County 22% 20%

Heavy Trucks

Medium Trucks
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The next check was to determine how well the model represented traffic flows on Riverside 
County freeways in the AM and PM peak hours. Figure 17 and Figure 18 compare the model’s 
2016 traffic volumes to counts of actual traffic taken from the Caltrans’ Performance 
Measurement System (PeMS). The figures also show a shaded area that represents the 
allowable deviation based on Caltrans guidelines6. A model is considered generally valid if 75% 
of the points fall within the allowable deviation. Based on this criterion, the SCAG model is 
generally valid for Riverside Counties in both the AM peak period (77% within allowable 
deviation) and the PM peak hour (81%). The figures also show that the model tends to slightly 
over-estimate traffic, which is a tendency that can be corrected by factoring down the 
forecasts during post-processing. However, the results indicate a particularly acute 
overestimation for the traffic on SR-91.  Subsequent investigation has determined anomalies in 
the PeMS data for these locations causing the appearance in the charts that the model is 
overestimating when in reality, the results are more likely in the same realm as other sampled 
locations. 
 
The next check was to see how well the SCAG model forecasts truck traffic on freeways in 
Riverside County, which is particularly relevant to determining the effectiveness of the model 
for use in this study effort. This test was performed by dividing the Riverside County freeway 
network into sections, as illustrated in Figure 19, and comparing the model’s 2016 truck 
volumes on each section with Caltrans’ truck volume data. Table 23 shows that the model 
generally does a good job of forecasting truck traffic on the study freeways. The only notable 
exceptions are for the sections of SR-60/I-215 and SR-91 within the City of Riverside, where the 
model is over-forecasting truck trips by about a factor of 3. Since the model matches the 
counts with regards to the percentage of trucks (see the right-most column in Table 23, the 
over-estimate of trucks in the vicinity of Riverside appears to be mainly due to the general 
over-estimation of trucks in that area, and is consistent with the over estimation of traffic in 
this area as described previously and illustrated in Figure 17 and Figure 18.  
 
Correcting the general over-forecast of traffic in the vicinity of the City of Riverside central 
business district should reduce the tendency to over-forecast trucks on those sections of the 
freeway system.  With resolution of this apparent anomaly in the SCAG model, the overall 
findings of the diagnostic tests of the SCAG model indicate that, with some minor post-
processing, it can provide very reasonable forecasts of traffic, and specifically truck traffic, on 
freeways in Riverside County, and therefore is suitable for use to support the subsequent study 
evaluation efforts.   

  

                                                 
6		Travel	Forecasting	Guidelines,	Caltrans,	November	1992	
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Figure 17: Comparison of Model to Actual Traffic in the AM Peak Hour 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 18: Comparison of Model to Actual Traffic in the PM Peak Hour 
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Figure 19: Freeway Sections Used to Check Truck Forecasts 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Table 23: Comparison of Model’s Truck Volumes to Counts of Actual Truck Traffic 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Total

Vehicles

Heavy

Trucks

Heavy

Trucks %
AADT

4+ Axle

AADT

Heavy

Truck %

Difference 

Heavy Trucks
Ratio

1&2 I‐15 185,621 9,165 4.9% 151,000 9,082 6.0% 83 1.01 ‐1.1%
3&4 I‐15 139,861 10,033 7.2% 117,000 5,762 4.9% 4,271 1.74 2.2%

7&8 I‐15 197,698 9,092 4.6% 190,000 5,857 3.1% 3,235 1.55 1.5%

9&10 I‐15 153,487 6,932 4.5% 159,000 6,226 3.9% 706 1.11 0.6%

13&14 SR‐60/I‐215 210,042 19,361 9.2% 170,000 5,367 3.2% 13,994 3.61 6.1%

15&16 SR 60 66,192 10,448 15.8% 61,000 6,929 11.4% 3,519 1.51 4.4%

17&18 I‐215 189,324 7,187 3.8% 153,000 9,747 6.4% ‐2,560 0.74 ‐2.6%
19&20 I‐215 121,827 5,590 4.6% 120,000 6,120 5.1% ‐530 0.91 ‐0.5%
23&24 SR‐91 276,622 23,815 8.6% 247,000 8,040 3.3% 15,775 2.96 5.4%

25&26 SR‐91 191,400 13,614 7.1% 209,000 8,036 3.8% 5,578 1.69 3.3%

27&28 I‐10 109,361 9,708 8.9% 93,000 7,821 8.4% 1,887 1.24 0.5%

29&30 I‐10 131,961 18,801 14.2% 118,000 16,844 14.3% 1,957 1.12 0.0%

31&32 I‐10 96,719 16,418 17.0% 84,000 15,939 19.0% 479 1.03 ‐2.0%
33&34 I‐10 30,654 10,415 34.0% 23,700 7,424 31.3% 2,991 1.40 2.6%

ID Route

SCAG 2016 Model Daily Volumes AADT 2015 (Census) Counts
Difference in 

Heavy Truck 

Percentage
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7. DATA ADEQUACY FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

The objective of this technical memorandum is to present an overview of warehousing and 
logistics related development activity in Riverside County, and the availability of appropriate 
data to assess the impact of this development over time.  This document is also intended to 
provide transparency in the study process by presenting background information regarding 
the range of data sources available to support the evaluation to be conducted in subsequent 
tasks.   
 
The review of available data has revealed that Riverside County can expect to see continued 
development of warehousing and logistics uses in the future, and that growth in warehousing 
and logistics uses, although focused in specific zones, will occur in cities across Western 
Riverside County and the Coachella Valley, thereby likely generating impacts across the 
freeway system.  Growth is expected to continue for both low-cube and high-cube 
warehousing and logistics uses supporting consideration of the impacts associated with the 
full range of associated development as part of this study, although it is anticipated that the 
rate of this type of development will decline over time as land availability is reduced for these 
uses.   
 
SCAG demographic forecasts are provided based on number of employees, although impact 
fees are most readily applied based on total building (or site) area.  The SCAG forecasts follow 
the NAICS structure which includes several categories associated with warehousing and 
logistics uses.  The NAICS breakdown of employment categories utilized by SCAG supports 
extraction of warehousing and logistics employment from other uses as the basis to estimate 
growth in warehousing and logistics use over time.  And while the SCAG Warehouse Study 
information that is expected to incorporate information relating to the growth in building 
area of warehousing is not considered suitable for use at this time, the availability of various 
employee to building area ratios will support conversion of the SCAG growth forecasts into 
growth in building area for the purposes of determining a fee.  Furthermore, the availability of 
trip generation rates for a range of differing warehouse and logistics use types (based on 
employees and building area) will support the ability to determine a fair share fee amount to 
reflect the differing levels of impact associated with a variety of different types of warehousing 
and logistics uses.    
 
A comparison of model outputs, O-D study results and actual traffic counts indicates that the 
SCAG model does a good job of replicating existing truck travel patterns and traffic conditions 
on the Riverside County freeway system.  Furthermore, anomalies in the model results appear 
to be explicable and able to be resolved with limited post processing of results.  This finding 
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supports the use of the SCAG model as the primary evaluation tool for study evaluation, with 
supporting information able to be derived from a variety of other sources for validation and 
post processing of results to accomplish study needs.   
 
The assessment associated with this study task has determined that a range of adequate, 
suitable data is available to support the determination of impacts associated with warehousing 
and logistics uses in Riverside County, and more specifically, the cost associated with 
mitigating the cumulative regional impacts of new warehousing and logistics development on 
the freeway system in Riverside County.  The specific methodology for applying the various 
data sources to the study evaluation will be described in subsequent Technical Memoranda.  In 
addition, these subsequent documents will present the study findings and results providing 
the framework for consideration to establish a regional logistics impact fee program.  

 

331
636

Item 19.



Prepared for : 

Prepared by: 

In partnership with  

Revised: March 2018 

RCTC TRUCK STUDY AND 
REGIONAL LOGISTICS 

MITIGATION FEE  
Supplemental Technical Memorandum 1:  

Existing and Future Conditions 

Model Validation, Calibration and Forecasts 

ATTACHMENT 3

332
637

Item 19.



BLANK 

333
638

Item 19.



RCTC Truck Study and Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee 
Supplemental Technical Memorandum 1: Model Validation, Calibration and Forecasts 

 

i 
 

 
Table of Contents 

  
1.  Introduction ............................................................................................................................ 1 

2.  Adjusting the SCAG Model ..................................................................................................... 1 

3.  Forecasting the Growth in Logistics in Riverside County ..................................................... 5 

4.  Results of New Model Runs ................................................................................................. 10 

5.  Next Steps ............................................................................................................................. 13 

 

Table of Figures 

Exhibit 1: Comparison of Modeled to Actual Truck Percentages on Riverside County  
Freeways ................................................................................................................. 2 

Exhibit 2: Comparison of Modeled to Actual Truck Volumes on Riverside County Freeways .... 3 
Exhibit 3: AM and PM Peak Hour Comparison of Traffic Counts and SCAG Model Volumes ... 4 
Exhibit 4: AM and PM Peak Hour Comparison of Traffic Counts and SCAG Model Adjusted 

Volumes .................................................................................................................. 5 
Exhibit 5: Steps Used to Forecast Logistics Growth ..................................................................... 6 
Exhibit 6: Caltrans Economic Forecast for Riverside and San Bernardino Counties .................. 7 
Exhibit 7: Caltrans Economic Forecast Transportation Employment Compared to the SCAG 

model’s Transportation Employment Data for Riverside ..................................... 8 
Exhibit 8: The Proportion of Warehousing to Transportation Employment from the Riverside-

San Bernardino-Ontario MSA ................................................................................ 8 
Exhibit 9: Extrapolated EDD to 2040 using the 2003 to 2016 trend for warehousing and other 

transportation employment ................................................................................... 9 
Exhibit 10: TAZs with Largest Warehousing/Logistics Growth .................................................. 10 
Exhibit 11: Existing Freeway Deficiencies in Western Riverside County .................................... 11 
Exhibit 12: Future Freeway Deficiencies in Western Riverside County ...................................... 11 
Exhibit 13: New Logistics Trucks on Freeways in Western Riverside County ............................ 12 
Exhibit 14: Examples of Attribution of 2040 Traffic Flow to Differing Sources .......................... 14 
 

334
639

Item 19.



BLANK 

335
640

Item 19.



RCTC Truck Study and Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee 
Supplemental Technical Memorandum 1: Model Validation, Calibration and Forecasts 

 

1 
 

1. INTRODUCTION 

This supplemental technical memorandum documents the modeling steps used to prepare the 
forecasts of freeway impacts arising from new logistics development in Riverside County, and 
presents the results of the model runs.  

The first section of this supplemental technical memorandum describes how the model was 
reviewed and calibrated to correct the problems reported in the earlier Technical 
Memorandum 11. The second section describes the methodology used to forecast the growth in 
logistics in Riverside County. This is followed by a section describing the results of the model 
runs used to identify the impacts of truck traffic arising from new logistics warehouses. The 
final section of this memo discusses next steps in the analysis process.  

 

2. ADJUSTING THE SCAG MODEL 
Best industry practice requires that a regional travel demand model be adjusted and re-
validated prior to using it for sub-regional studies: 

“Agencies that use MPO models for purposes other than regional planning should ensure that the 
model provides the appropriate scale and sensitivity for applications at a sub‐regional level such 
as corridor, sub‐area, or local planning studies. Below the regional level, model refinements are 
likely necessary to ensure the model meets the validation targets established in these guidelines 
and is appropriately sensitive to smaller scale changes associated with sub‐regional studies.” 
Source: California Regional Transportation Plan Guidelines, California Transportation 
Commission, 2010. 

Technical Memorandum 1 described a series of diagnostic tests that were performed on the 
SCAG model to test its validity for use to conduct technical evaluation as part of the RCTC 
Truck Study and Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee. The tests showed that the model 
represented truck traffic on Riverside County freeways well. For example, Exhibit 1 compares 
the percentage of trucks in the traffic on various freeways in the model versus the percentage 
in the Caltrans performance measurement system (PeMS) data, and Exhibit 2 shows a similar 
comparison for the truck volumes. The exhibits show a close correlation between the model 
and actual values, and no systemic tendency towards over- or under-estimating the truck 
percentage.  
  

                                                 
1		See the discussion of diagnostic tests of the SCAG model in Technical Memorandum 1: Existing and Future 

Conditions, WSP, October 2017 
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Exhibit 1: Comparison of Modeled to Actual Truck Percentages on Riverside County Freeways 

 

Data sources: SCAG 2016 RTP Travel Demand Model; Caltrans Freeway Performance Monitoring System (PeMS) 
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Exhibit 2: Comparison of Modeled to Actual Truck Volumes on Riverside County Freeways 

Data sources: SCAG 2016 RTP Travel Demand Model; Caltrans Freeway Performance Monitoring System (PeMS) 

 

However, the tests also revealed that there was an issue warranting adjustment. Exhibit 3 
shows link flows from a SCAG model run for 2016 compared to PeMS data for the same year. 
This data was evaluated two ways, namely: 

 The shaded area in Exhibit 3 shows the allowable deviation based on Caltrans 
guidelines. The allowable deviation reflects the fact that the actual traffic volumes on 
roads fluctuate from day to day, so the “normal” traffic volume that a model should 
replicate is a range rather than a fixed value. A model is considered generally valid if 
75% of the points fall within the allowable deviation. In this case 77% of the sites are 
within the allowable range in the AM peak hour and 81% in the PM peak hour, so the 
model passes this test of validity. 

 The second test was to see whether there a general tendency for the model to over-
estimate or under-estimate freeway volumes on freeways in Riverside County. The 
exhibit shows that the model failed this test demonstrating a tendency to over-
estimate freeway traffic, as illustrated by the fact the points nearly all fall above the 
equilibrium line which crosses diagonally through the middle of the exhibits, with an 
average over-estimation of 26% in the AM peak hour and 20% in the PM peak hour.  
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Exhibit 3: AM and PM Peak Hour Comparison of Traffic Counts and SCAG Model Volumes 

Data sources: SCAG 2016 RTP Travel Demand Model; Caltrans Freeway Performance Monitoring System (PeMS) 

 

Both the AM and PM peak hour overestimates can be reduced by factoring down model 
volumes in a post-model adjustment. Note that only car volumes were factored down, not 
truck volumes, because Exhibit 2 showed that the truck volumes were not in error.  

Exhibit 4 shows the results after applying the factors of 0.74 and 0.80 in the AM peak hour and 
PM peak hour. The accuracy of the forecasts was much improved by these adjustments, with 
the R-squared2 value increasing from 0.15 to 0.79 in the AM peak hour and from 0.53 to 0.84 in 
the PM peak hour.  The factoring down of the model forecasts to correct for the 
overestimation of car volumes by the model is important in the context of the study to ensure 
both existing and future deficiencies on the freeway network are not being overstated.    
  

                                                 
2		R-squared is a measure of how well the forecast accounts for variations in the traffic counts. R-squared values 

can range from 0.00, indicating no relationship between the model values and the counts, to 1.00, indicating 
that the model accounts fully for variation in the count data set. 
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Exhibit 4: AM and PM Peak Hour Comparison of Traffic Counts and SCAG Model Adjusted 
Volumes 

Data sources: SCAG 2016 RTP Travel Demand Model (adjusted volumes); Caltrans Freeway Performance 
Monitoring System (PeMS) 
 

3. FORECASTING THE GROWTH IN LOGISTICS IN RIVERSIDE 
COUNTY 

The steps used to forecast for the growth in logistics in Riverside County are illustrated in 
Exhibit 5.  The steps in the process are described in the following section.  The data sources 
recommended as the basis to accomplish these steps was previously described in Technical 
Memorandum 1.   

1. The starting point for forecasting logistics growth in Riverside County was the adopted 
SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS. The SCS included a number of employment categories, of which 
the most relevant for this study is Transportation and Warehousing (corresponding to 
NAICS code 48-49). Warehousing employment (NAICS subcategory code 493) is included 
within this broad category, along with such things as air and rail transportation, 
trucking, transit, pipeline, and postal service jobs. The SCS data was obtained from 
SCAG in the form of socio-economic data (SED) inputs for the latest SCAG model (v6.3). 

2. The growth in jobs in the Transportation and Warehousing category was derived as the 
difference in the employment figures for 2016 and 2040. 
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Exhibit 5: Steps Used to Forecast Logistics Growth 

 

3. Caltrans’ Transportation Economics Branch provides annual county-level projections of 
employment by 2-digit NAICS industry categories out to 20503. Their forecast is shown 
in Exhibit 6. This was compared to the forecast from the adopted SCAG SCS as a 
reasonableness check. As can be seen in Exhibit 7, the two forecasts are reasonably 
consistent. The SCS forecast is a little lower in magnitude than the Caltrans’ forecast, 
making it a more conservative basis for a fee program4. 

4. Next, the growth in employment in the warehouse sub-category needed to be 
separated out from the growth of the broader Transportation and Warehousing 
category. The best available data for accomplishing this comes from the California 
Employment Development Department (EDD). EDD collects data on employment by 
detailed NAICS industries, but only at the Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) 

                                                 
3  http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/eab/socio_economic.html 
4  The Mitigation Fee Act prohibits agencies from over-charging a fee, but not under-charging (in most cases an 

agency is not required to charge any fee at all).  For fee studies it is important not to over-state impacts. This is 
different from studies done pursuant to CEQA, where it is important not to under-state impacts. 
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geography. Moreover, EDD does not include long-term forecasts. Therefore, the EDD 
historical data for the Riverside-San Bernardino-Ontario MSA extrapolated into the 
future based on the continuation of historical trend. 

The proportion of Transportation and Warehouse employment that is in the 
warehousing sub-category was computed (see Exhibit 8) to observe the historical trend. 
As seen in Exhibit 8, 2003 marks an inflection point where the rate of growth in 
warehousing increases relative to the growth of transportation employment as a whole. 
Therefore, the post-2003 trend was used to extrapolate from 2016 to 2040 for both for 
the warehousing sub-category and the rest of Transportation sub-categories. 

 
Exhibit 6: Caltrans Economic Forecast for Riverside and San Bernardino Counties 
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Exhibit 7: Caltrans Economic Forecast Transportation Employment Compared to the SCAG 
model’s Transportation Employment Data for Riverside 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Exhibit 8: The Proportion of Warehousing to Transportation Employment from the Riverside-
San Bernardino-Ontario MSA 
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5. As a reasonableness check, the growth in warehouse jobs and non-warehouse jobs in 
the Transportation and Warehouse category were compared to historic trends. As can 
be seen in    

6. , the forecasts produced by steps 1 through 4 appear to be reasonable in light of the 
best available data, and generally reflect a continuation of recent historical trends. 

 

Exhibit 9: Extrapolated EDD to 2040 using the 2003 to 2016 trend for warehousing and 
other transportation employment 

 

7. Steps 1 through 5 produced a control total for the growth in warehouse jobs in 
Riverside County, but contain no information about where in the county the jobs would 
be located. The best available data for the distribution of growth among the traffic 
analysis zones (TAZs) comes from a study currently underway by SCAG, some products 
of which are available for modeling purposes5. Exhibit 10 shows the TAZs with the 
highest warehousing growth in the SCAG model SED. The large majority of growth is 
associated with the World Logistics Center—this TAZ contains 91% of the growth shown 
for the county at the time the SED was developed. Another 3% of the projected growth 
is reflected in a TAZ encompassing the western portion of the March Joint Powers 
Authority (JPA) March Air Force Base Reuse Plan.  Three additional TAZ’s each show 1% 
of the forecast growth in warehousing, while six additional TAZs each show 
warehousing growth of less than 1%.   

The control total from Step 5 was multiplied by the percentage of growth for each TAZ 
to produce the forecast of the growth in warehouse employment by TAZ.   

                                                 
5		The on-going SCAG study also produced some forecasts of warehouse jobs by TAZ, but the SCAG team stated 

that these were very preliminary and recommended that they not be used for the current nexus study.  
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Exhibit 10: TAZs with Largest Warehousing/Logistics Growth 

 

4. RESULTS OF NEW MODEL RUNS 
Once the model was prepared as described in the previous sections, new model runs were 
performed to forecast various traffic performance measures including the volume-to-capacity 
V/C ratio for each portion of the freeway network in Riverside County. The V/C ratio was 
computed using the passenger car equivalent (PCE) factors6 embedded in the model. The 
Riverside County Congestion Management Plan (CMP) sets a target LOS of “E” (V/C ratio no 
greater than 0.99) for freeways, so any segment with a V/C ratio equal to or greater than 1.00 is 
considered deficient as defined by the CMP.   

Exhibit 11 plots the existing freeway V/C ratios geographically. There are three current 
deficiencies as illustrated:  I-15 in the Jurupa Valley, I-215 between downtown Riverside and 
Moreno Valley, and SR-91 through Corona.  It should be noted that in many cases the extents 
of congestion drivers experience is exacerbated by queuing from downstream segments where 
deficiencies are observed (i.e. the bottlenecks identified by the model). 

Exhibit 12 illustrates the impact of 2040 travel demands on the existing freeway network with 
no additional capacity improvements. The deficiencies shown in Exhibit 11 worsen and an 
additional three deficiencies are identified.  Both plots only show Western Riverside County 
because no deficiencies were observed on freeways elsewhere in Riverside. 

 

                                                 
6		PCE factors are used to account for the difference in size, speed, and maneuverability between different 

classes of vehicles, including the effect of slopes on the operating characteristics of trucks.  

345
650

Item 19.



RCTC Truck Study and Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee 
Supplemental Technical Memorandum 1: Model Validation, Calibration and Forecasts 

 

11 
 

Exhibit 11: Existing Freeway Deficiencies in Western Riverside County 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Exhibit 12: Future Freeway Deficiencies in Western Riverside County 
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Exhibit 13 shows the relative growth in truck traffic due to new logistics, with the bandwidth 
being proportional to the increased volume. The largest flows of trucks are forecast to come 
from truck traffic to and from the proposed World Logistics Center. The largest increases in 
truck flows would occur on SR-60 and I-215 west of the World Logistics Center. However, 
truck traffic from new warehouses would contribute to worsening traffic conditions at all of 
the deficient freeway sections previously identified in Exhibit 11 and Exhibit 12, and as 
indicated by the black ellipses in Exhibit 13 . 
 
Exhibit 13: New Logistics Trucks on Freeways in Western Riverside County 
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5. NEXT STEPS 
Once the existing and future deficiencies were identified and the truck traffic arising from new 
logistics warehouses was forecast, the next step in the study process will be to determine how 
much of each future deficiency can be attributed to new truck trips from warehouses. Exhibit 
14 shows that there are three possible situations in terms of the determining the relative 
share of future forecast traffic growth hat may be attributable to growth in warehousing in 
Riverside County: 

 Some freeway segments have an existing deficiency that will be worsened with the 
addition of traffic from new growth. SR-91 between Riverside and Corona and SR-60 in 
western Moreno Valley appear to fall into this category. In these cases, the percent of 
the deficiency attributable to new growth is the portion of the excess traffic (excess 
being the traffic above the capacity of the road) that arises from new growth rather 
from existing traffic. 

 The second case occurs when the existing traffic volumes are below the capacity of the 
freeway, but the addition of traffic from new growth creates a deficiency where none 
previously existed. I-15 north of Corona and SR-60 in eastern Moreno Valley are two 
examples of this. In such cases 100% of the deficiency can be attributed to new 
development.  

 In the final situation, freeway volumes are below the capacity of the freeway, even when 
the traffic from new development is added in. In such cases there is no deficiency. No 
fee can be collected because no improvement is needed to mitigate the impacts of 
new growth.  

It should be noted that in all three examples, the proportion of traffic impacts associated with 
new warehousing development in Riverside County (illustrated in orange in the exhibit) is 
relatively small compared to the traffic impacts associated with all other growth (illustrated in 
blue in the exhibit).  As such, the share of the cost of mitigation attributable to growth in 
warehousing in Riverside County must be commensurate with the relative share of the impact 
resulting from these uses.  Determination of mitigation needs, costs and the relative share 
attributable to new warehousing in Riverside County will be the subject of the next technical 
memorandum. 
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Exhibit 14: Examples of Attribution of 2040 Traffic Flow to Differing Sources  
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1. INTRODUCTION 

The statutory requirements and legal precedents relating to the imposition of impact fees 
mandate developing a fully fundable program to ensure that the revenues collected are 
proportional, adequate and can be spent in a reasonable amount of time to effectively mitigate 
the resulting impacts.  Accomplishing the funding and cost analysis task represents a series of 
critical steps in the nexus process to identify other available funding sources that will 
contribute to mitigating the impacts of logistics facilities and other development in the 
County.  This includes quantifying the costs of addressing existing deficiencies in highway 
infrastructure, the costs to address impacts resulting from other development activities not 
attributable to the warehousing and logistics sector, and the cost to address the impacts of 
pass through trips, including goods movement.  Additionally, this task will need to establish a 
program of projects that can be implemented to effectively mitigate the cumulative regional 
impacts of new logistics related developments and to satisfy requirements for timely revenue 
expenditure.   

The various steps of the nexus development process that contribute to accomplishing this task 
are summarized as follows.  This effort starts by using the traffic data outputs of the prior task 
to identify capacity deficiencies in the highway network, then determining the proportion of 
those deficiencies that are attributable to new warehousing and logistics related development.  
The resultant information can then be cross-referenced with project cost information to 
determine the overall cost of mitigating freight impacts as the basis for estimating a fee.   

2. IDENTIFYING CAPACITY DEFICIENCIES 

A primary step in the process of determining the basis for any impact fee program is 
identifying the extent of the impact that will result from new development activity.  For the 
purposes of this study, the SCAG regional travel demand model was the primary tool used for 
identifying existing and future capacity deficiencies and determining attribution of 
deficiencies to new logistics trucking1.  A modified SCAG model was run for existing (2016) and 
future with no improvement (2040) conditions. Model outputs were processed to identify 
deficiencies and percent attributable to new logistics trucking, as described in the following 
sections.   

2.1. ADJUSTING THE SCAG MODEL 

The SCAG Model’s 2016 scenario year network was used for all model runs with the 2016 and 
2040 socio-economic data providing the basis for the demand inputs. These model files were 
from the version of the SCAG model used to develop the 2016 RTP/SCS. In accordance with 
best industry practice, some adjustments were made to improve the accuracy of the model 

                                                 
1  The following model analysis was performed by WSP based upon modeling information originally developed by 

the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). SCAG is not responsible for how the model is 
applied or for any changes to the model scripts, model parameters, or model input data. The resulting 
modelling data does not necessarily reflect the official views or policies of SCAG. SCAG shall not be held 
responsible for the modeling results and the content of the documentation. 
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with respect to freeways in Riverside County. These adjustments are described in an earlier 
technical memorandum2. 

2.1.1. Model Validation 

Best industry practice requires that a regional model be adjusted and re-validated prior to 
using it for sub-regional studies: 

“Agencies that use MPO models for purposes other than regional planning 
should ensure that the model provides the appropriate scale and sensitivity 
for applications at a sub‐regional level such as corridor, sub‐area, or local 
planning studies. Below the regional level, model refinements are likely 
necessary to ensure the model meets the validation targets established in 
these guidelines and is appropriately sensitive to smaller scale changes 
associated with sub‐regional studies.” From 2010 California Regional 
Transportation Plan Guidelines, California Transportation Commission. 

The previous technical memorandum described a series of diagnostic tests that the study team 
performed on the SCAG model to test its validity for use in a freeway impact fee nexus study. 
The tests showed that the model represented truck traffic on Riverside County freeways well. 
For example, Figure 2-1 compares the percentage of trucks in the traffic on various freeways in 
the model versus the percentage in the Caltrans performance measurement system (PeMS) 
data, and Figure 2-2 shows a similar comparison for truck volumes. There is a close correlation 
between the model and actual values, and no systemic tendency towards over- or under-
estimating the truck percentage. 
  

                                                 
2  See the discussion of diagnostic tests of the SCAG model in Technical Memorandum 1: Existing and Future 

Conditions, WSP, July 2017 
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Figure 2-1: Comparison of Modeled to Actual Daily Truck Percentages on Riverside County Freeways 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 2-2: Comparison of Modeled to Actual Daily Truck Volumes on Riverside County Freeways 
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However, the tests also revealed that there was an issue warranting adjustment. Figure 2-3 
shows link flows from a SCAG model run for 2016 compared to PeMS data for the same year. 
This data was evaluated two ways, namely: 

• The shaded areas in Figure 2-2 and Figure 2-3 show the allowable deviation based on 
Caltrans guidelines. The allowable deviation reflects the fact that the actual traffic 
volumes on roads fluctuate from day to day, so the “normal” traffic volume that a 
model should replicate is a range rather than a fixed value. A model is considered 
generally valid if 75% of the points fall within the allowable deviation. In this case 77% 
of the sites are within the allowable range in the AM peak hour and 86% in the PM peak 
hour, so the model passes this test of validity. 

• The second test was to see whether there was a general tendency for the model to over-
estimate or under-estimate freeway volumes on freeways in Riverside County. Figure 
2-3 shows that the model failed this test; over-estimating traffic on Riverside County 
freeways by an average of 26% in the AM peak hour and 20% in the PM peak hour.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 2-3: AM and PM Peak Hour Comparison of Traffic Counts and SCAG Model Volumes 

 

The model overestimation can be reduced by factoring down model volumes in a post-model 
adjustment. Only car volumes were factored down, not truck volumes, because truck volumes 
did not show the same trend (see Figure 2-2). 

Figure 2-4 shows the results after applying factors of 0.74 and 0.80 in the AM peak hour and PM 
peak hour, respectively. After adjustments, the R-squared3 value increased from 0.11 to 0.79 in 
the AM peak hour and from 0.51 to 0.84 in the PM peak hour.  

                                                 

3  R-squared is a measure of how well the forecast accounts for variations in the traffic counts. R-squared values 
can range from 0.00, indicating no relationship between the model values and the counts, to 1.00, indicating 
that the model accounts for all variation in the count data set. 

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

6000

7000

8000

9000

10000

11000

12000

13000

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000 10000 11000 12000 13000

S
C

A
G

 M
o

d
e

l 
V

o
lu

m
e

s
 

PeMS

I-15

SR-60

I-215

SR-91

I-10

AM Peak Hour

Overestimated

Underestimated

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

6000

7000

8000

9000

10000

11000

12000

13000

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000 10000 11000 12000 13000

S
C

A
G

 M
o

d
e

l 
V

o
lu

m
e

s
 

PeMS

I-15

SR-60

I-215

SR-91

I-10

PM Peak Hour

Overestimated

Underestimated

359
664

Item 19.



RCTC Truck Study and Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee 

Technical Memorandum 2: Funding and Cost Analysis 

 

  5 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 2-4: AM and PM Peak Hour Comparison of Traffic Counts and SCAG Model Adjusted Volumes 
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2.1.2. Forecasting the Growth in Logistics Employment in Riverside County 

The steps used to forecast for the growth in logistics in Riverside County are outline in Figure 
2-5 below.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 2-5: Steps Used to Forecast Logistics Growth 

The steps in the process were: 

1) The starting point for forecasting logistics growth in Riverside County was the adopted 
SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS. The SCS socio-economic data (SED) included several employment 
categories, of which the most relevant for this study is Transportation and 
Warehousing (corresponding to NAICS code 48-49). Warehousing employment (NAICS 
subcategory code 493) is included within this category, along with other types of 
employment such as air and rail transportation, trucking, transit, pipeline, and postal 
service. The SCS data was obtained from SCAG in the form of SED inputs for the latest 
SCAG model (v6.3). 
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2) The growth in jobs in the Transportation and Warehousing category was derived as the 
difference in the employment figures for 2016 and 2040. 

3) Caltrans’ Transportation Economics Branch provides annual county-level projections of 
employment by 2-digit NAICS industry categories out to 20504. Their forecast is shown 
in Figure 2-6. This was compared to the forecast from the adopted SCS as a 
reasonableness check. As can be seen in Figure 2-7, the two forecasts are reasonably 
consistent. The SCS forecast is a little lower than the Caltrans’ forecast, representing a 
more conservative forecast as the basis a fee program5. 

4) Next, the growth in employment in the warehouse sub-category needed to be 
separated out from the growth of the broader Transportation and Warehousing 
category. The best data available for doing this comes from the California Employment 
Development Department (EDD). EDD collects data on employment by detailed NAICS 
industries, but only at the Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) geography. Moreover, 
EDD does not include long-term forecasts. Therefore, the EDD historical data for the 
Riverside-San Bernardino-Ontario MSA had to be extrapolated into the future.  

First, the proportion of Transportation and Warehouse employment that is in the 
warehousing sub-category was computed (see Figure 2-8) to observe the historical 
trend. As seen in Figure 2-8, 2003 marks an inflection point where the rate of growth in 
warehousing increases relative to the growth of transportation/warehousing 
employment overall. Therefore, the post-2003 trend was used to extrapolate from 2016 
to 2040 for both for the warehousing sub-category and the rest of Transportation sub-
categories. 

5) As a reasonableness check, the growth in warehouse jobs and non-warehouse jobs in 
the Transportation and Warehouse category were compared to historic trends. As can 
be seen in Figure 2-9, the forecasts produced by steps 1 through 4 appear to be 
reasonable considering the best available data. 

6) Steps 1 through 5 produced a control total for the growth in warehouse jobs in 
Riverside County, but contain no information about where in the county the jobs would 
be located. Locational data is needed so that the growth will be properly represented in 
the forecast in terms of where they will affect the freeway system. 

The best available data for the distribution of growth among the traffic analysis zones 
(TAZs) comes from a study currently underway by SCAG, some products of which are 
available for modeling purposes6. Figure 2-10 shows the TAZs with the highest 
warehousing growth in the SCAG model SED. The large majority of growth is associated 

                                                 
4  http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/eab/socio_economic.html 

5  Impact fee programs must demonstrate a rational nexus and rough proportionality between the nature of the 
development that would be subject to the fee, the magnitude of the impact being created, and the cost to 
mitigate the specific impact.    For fee studies, it is important not to over-estimate impacts or thr required 
mitigation, which can be different from other types of traffic impact studies done pursuant to CEQA, where it is 
typically more important not to under-estimate impacts. 

6  The on-going SCAG study also produced some forecasts of warehouse jobs by TAZ, but the SCAG team stated 
that these were very preliminary and recommended that they not be used for the current nexus study.  
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with the World Logistics Center—this TAZ contains 91% of the growth for the county. 
After the five TAZ with the largest growth, there are six TAZs each with less than 1% of 
the warehousing employment in the county. 

The control total from Step 5 was multiplied by the percentage of growth for each TAZ to 
produce the forecast of the growth in warehouse employment by TAZ. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 2-6: Caltrans Economic Forecast for Riverside and San Bernardino Counties 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Figure 2-7: Caltrans Economic Forecast Transportation Employment Compared to the SCAG model’s 
Transportation Employment Data for Riverside  

0

20,000

40,000

60,000

80,000

100,000

120,000

140,000

160,000

180,000

2
0

0
0

2
0

0
2

2
0

0
4

2
0

0
6

2
0

0
8

2
0

1
0

2
0

1
2

2
0

1
4

2
0

1
6

2
0

1
8

2
0

2
0

2
0

2
2

2
0

2
4

2
0

2
6

2
0

2
8

2
0

3
0

2
0

3
2

2
0

3
4

2
0

3
6

2
0

3
8

2
0

4
0

Transportation Employment:

Caltrans Economic Forecast by County 

Riverside County San Bernardino County

Historical Forecast

0

10,000

20,000

30,000

40,000

50,000

60,000

70,000

2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040

Transportation Employment: Caltrans Economic 

Forecast vs SCAG Model [Riverside County]

SCAG Model SED Caltrans Economic Forecast

363
668

Item 19.



RCTC Truck Study and Regional Logistics Mitigation Fee 

Technical Memorandum 2: Funding and Cost Analysis 

 

  9 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 2-8: The Proportion of Warehousing to Transportation Employment from the Riverside-San 

Bernardino-Ontario MSA 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 2-9: Extrapolated EDD to 2040 Using the 2003 to 2016 Trend for Warehousing and Other 

Transportation Employment 
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Figure 2-10: TAZs with Largest Warehousing/Logistics Growth in Riverside County 

 

2.1.3. Model Post Processing 

The model data was post-processed to calculate peak hour volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratios and 
identify deficiencies. Link data was processed for all freeway links in Riverside County. The 
SCAG model generates link flows for the AM peak (3-hour) and PM (4-hour) peak periods. Peak 
period flows for non-trucks were converted to hourly flows using conversion factors of 0.35 
and 0.28 for AM and PM peak hours, respectively. These factors were taken from San Bernardino 
County CMP Appendix H – Post Processed Traffic Volume Guidelines and are widely used in model 
applications in Riverside and San Bernardino Counties. Trucks were assumed to have a flat 
demand for each hour within a peak period (i.e. factors of 0.33 and 0.25 for AM and PM). Then, 
the validation factors discussed in Section 2.1 (0.74 and 0.80 in the AM and PM peak hours, 
respectively) were applied to non-truck flows. 
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2.2. IDENTIFYING DEFICIENCIES 

The V/C ratio was computed for each link in the AM and PM peak hours using the capacities 
and passenger car equivalent (PCE) factors7 embedded in the SCAG model which account for 
grade. Per the RCTC Congestion Management Program, the adopted minimum Level of Service 
(LOS) threshold for freeways in Riverside County is LOS “E” meaning that facilities with a V/C 
ratio of 1.0 or higher are considered deficient.  

Figure 2-11 and Figure 2-13 show the existing V/C ratios for the AM peak hour and PM peak 
hour, respectively. There are three current deficiencies identified in Riverside County: SR-91 in 
Corona during the both the AM and PM peak hours, I-15 in the Jurupa Valley during the PM 
peak hour, and I-215 between Riverside and Moreno Valley during the PM peak hour. These 
congested sections may result in queuing in upstream sections whose V/C ratios would not in 
themselves be problematic, so drivers may perceive the problem sections to be longer than 
shown.  

Figure 2-12 and Figure 2-14 shows 2040 traffic demand assigned to the existing network8 with 
no capacity improvements for the AM and PM peak hours, respectively. The existing 
deficiencies would worsen and two additional deficiencies in the AM peak hour and five 
additional deficiencies in the PM peak hour would be created. 
  

                                                 

7  PCE factors are used to account for the difference in size, speed, and maneuverability between different classes 
of vehicles, including the effect of slopes on the operating characteristics of trucks.  

8   The SCAG existing model network represents the current state of the transportation system in 2016 and does 
not reflect those projects completed since 2016.  In Riverside County, the SR-91 Express Lanes Extension project 
that included various freeway improvements along SR-91 from the Orange County line to I-15 was completed 
after 2016.  Projects completed after 2016 (as well as projects currently under construction) get reconciled 
during subsequent study steps, as described in Chapter 4 of this technical memorandum.   
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Figure 2-11: Existing Deficiencies in Riverside County during the AM Peak Hour 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 2-12: Future Deficiencies in Riverside County during the AM Peak Hour 
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Figure 2-13: Existing Deficiencies in Riverside County during the PM Peak Hour 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 2-14: Future Deficiencies in Riverside County during the PM Peak Hour 
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3. ATTRIBUTING CAPACITY DEFICIENCIES TO NEW LOGISTICS 
DEVELOPMENT 

3.1. PERCENT ATTRIBUTABLE TO FUTURE DEVELOPMENT 

The Mitigation Fee Act limits impact fees to new development’s “fair share” of the cost of 
needed improvements. For that reason, once the existing and future freeway deficiencies were 
identified, the next step was to determine how much of each future deficiency can be 
attributed to traffic from future development. There are three possible situations for each 
freeway link: 

• Freeway volumes are below the capacity of the freeway, even when the traffic from 
new development is added in. In such cases there is no deficiency. No fee can be 
collected because no improvement is needed.  

• Existing traffic volumes are below the capacity of the freeway, but the addition of 
traffic from new growth creates a deficiency where none previously existed. In such 
cases 100% of the deficiency can be attributed to new development. 

• There is an existing deficiency that will worsen with the addition of traffic from new 
growth. In these cases, the percent of the deficiency attributable to new growth is the 
portion of the excess traffic (excess being the traffic above the capacity of the road) 
that arises from new growth rather than from existing traffic. 

3.2. PERCENT ATTRIBUTABLE TO NEW LOGISTICS DEVELOPMENT 

3.2.1. Tracking new logistics truck traffic in the SCAG model 

In order compute the percent of each deficiency that is attributable to new logistics 
development, it was necessary to keep track of trips generated by new logistics uses during the 
model assignment. The socio-economic data (SED) input files were modified in such a way that 
only growth in warehousing employment were allocated to traffic analysis zones (TAZ), so all 
trips to or from these TAZ can be attributed to only new logistics activity. A select-zone query 
was generated during the assignment step so the new logistics trips were recorded for each 
link in the model. The SCAG model classifies vehicles by class including trucks, so trucks in the 
select-zone query represent all the truck traffic attributable to new logistics development. 

Figure 3-1 shows the truck traffic due to new logistics, with bandwidth proportional to traffic 
flow. The largest flows are forecast to come from the proposed World Logistics Center, with 
the location of the World Logistics Center highlighted for easy reference. The largest increases 
in truck flows would occur on SR-60 and I-215 west of the World Logistics Center.  

3.2.2. Percent Attributable to New Logistics Development 

First, for each link, the growth in traffic volumes (measured as passenger car equivalents or 
PCE) from 2016 to 2040 was calculated. Then new logistics truck traffic was taken as a percent 
of that overall growth. This percent of growth attributable to new logistics trucks was 
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multiplied by the percent of deficiencies attributable to growth to find the percent of each 
deficiency specifically attributable to new logistics truck traffic. All these steps were done for 
both AM and PM peak hour traffic, then the peak hour with the higher percent attributable 
was selected to represent the link. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 3-1: New Logistics Trucks in western Riverside County 

3.3. IDENTIFYING PROJECTS 

Links with new or increased deficiencies in either peak hour relative to existing conditions 
were identified as potential locations for improvement projects. Continuous sequences of 
model links were grouped into locations represented by a critical link for determining percent 
attributable to new logistics. 

Table 3-1 shows the critical V/C ratios, deficiencies, and percent attributable for each project 
location. Figure 3-2 visually represents the components of traffic (existing, non-logistics 
growth, and logistics growth) relative to the capacity for each project location. For example, 
existing demand is less than capacity at project 4, so there is no existing deficiency. Therefore, 
the deficiency that is expected to appear by 2040 is entirely attributable to new development. 
At project 5, the existing demand exceeds capacity, and growth increases the deficiency. 
Figure 3-3 shows the project locations on a map.    
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Table 3-1: Deficient Segment Locations and Percent Attributable 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2016 AM 

V/C

2016 PM 

V/C

2040 AM 

V/C

2040 PM 

V/C
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour

AM Peak 

Hour

PM Peak 

Hour
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour

(F) = Max (E)

SR-79 S Rancho California Rd 4 0.35 0.66 0.52 1.01 No Deficiency 100% 1.2% 0.7% No Deficiency 0.7% 0.7%

Rancho California Rd Winchester Rd 4 0.45 0.74 0.60 1.01 No Deficiency 100% 1.4% 0.7% No Deficiency 0.7% 0.7%

2 I-15 NB Winchester Rd Lane Add south of I-15/I-215 Split 4 0.46 0.79 0.58 1.02 No Deficiency 100% 2.3% 0.9% No Deficiency 0.9% 0.9%

3 I-15 NB Clinton Keith Rd Baxter Rd 3 0.52 0.80 0.65 1.03 No Deficiency 100% 1.1% 0.3% No Deficiency 0.3% 0.3%

4 I-15 NB El Cerrito Rd Ontario Ave 3 0.86 0.90 1.03 0.88 100% No Deficiency 1.1% 100.0% 1.1% No Deficiency 1.1%

5 I-15 NB Norco Dr/6th Street Limonite Ave 3 0.82 1.10 0.87 1.14 No Deficiency 29% 4.1% 2.5% No Deficiency 0.7% 0.7%

Cantu Galeano Ranch Rd Limonite Ave 3 0.77 0.96 0.77 1.02 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 4.3% No Deficiency 4.3% 4.3%

Limonite Ave Norco Dr/6th Street 3 0.87 1.01 0.90 1.04 No Deficiency 88% 4.7% 5.9% No Deficiency 5.2% 5.2%

7 I-15 SB El Cerrito Rd Dos Lagos Dr 3 0.65 0.92 0.61 1.03 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 2.2% No Deficiency 2.2% 2.2%

8 I-15 SB Temescal Canyon Rd Indian Truck Trail 3 0.61 0.83 0.56 1.01 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 1.4% No Deficiency 1.4% 1.4%

Rubidoux Blvd Market St 3 0.84 0.95 0.81 1.03 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 30.9% No Deficiency 30.9% 30.9%

Market St Main St 3 0.87 1.00 0.82 1.06 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 39.0% No Deficiency 39.0% 39.0%

Box Springs Rd Central Ave 4 0.94 1.08 1.09 1.07 100% 0% 14.3% 100.0% 14.3% 0.0% 14.3%

Watkins Dr Martin Luther King Jr 4 0.94 1.05 1.12 1.16 100% 66% 24.8% 57.9% 24.8% 38.4% 38.4%

10c I-215 NB University Ave Off-Ramp Upstream of Univ Ave On-ramp 3 0.90 1.04 0.98 1.04 No Deficiency 13% 26.9% 100.0% No Deficiency 13.3% 13.3%

11 I-215 NB Center St Off-Ramp Riverside County Line/Iowa Ave 3 0.79 1.00 0.79 1.03 No Deficiency 97% 91.5% 12.2% No Deficiency 11.8% 11.8%

12 I-215 SB Martin Luther King Jr Sycamore Canyon Rd 4 0.96 1.13 1.07 1.25 100% 50% 57.1% 55.2% 57.1% 27.7% 57.1%

13 I-215 SB Van Buren Blvd Harley Knox Blvd 3 0.67 0.95 0.64 1.06 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 4.4% No Deficiency 4.4% 4.4%

Riverside County Line Green River Rd Off-Ramp 5 0.89 1.18 0.76 1.23 No Deficiency 23% 100.0% 6.1% No Deficiency 1.4% 1.4%

Green River Rd Off-Ramp SR-71 5 0.79 1.01 0.72 1.02 No Deficiency 69% 100.0% 14.1% No Deficiency 9.8% 9.8%

SR-71 Serfas Club Dr Off-Ramp 4 0.92 1.17 0.85 1.27 No Deficiency 36% 100.0% 4.1% No Deficiency 1.5% 1.5%

15 SR-91 NB Serfas Club Dr Off-Ramp Grand Blvd Off-Ramp 4 0.85 1.00 0.80 1.03 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 8.9% No Deficiency 8.9% 8.9%

16 SR-91 NB On-Ramp from SB I-15 On-Ramp from NB I-15 3 0.81 1.03 0.76 1.07 No Deficiency 55% 100.0% 13.6% No Deficiency 7.5% 7.5%

17 SR-91 NB McKinley St Off-Ramp Pierce St 3 0.81 0.98 0.76 1.02 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 10.1% No Deficiency 10.1% 10.1%

18 SR-91 NB Magnolia Ave La Sierra Ave 3 0.76 0.93 0.69 1.00 No Deficiency 100% 100.0% 8.3% No Deficiency 8.3% 8.3%

Serfas Club Dr Off-Ramp Lane Add at SR-71 4 0.97 1.08 1.05 1.01 100% 0% 2.8% 100.0% 2.8% 0.0% 2.8%

Lane Add at SR-71 Riverside County Line 5 0.92 1.00 1.02 0.91 100% No Deficiency 1.8% 100.0% 1.8% No Deficiency 1.8%

Start

Route

Name
Dir

Project 

ID

(C) = 100%, for (A) < 1.0 and (B) > 1.0

(C) = [(B)-(A)]/[(B)-1], for (A) > 1.0
(D) (E) = (C) * (D)(A) (B)

Critical Segment Percent Deficiency 

Attributable to New 

Logistics Trucks

Critical V/C ratio
Percent Deficiency Attributable to 

New Development

Percent Deficiency Attributable 

to New Logistics Trucks by Peak 

Hour

New Logistics Trucks as 

Percent of 2016 to 2040 

Growth2016 GP 

Lanes on 

Critical 

SegmentEnd

19

1

6

14

9

SR-91 SB

SR-91

10

I-15 NB

NB

SR-60 EB

I-15 SB

I-215 NB
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Figure 3-2:  Components of 2040 Traffic Demand as a Percentage of Capacity 
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Figure 3-3: Deficient Segment Location Map 
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4. ESTIMATING FREEWAY PROJECT COSTS  

4.1. ASSESSING PROJECT LIMITS 

Section 2 of this memorandum described how future capacity deficiencies on the freeway 
network in Riverside County were identified.  The findings of this effort were summarized as a 
list of directional freeway segments where the future demand exceeded capacity and resulted 
in a bottleneck in the system.  Limiting capacity expansion to the specific identified segment 
would be expected mitigate the bottleneck in that segment, however it is likely that the 
bottleneck would be moved to the next adjacent segment without alleviating the capacity 
deficiency.  Therefore, the list of deficient segments was reviewed in relation to the traffic data 
and the physical characteristics of the existing freeway facility to determine the extent of the 
improvement projects that would be necessary (i.e. to define the practical limits and logical 
termini for the associated improvement project) to address the actual operational problem, 
not just the specific upstream bottleneck location.  

At each freeway segment identified as having a capacity deficiency, the traffic data was 
reviewed to determine the location (typically an off-ramp) where the demand along the 
corridor was reduced enough to no longer exceed the capacity of the freeway mainline.  Other 
considerations were physical characteristics of the freeway that might also contribute to 
capacity reduction, such as uphill grades where truck lanes would benefit the operation of the 
freeway, and system interchanges where demand changed substantially and there were 
opportunities for lane drops at freeway-to-freeway connectors.  The practical limits of each of 
the 19 projects required to mitigate the deficient segments are listed in Table 4-1. 

Table 4-1: Practical Limits of Capacity Deficient Segment Improvement Projects 

ID 
Route 
Name 

Dir Beginning  End 

1 

I-15 

NB 

SR-79 S Rancho California Rd 
Rancho California Rd Winchester Rd 

2 Winchester Rd Lane Add south of I-15/I-215 Split 
3 Clinton Keith Rd Baxter Rd 
4 El Cerrito Rd Ontario Ave 
5 Norco Dr/6th St Limonite Ave 

6 

SB 

Cantu Galeano Ranch Rd Limonite Ave 
Limonite Ave Norco Dr/6th 

7 Cajalco Rd Indian Truck Trail 

8 El Cerrito Rd Cajalco Rd 

9 SR-60 EB 
Rubidoux Blvd Market St 

Market St Main St 
10 I-215 NB Box Springs Rd Central Ave/Watkins Dr 
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ID 
Route 
Name 

Dir Beginning  End 

Central Ave/Watkins Martin Luther King 
10c Martin Luther King Blvd SR-91 
11 Center St Off-Ramp Riverside County Line/Iowa 
12 

SB 
Martin Luther King Jr Sycamore Canyon Rd 

13 Van Buren Blvd Case Rd 

14 

SR-91 
EB 

Riverside County Line Green River Rd Off-Ramp 
Green River Rd Off-Ramp SR-71 

SR-71 Serfas Club Dr Off-Ramp 
15 Serfas Club Dr Off-Ramp Grand Blvd Rd Off-Ramp 
16 On-Ramp from SB-I-15 On Ramp from NB- I-15 
17 McKinley St Off Ramp Pierce St 
18 Pierce St Magnolia St 

19 WB 
Serfas Club Dr Off-Ramp Lane Add at SR-71 

Lane Add at SR-71  Riverside County Line 
 

The limits of one project, Number 13, were slightly ambiguous based on the review of traffic 
and physical features, as well in consideration of the proximity of future warehousing and 
logistics development activity.  For these reasons, Project 13 was presented with two options – 
from Van Buren Boulevard to D Street and from Van Buren Boulevard to Case Road – and cost 
estimates were prepared for each option so that the Study Advisory Team could assess the 
value of each option separately and determine which option adequately addressed the capacity 
constraint.  The Study Advisory Team, at the meeting held on February 22, 2018, recommended 
Option 2 be advanced for the purposes of the study. 

4.2. REVIEW OF CURRENTLY FUNDED/PROGRAMMED IMPROVEMENTS 

Once the practical limits of the improvements were defined, each project was compared to 
known, funded/programmed projects that were recently completed (and are not included in 
the SCAG 2016 Model existing network), are currently under construction, or are currently in 
development and are funded for construction.  There are three projects that are within the 
study area that were identified as meeting these criteria: 

• The I-15/French Valley Parkway Interchange Project, Phases 1 and 2 
• The I-15 Express Lane Project 
• The SR-91 Express Lane Extension Project 

The French Valley Parkway Project includes the implementation of the I-15/French Valley 
Parkway Interchange as well as improvements to the Winchester Road Interchange and a 
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collector-distributor road system along I-15 between Winchester Road and the I-15/I-215 
system interchange.  This project adds as many as three lanes in each direction north of 
Winchester Road.  Based on the Preferred Alternative Layout Plans included in the IS/EA 
(January 2010), the FVP Phasing Exhibit (December 2, 2015) and the Ultimate Project Exhibit 
(July 12, 2017), it was determined that the French Valley Parkway Project successfully 
eliminates the need to further mitigate deficient segment 2. 

The I-15 Express Lane Project will implement one or two tolled managed lanes in each 
direction northbound and southbound between Cajalco Road and SR-60.  This project also adds 
general purpose lanes and auxiliary lanes at specific locations. Based on a review of the I-15 
Express Lane Project Tolling Concept Plans (June 21, 2017), the I-15 Express Lane Project 
successfully eliminates the need to further mitigate deficient segments 4, 5, and 6. 

The SR-91 Express Lane Extension Project extends from west of the Orange County Line to east 
of I-15 both eastbound and westbound.  In addition to the tolled express lanes, additional 
general purpose lanes were also constructed as part of this project.  Based on a field review of 
the project as it has been constructed, the SR-91 Express Lane Extension Project successfully 
eliminates the need to further mitigate deficient segments 14, 15, 17, and 19. 

Table 4-2 lists the remaining deficient segments and associated mitigation projects that would 
be included as the basis for the logistics fee program. 

Table 4-2: Capacity Deficient Segment Improvement Projects to be Included in the Fee Program 

ID 
Route 
Name 

Dir Beginning  End 

1 

I-15 

NB 
SR-79 S Rancho California Rd 

Rancho California Rd Winchester Rd 
3 Clinton Keith Rd Baxter Rd 

7 
SB 

Cajalco Rd Indian Truck Trail 

8 El Cerrito Rd Cajalco Rd 

9 SR-60 EB 
Rubidoux Blvd Market St 

Market St Main St 

10 

I-215 
NB 

Box Springs Rd Central Ave/Watkins Dr 
Central Ave/Watkins Martin Luther King 

10c Martin Luther King Blvd SR-91 
11 Center St Off-Ramp Riverside County Line/Iowa 
12 

SB 
Martin Luther King Jr Sycamore Canyon Rd 

13 Van Buren Blvd Case Rd 
16 

SR-91 EB 
On-Ramp from SB-I-15 On Ramp from NB- I-15 

18 Pierce St Magnolia St 
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4.3. DEVELOPMENT OF PROJECT CONCEPTS 

Using scalable, georeferenced aerial photography, project concept plans were developed that 
show the primary quantifiable cost items for each project, including: 

• Right-of-Way Impact 
• Retaining Walls 
• Freeway Mainline Widening 
• Structure Construction 
• Ramp Realignment 
• Roadway Excavation 
• Street Improvements 
• Signalization 

The concept plans show colored lines and areas that can be measured and used to estimate 
quantities for the various categories of construction or property acquisition.  These project 
concept drawings were reviewed by the Study Advisory Team to confirm that they reasonably 
represent the minimum improvements necessary to mitigate the identified deficiency. 

The resultant improvement concept plans are included in Appendix A of this technical 
memorandum.  

4.4. PROJECT COST ESTIMATING 

For the initial assessment and development of project concept plans, Google Earth was used to 
determine existing conditions for the corridors. The conditions recorded include number of 
lanes, width of pavement, HOV lanes, inside (left) shoulder width, outside (right) shoulder 
width, assumed right-of-way boundary, freeway structures, ramp locations, major drainage 
facilities, retaining walls, sounds walls, signage, and signals.  All widths and lengths provided 
were obtained by doing desktop research on Google Earth and limited field reviews, and were 
based on sound engineering judgement. 

The unit costs for the various construction components were taken from the Caltrans cost 
database and other recent project cost estimates for project of similar scale and scope within 
the Inland Empire.  Right-of-way cost per residential unit and per square foot are based on 
current property valuations in Riverside County. 

Roadway Item Costs 
- Roadway costs include PCC pavement, tie-back walls, pavement markings and markers 

and replacement of signs. Unit costs were extrapolated from a similar freeway 
construction project. 
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- The quantity of each component was then multiplied by the unit cost to produce a cost 
item for the roadway component. 

Drainage Item Costs 
- Per our initial assessment, widening affects the existing drainage. Further analysis is 

needed as impacts to drainage can increase the costs.  
- The costs associated with the potential impacts to drainage are 15% of the roadway 

items cost. 

Specialty Item Costs  
- Specialty item costs include retaining walls due to proposed widening, removal of 

existing retaining walls, sounds wall replacement, tie back walls and ramp adjustments.  
- The quantity of each component was then multiplied by the unit cost to produce a cost 

item for the specialty item costs. 

Minor Items Costs 
- Minor items can include anything from ADA items to other minor items that are not 

considered high costs items. Typical Caltrans value is 5-10%. 

Mobilization Costs 
- Mobilization includes costs incurred due to mobilization of personnel and equipment 

as well as pre-construction expenses. Typical value of 10% can be adjusted when actual 
costs are available.  

Roadway Additions  
- Roadway addition items can include price index fluctuations, value analysis, 

maintaining traffic, removal of rock and debris, etc. These supplemental items cover 
work for items that cannot be quantified as contract bid item. All roadway 
supplemental items would be within the FHWA approved items list. At this stage it is 
appropriate to assume there will be supplemental items. Typical Caltrans value is 5-
10%.  

Contingency 
- Contingency of 25% is within Caltrans recommended values. Pre-PSR 30%, PSR 25%, 

Draft PR 20%, PR 15%, after PR approval 10% and final PS&E is 5%. Caltrans 
contingencies allow for unforeseen increases. Due to the level of detail and engineering 
available, the contingency percentage is appropriate. As more information becomes 
available, costs would be refined and contingency would be decreased. This is typical 
per Caltrans. 

Support Costs 
- Support costs are 35% of the capital outlay costs. Support costs include design costs, 

construction management, Caltrans reimbursed costs and Metro internal costs. These 
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costs are functional overhead costs not administrative overhead. The support costs can 
be refined as more information becomes available.   

The costs presented are based on a conceptual engineering assessment using Google desktop 
research. All costs and impacts are based on a visual analysis and it should be noted that no 
detailed engineering or surveying has been done to verify the assumptions.  
 
The proposed improvement project conceptual cost estimates were compared to the Western 
Riverside Council of Governments (WRCOG) Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fee (TUMF) 
program, with a focus on identifying arterial-freeway interchange and bridge projects that are 
also included in TUMF.  The TUMF program assesses all development types, including 
warehouse and logistics uses, impact fees to mitigate the cumulative regional transportation 
impacts of new development on the arterial highway system, including arterial-freeway 
interchanges and bridges.  As such, new warehouse and logistics uses are already contributing 
toward the cost of these improvement projects to the extent they are included in the TUMF 
program.  Where the conceptual improvement projects were determined to include project 
elements that were also identified in the TUMF program, the conceptual cost estimate for the 
project was reduced by an amount equal to the lesser of the estimated conceptual cost of the 
relevant project element (i.e. the conceptual cost of the arterial interchange and/or bridge 
improvements) or the maximum eligible amount prescribed in the 2016 TUMF Nexus Study.   
This reduction in the conceptual improvement costs as part of this study eliminates overlap 
with the TUMF program in terms of the cost for implementing arterial interchange and bridge 
improvements necessary to accommodate the proposed freeway capacity expansion necessary 
to mitigate the cumulative regional impacts of new development, including warehousing and 
logistics uses, on the freeway network.   

The resultant conceptual project cost estimates are summarized it   
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Table 4-3.  A more detailed breakout of the conceptual project cost estimates to mitigate the 
deficient segments is included in Appendix B of this technical memorandum.      
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Table 4-3: Capacity Deficient Segment Improvement Project Conceptual Cost Estimates 

ID 
Route 
Name 

Dir Beginning  End Cost Estimate 

1 

I-15 
NB 

SR-79 S Rancho California Rd 
$36,237,000 

Rancho California Rd Winchester Rd 
3 Clinton Keith Rd Baxter Rd $7,406,000 
7 

SB 
Cajalco Rd Indian Truck Trail $37,825,000 

8 El Cerrito Rd Cajalco Rd $10,408,000 

9 SR-60 EB 
Rubidoux Blvd Market St 

$40,234,000 
Market St Main St 

10 

I-215 
NB 

Box Springs Rd Central Ave/Watkins Dr 
$26,513,000 

Central Ave/Watkins Martin Luther King 
10c Martin Luther King Blvd SR-91 $55,081,000 
11 Center St Off-Ramp Riverside County Line/Iowa $42,212,000 
12 

SB 
Martin Luther King Jr Sycamore Canyon Rd $13,403,000 

13 Van Buren Blvd Case Rd $95,365,000 
16 

SR-91 EB 
On-Ramp from SB-I-15 On Ramp from NB- I-15 $7,611,000 

18 Pierce St Magnolia St $13,040,000 
Total Project Cost Estimate $385,335,000 
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5. FUNDING SOURCES AND FUNDING GAP 

This section of the memorandum reviews transportation funding projections in existing 
documents and describes recent or anticipated additional sources that might be available to 
complete freeway9 capacity expansion projects identified as part of this study. This analysis 
starts with a recent, comprehensive analysis of potential funding - the Riverside County 
Strategic Assessment – which is described in the next section.  It takes the results of this 
assessment and uses similar assumptions to add in more recent funding sources, such as those 
associate with California Senate Bill (SB) 1. 

The various funding sources are then assessed for their potential to fulfill identified project 
needs and costs described in Chapters 2 to 4 of this memorandum. The potential revenues and 
anticipated needs are then compared to conclude a gap analysis in the following chapter.     

5.1. RIVERSIDE COUNTY STRATEGIC ASSESSMENT 

In 2015, the RCTC directed its staff to conduct an assessment to assist the Commission in 
examining the County’s need for transportation investments. The objective was to produce 
findings and recommendation on actions the Commission could take to proactively prepare for 
the future. In early 2016, the RCTC approved the Riverside County Strategic Assessment10.  It 
considered demographics, state local, federal transportation policies and revenues and a 
survey of public and stakeholder perspectives. The assessment includes recommendations 
regarding future planning, asset maximization, increasing funding and communication.  

The Strategic Assessment includes a detailed review of federal, state and local revenues 
through 2040.11 12  It looked at 37 different funding sources covering all modes and categorized 
them into three levels (A, B and C), depending on their level of certainty.  Category A 
represents existing revenues that can be reasonably expected to be available in the future, 
Category B includes existing and programmed revenues that Riverside County might 
realistically secure on a discretionary or competitive basis and those in Category C are 
considered strategy revenues.  Category C revenues represent the highest risk as they are 
contingent upon implementation of future legislation or funding mechanisms.  

The Strategic Assessment conducted an analysis for the 24-year period from 2016-2039.  It 
assumed that most programs continued with increases at the rate of inflation throughout this 
period, with noted exceptions13. It found that, of the total $23 billion in projected need, 
categories A and B left a funding gap of $16 billion. New revenues from Category C were only 
expected to cover $6 million of the need, leaving a $10 billion gap.    

In looking more closely at funding by project type, the Strategic Assessment reviewed the 
following funding sources for freeways and interchanges: 

                                                 
9 Arterial funding sources are not addressed in this analysis as there are separate fee mechanisms already in 

place for arterial projects. 
10 HDR, January 2016, Riverside County Strategic Assessment: Executive Summary, RCTC.  
11 Since the document was prepared in 2015, it did not include several recent funding sources, which are 

discussed later in this memo. 
12 HDR, November 4, 2015, RCTC Strategic Assessment Technical Memorandum: Task 4 Funding Gap 

Analysis. 
13 Ibid. Details of programs and assumptions are contained the tables 8-12 in the appendix to the technical 

memo. 
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Federal 

• Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) 

• Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) 

State 

• Regional Improvement Program (RIP) 

• Interregional Improvement Program (IIP) 

• Mileage Based User-Fees (MBUF) 

Local  

• Measure A 

• SR 91 toll revenues 

• I-15 Express Lane toll revenues 

• Mid County Parkway (MCP) toll revenues 

 

CMAQ and RSTP funds can go to various modes. The Strategic Assessment assumed that, while 
historically much of the CMAQ funds have gone to toll lanes, over time transit projects will 
receive a greater portion of the funding.  It assumed that 30% of the CMAQ and 50% of RSTP 
funds will go to freeway projects in the future.  

The Regional Improvement Program (RIP) is the largest funding source over which RCTC has 
programming authority. The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) is developed 
and approved by the California Transportation Commission (CTC) by April of every even year. 
Each county transportation agency in the state is responsible for programming projects on or 
off the state highway system with Regional Improvement Program (RIP) funds, which 
represent 75% of the total STIP funds available for project programming. Eligible projects 
include capital improvement projects (e.g. interchange improvements, freeway and arterial 
widening, commuter rail stations, etc.) and planning and rideshare activities. 

The Strategic Assessment includes federal Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) funds 
under arterials rather than freeways, although funds can be devoted to any public road.  The 
HSIP requires a data-driven, performance based approach to improving highway safety. It 
provides a maximum of $10 million in federal funds on projects that reduce traffic fatalities 
and serious injuries and can be designed and constructed expeditiously.   

Another fund that has been used on freeways but was not included in the Strategic Assessment 
is the State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP). SHOPP is the State’s “fix-it-
first” program that funds the repair and preservation of the State Highway System (SHS), 
safety improvements, and some highway operational improvements. While the Strategic 
Assessment did not address preservation and maintenance, the SHOPP is worth noting as it 
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protects the enormous investment that has been made over many decades to create and 
manage the approximately 50,000 lane-mile SHS. All projects funded by the SHOPP are limited 
to capital improvements that do not add capacity (no new highway lanes) to the SHS, although 
auxiliary lanes (including truck climbing lanes) are eligible for SHOPP funding. Revenues for 
the SHOPP are generated by federal and state gas taxes and are fiscally constrained by the 
State Transportation Improvement Program Fund Estimate (Fund Estimate) that is produced 
by Caltrans based on established criteria and adopted by the California Transportation 
Commission.   

According to the Strategic Assessment, the total costs of freeway and interchange projects 
between 2016 and 2039 were expected to be $8.724 billion and the revenues are $5.326 billion. 
So, only 61% of the freeway needs are funded, leaving an unfunded gap of $3.326 billion 
through 2039. Table 5-1 shows the breakdown of funding by program and risk. 

 

Table 5-1: Freeway Funding Program, Amount (in millions) and Risk 

Funding Program Category A Category B Category C 

Federal 

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) $219.7   

Regional Surface Transportation Program 
(RSTP) 

$315.2   

State 

Regional Improvement Program (RIP) $441.9   

Interregional Improvement Program (IIP)  $58.8  

Mileage Based User-Fees (MBUF)   $2,233.5 

Local 

Measure A* $915.7   

SR 91 Net Toll Revenues* $618.5   

I-15 Express Lane Toll Revenues* $319.7   

Mid County Parkway (MCP) toll revenues   $153.5 

Total (2016-2039) $2,880 $59 $2,387 

*Debt service and operations and maintenance costs have been deducted from these amounts. 

The Strategic Assessment points out that funds for freeway and interchanges rely most heavily 
on the highest risk (Category C) funding sources. So, of the funding that was anticipated for 
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freeways and interchanges, fully 67% was from Category C. As shown in Table 5-1, a large 
portion of the Category C funds are from MBUF and tolled-based financing of the MCP.  

The Assessment also noted that Measure A programs are further suballocated to additional 
geographies and programs. For example, while the majority appears to be allocated to 
freeways, there are specific suballocations to counties and, within those, to various modal 
programs. While the majority of the amount apportioned to freeways falls within the western 
part of the County, some is dedicated to Coachella Valley. We have not completed further 
disaggregation based on geography for this analysis.  

Because the assessment was prepared in 2015 it did not include certain funding sources 
approved after that. New funding sources and their potential implications are described in the 
following sections. 

5.2. FIXING AMERICA'S SURFACE TRANSPORTATION ACT 

On December 4, 2015 President Obama signed Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act 
(FAST) Act14 into law. It was the first law enacted in over ten years that provides long-term 
funding certainty for surface transportation.  The FAST Act allows states and local 
governments greater confidence in federal funding for transportation projects.   

Overall, the FAST Act largely maintains program structures and funding shares between 
highways and transit. It was viewed as a down-payment for building a 21st century 
transportation system.  

The law also makes changes and reforms to many Federal transportation programs, including 
streamlining the approval processes for new transportation projects, providing new safety 
tools, and establishing new programs to advance critical freight projects. The relevant funding 
programs are described below. The funding implications of all FAST Act funding programs on 
RCTC are discussed at the end of this section. 

5.2.1. Nationally Significant Freight and Highway Projects  

The Nationally Significant Freight and Highway Projects (NSFHP) program15  provides financial 
assistance—competitive grants, known as INFRA grants, or credit assistance—to nationally and 
regionally significant freight and highway projects. Funding is $800 million to $1 billion 
annually over the program life.  Both large (over $100 million) and small (more than $5 
million) projects are eligible, but 90% of program funds are reserved for large projects.   

Projects must support the national program goals to: 

• improve the safety, efficiency, and reliability of the movement of freight and people;  

• generate national or regional economic benefits and an increase in global economic 
competitiveness of the U.S.;  

• reduce highway congestion and bottlenecks;  

• improve connectivity between modes of freight transportation;  

                                                 
14 Pub. L. No. 114-94 
15 FAST Act § 1105; 23 U.S.C. 117 
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• enhance the resiliency of critical highway infrastructure and help protect the 
environment;  

• improve roadways vital to national energy security; and  

• address the impact of population growth on the movement of people and freight.  

Both highway and freight projects - including rail intermodal projects, grade crossings and rail 
and port projects – are eligible.  Highway projects must be either on the NHS or the National 
Highway Freight network.  Funding for non-highway freight projects is limited to $500 million 
over the life of the program.  

Funding may go to any project phase including planning, construction, and operational 
improvements. However, the project must have completed preliminary engineering and be 
reasonably expected to begin construction within 18 months of obligation of funds.  

States, MPOs, local governments, public authorities, political subdivision, tribal governments 
and groups of these entities may apply. The program encourages the use of nontraditional 
financing, innovative design and construction techniques, innovative technologies, and non-
Federal contributions as well as geographic diversity among grant recipients. Non-federal 
funding commitments, however, must be backed by contingency and have additional stable 
and dependable sources of funding to construct operate and maintain and operate the project.  

Projects must: 

• generate national or regional economic, mobility, or safety benefits;  

• be cost effective;  

• contribute to the accomplishment of one or more of the national goals 

5.2.2. Advanced Transportation and Congestion Management Technologies 
Deployment Program 

The Advanced Transportation and Congestion Management Technologies Deployment 
Program16 makes competitive grants for the development of model deployment sites for large 
scale installation and operation of advanced transportation technologies that improve safety, 
efficiency, system performance, and infrastructure return on investment.  

Program funding totals $60 million annually.  The federal share cannot exceed 50% of the cost 
of the project.  

Eligible projects include deployment of advanced transportation and congestion management 
technologies, such as:  

• advanced traveler information systems;  

• advanced transportation management technologies;  

• infrastructure maintenance, monitoring, and condition assessment;  

• advanced public transportation systems;  

                                                 
16 FAST Act § 6004; 23 U.S.C. 503(c)(4) 
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• transportation system performance data collection, analysis, and dissemination 
systems;  

• advanced safety systems, including vehicle-to-vehicle and vehicle-to-infrastructure 
communications;  

• technologies associated with autonomous vehicles, and other collision avoidance 
technologies, including systems using cellular technology;  

• integration of intelligent transportation systems with the Smart Grid and other energy 
distribution and charging systems;  

• electronic pricing and payment systems; or  

• advanced mobility and access technologies, such as dynamic ridesharing and 
information systems to support human services for elderly and disabled individuals.17   

5.2.3. Surface Transportation System Funding Alternatives Program 

The Surface Transportation System Funding Alternatives Program18 provides grants to States 
or groups of States to demonstrate user-based alternative revenue mechanisms that utilize a 
user fee structure to maintain the long-term solvency of the Highway Trust Fund.  

The objectives of the program are:  

• to test the design, acceptance, and implementation of two or more future user-based 
alternative mechanisms;  

• to improve the functionality of the user-based alternative revenue mechanisms;  

• to conduct outreach to increase public awareness regarding the need for alternative 
funding sources for surface transportation programs and to provide information on 
possible approaches;  

• to provide recommendations regarding adoption and implementation of user-based 
alternative revenue mechanisms; and  

• to minimize the administrative cost of any potential user-based alternative revenue 
mechanisms.  

A total of $20 million is available annually. The Federal share of the cost of an activity carried 
out under the program may not exceed 50 percent. Geographic diversity will be considered in 
award of grants. 

Program funds will test the design, acceptance, and implementation of a user-based 
alternative revenue mechanism, consistent with the program’s objectives. Revenue collected 
through a user-based alternative revenue mechanism established with program funds may not 
be considered a toll under 23 U.S.C. 301.  Because of the program’s limitations and focus on 
testing, no estimates have been included among the funds available for freeway projects in this 
analysis.  

                                                 
17 23.U.S.C. 503(c)(4)(E) 
18 FAST Act § 6020 
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5.2.4. FAST Act Funding Implications for RCTC 

As described in the previous section, the FAST Act provided two new grant programs – NSFHP 
and the Advanced Technology and Congestion program – that could reasonably be relied upon 
to provide funding for freeway and interchange projects in Riverside County. As stated 
previously, this analysis took similar assumptions as the Strategic Assessment.  In the 
Assessment, RCTC assumed that it could win competitive grants commensurate with the 
proportion its population represents.  For federal grants, Riverside County represented .74 
percent of the national population19. Table 5-2 shows the new FAST funding amounts by 
program and risk category that could reasonably be expected to be available to RCTC each year 
based on this proportion of total program funding: 

 
Table 5-2: Projected Annual RCTC Funding from FAST (in millions) 

Funding Program Category A Category B Category C 

NSFHP (INFRA)  $6.66  

Advanced Technology 
and Congestion 
Management 
Deployment Program 

 $.444  

Total  $7.104  

 

5.3. ROAD REPAIR AND ACCOUNTABILITY ACT OF 2017 (SENATE BILL 1) 

In 2017 the California legislature passed and the governor signed into law a major 
transportation funding bill.20  The Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017 (referred to as 
SB1) provided additional funding to several existing programs, including the STIP, and 
established several new funding programs that are relevant to this project. The relevant SB1 
programs and their implications for RCTC are described below. 

5.3.1. Trade Corridor Enhancement Program 

The objective of the Trade Corridor Enhancement Program is to fund infrastructure 
improvements on federally designated Trade Corridors of National and Regional Significance, 
on the Primary Freight Network, as identified in the California Freight Mobility Plan, and along 
other corridors that have a high volume of freight movement as determined by the 
Commission.21 The Trade Corridor Enhancement Program is also intended to support the goals 
of the National Highway Freight Program, the California Freight Mobility Plan, and the guiding 
principles in the California Sustainable Freight Action Plan. 

                                                 
19 https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/fact/table/riversidecountycalifornia,US/PST045216 

 
20 http://catc.ca.gov/ 
21 http://catc.ca.gov/programs/sb1/tcep/ 
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The Commission intends to allocate $1.3 Billion, in roughly equal annual installments, in the 
initial three-year program. Allocations are anticipated to continue after 2020, but the amounts 
aren’t known. The initial program is funded by three years of Trade Corridor Enhancement 
Account funding ($794 million), five years of federal National Highway Freight Program 
funding ($535 million) and a one-time appropriation of $11 million the Budget Act of 2015.   
Caltrans is targeted to receive 40% for projects it applies for administers.  

Funding is available for projects that significantly contribute to the freight system’s economic 
activity or vitality; relieve congestion on the freight system; improve the safety, security, or 
resilience of the freight system; improve or preserve the freight system infrastructure; 
implement technology or innovation to improve the freight system or reduce or avoid its 
negative impacts; or reduce or avoid adverse community and/or environmental impacts of the 
freight system. Qualifying project costs include permits and environmental studies; plans, 
specifications and estimates; right-of-way; and construction. 

The Commission has already identified the following corridors as eligible under this program: 
Bay Area, Central Valley, Central Coast, Lost Angeles/Inland Empire and San Diego/Border.  
Other regions are eligible to apply if they have a high volume of freight movement and 
otherwise meet the criteria for funding. The initial target for the Los Angeles/Inland Empire 
(which includes Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Ventura counties) is $467 
million. 

Eligible applicants include local, regional, and public agencies such as cities, counties, 
Metropolitan Planning Organizations, Regional Transportation Planning Agencies, port 
authorities, public construction authorities, and Caltrans. Project proposals from private 
entities must be submitted by a public agency. 

Projects will first be screened to ensure they: meet the project eligibility requirements and 
program objectives, are in an adopted RTP that is consistent with regional greenhouse gas 
emissions reductions targets, demonstrate that negative environmental/community impacts 
will be mitigated and will stimulate economic activity and jobs. High scoring projects will be 
evaluated on freight system factors (throughput, velocity and reliability), transportation 
system factors (safety, congestion reduction, bottleneck relief, multi-modal strategy, 
interregional benefits, advanced technology) and community impact factors (air quality 
impact, community impact mitigation, economic/jobs growth). 

5.3.2. Solutions for Congested Corridors Program  

Solutions for Congested Corridors Program22 (Congested Corridors Program) appropriates two 
hundred and fifty million dollars ($250,000,000) annually to projects designed to achieve a 
balanced set of transportation, environmental, and community access improvements within 
highly congested travel corridors throughout the state.  The primary objective of the 
Congested Corridors Program is to fund projects that make specific improvements and are part 
of a comprehensive corridor plan designed to reduce congestion in highly traveled corridors 
by providing more transportation choices while preserving the character of the local 
community and creating opportunities for neighborhood enhancement projects.   

                                                 
22 http://catc.ca.gov/programs/sb1/sccp/ 
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Funds are allocated by the California Transportation Commission (Commission). 
Improvements may be on the state highway system, local streets and roads, public transit 
facilities, bicycle and pedestrian facilities or required mitigation or restoration or some 
combination thereof.   

A regional transportation planning agency or county transportation commission or authority 
responsible for preparing a regional transportation improvement plan under Section 14527 of 
the Government Code or Caltrans may nominate projects for funding. 

5.3.3. Local Partnership Program 

The Local Partnership Program (LPP) appropriates two hundred million dollars 
($200,000,000) annually to local or regional transportation agencies that have sought 
and received voter approval of taxes or that have imposed fees that are dedicated 
solely for transportation improvements. 23 

Funds are allocated by the California Transportation Commission (Commission) - half 
competitively and the balance by formula. Projects will require at least a one-to-one 
match of private, local, federal, or state funds except jurisdictions with a voter 
approved tax or fee which generates less than $100,000 annually need only provide a 
match equal to 50% of the requested funds.  

Eligible projects include: (a) improvements to the state highway system; (b) improvements to 
transit facilities; (c) acquisition, retrofit, or rehabilitation of rolling stock, buses, or other 
transit equipment; (d) improvements to the local road system; (e) improvements to bicycle or 
pedestrian safety or mobility; (f) improvements to mitigate the environmental impact of new 
transportation infrastructure on a locality’s or region’s air quality or water quality; (g) a 
separate phase or stage of construction for an eligible project may include mitigation of the 
project’s environmental impacts; (h) sound walls for certain freeways; (i) road maintenance 
and rehabilitation; and (j) other transportation improvement projects. 

Eligible applicants are the taxing authorities that have sought and received voter approval of 
taxes, tolls, or fees, or that have imposed fees, including uniform developer fees as defined by 
subdivision (b) of Section 8879.67 of the Government Code, which are dedicated solely to 
transportation improvements. 

The Commission will give higher priority to projects that (a) are more cost-effective; (b) can 
commence construction or implementation earlier; (c) can leverage more committed funds per 
program dollar; (d) can demonstrate quantifiable air quality improvements, including a 
significant reduction in vehicle-miles traveled; (e) can demonstrate regional and community 
project support; and (f) within a Metropolitan Planning Organization, projects that further the 
implementation of the sustainable communities strategy.  

5.3.4. SB1 Funding Implications for RCTC 

Most of the SB1 funds that could go to freeways and interchanges are via competitive grant 
programs.  In 2016, Riverside County represented about six percent of the population in the 

                                                 
23 http://catc.ca.gov/programs/sb1/lpp/ 
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state.24 Assuming, on average, transportation projects are awarded approximately 
proportionate to county population, Table 5-3 shows the projected annual allocation projects 
in Riverside County could reasonably be expected to obtain. 

 
Table 5-3: Projected Annual SB1 Funding for RCTC (in millions) 

Funding Program Category A Category B Category C 

LPP (county allocation) $6.786   

TCEP  $25.997  

SCCP  $15  

LPP (competitive grant)  $6.786  

 $6.786 $47.783  

 

5.4. SUMMARY OF AVAILABLE FUNDING FROM ALL SOURCES 

To quantify the total funds that might be available to freeway and interchange projects in 
Riverside County through 2040, sources identified in the Strategic Assessment were combined 
those from FAST and SB1 programs. Taking the approach used in the Strategic Assessment, 
unless otherwise specific, program funding levels were assumed to continue at the rate of 
inflation throughout the study period. Table 5-4 summarizes newly identified funding sources, 
while Table 5-5 combines new funding sources with those identified previously as part of the 
Strategic Assessment to establish a total of anticipated freeway project funding through 2040 
from all sources by risk category.  
 
  

                                                 
24 https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/fact/table/riversidecountycalifornia,US/PST045216 
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Table 5-4: Freeway Project Funding from New Sources 2017-2040 (in millions) 

Funding Program Category A Category B Category C 

Federal 

NSFHP (INFRA)  $159.8  

Advanced Technology and 
Congestion Management 
Deployment Program 

 $10.7  

State 

LPP (County Allocation) $162.9   

TCEP  $623.9  

SCCP  $360  

LPP (competitive grants)  $162.9  

 

Grand Total New Sources  $162.9 $1,317.3  

 
Table 5-5: RCTC Projected Freeway Project Funding 2017-2040 - All Sources (in millions)  

Funding Source  Category A Category B Category C 

Total Strategic Assessment Sources $2,948.6 $61 $2,465.8 

Total New Sources $162.9 $1,317.3  

Grand Total Old and New Sources $3111.5 $1,378.3 $2,465.8 
 

As can be seen in Table 5-4 and Table 5-5, the infusion of SB1 funds, which are considered risk 
category B, creates better balance across the risk categories than that found in the Strategic 
Assessment, which was heavily reliance on high-risk, category C funds.  However, although the 
SB1 program has been legislated there is also an on-going repeal effort, hence they have been 
identified as risk category B rather than category A.   

A sensitivity analysis was completed to assess the impact of a potential repeal on future 
transportation funding in the County.  Table 5-6 shows the projected funds for freeway and 
interchange projects from all sources without SB1 funds. 
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Table 5-6: Projected RCTC Projected Freeway Project Funds without SB1, 2017-2040 (millions) 

Funding Source  Category A Category B Category C 

Total Strategic 
Assessment Sources 

$2,948.6 $61 $2,465.8 

Total New Sources $162.9 $170.5  

Grand Total Old and 
New Sources 

$3111.5 $231.5 $2,465.8 

 
Table 5-7 shows the total funding that is expected to be available for freeway and related 
interchange projects in Riverside County over the next 24 years.  As can be seen, the total 
projected funding that might reasonably be expected to be available for freeway and 
interchange projects in Riverside County through 2040 is expected to be nearly $6 billion, with 
approximately half of this funding expected to be made available through low risk category A 
funding sources, even without SB1 funding.  This amount substantially exceeds the estimated 
cost to complete the various mitigation projects previously identified in Chapter 4 and 
summarized in   
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Table 4-3 of this report making the various improvement projects viable to be completed, even 
following the adjustment of funds to be generated through a potential logistics fee program to 
account for the portion of impact attributable to logistics uses. 

 
Table 5-7: Projected RCTC Funding with and without SB1, 2017-2040 (in millions) 

Scenario Total Funding 

With SB1 $6,955.6 

Without SB1 $5,808.8 
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6. FUNDING GAP ANALYSIS 

As described in Chapters 3, the fair share of costs to mitigate future freeway deficiencies that 
are attributable to new warehousing and logistics uses varies by segment, but is a relatively 
small proportion of the total cost to complete the necessary improvements.  Furthermore, 
although the project concepts associated cost estimates have identified a minimum level of 
improvement necessary to reasonably mitigate the identified impact, it is likely the scale and 
scope of any proposed improvement project would be greater to account for the 
accomplishment of other transportation goals and/or freeway operational needs, including 
rehabilitation and roadway maintenance, resolution of existing needs, or anticipation of 
addition future demands beyond the horizon year of the fee program.  Since the resolution of 
these items cannot be fairly attributed to the mitigation of new development impacts, it is 
necessary to ensure that sufficient alternative funding sources are expected to be available to 
complete the necessary improvements.   

The total estimated conceptual cost to complete the reasonable mitigation of deficient 
segments identified as part of this study is $385,335,000.  Although a relatively small 
proportion of this cost can be attributed to new warehousing and logistics developments, and 
therefore this fair share of the mitigation cost could be derived from a logistics impact fee, the 
estimates of alternative funding sources described in Chapter 5 clearly indicate that the 
remaining costs to complete these improvement projects could reasonably be expected to be 
obtained from existing and proposed funding sources.  Furthermore, the projected availability 
of future funding for freeway and interchange improvement projects is over ten times the 
amount of the conceptual cost estimates to mitigate the impacts of new development on the 
freeway system indicating that sufficient funding might reasonably be expected to account for 
the expansion of scale and scope of associated freeway projects to address other project needs 
not directly attributable to the impacts of new development.  
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7. APPENDICES 

Appendix A – Capacity Improvement Concept Plans 
 
Appendix B – Conceptual Project Cost Estimate Tables 
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ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $665,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $6,173,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $1,205,850

  SECTION 4:  Speciallty Items $96,000    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $1,105,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $462,243

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $924,485

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $462,243

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $4,437,528

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $20,207,000

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $35,738,348

SUPPORT COSTS $12,508,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $48,246,000

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #1: I-15 NB, from SR-79 S On-Ramp to Winchester Rd Off-Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

419
724

Item 19.



Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (NB Off Ramp Rancho California) 0.-560 20-235 7831.70 CY $15.00 $117,475.56

    Roadway Excavation (NB Loop On Ramp Rancho California) 0-202 0-200 13690.93 CY $15.00 $205,363.89

    Roadway Excavation (NB On Ramp Rancho California) 655 0-185 22810.22 CY $15.00 $342,153.33

Pavment Structural Section

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 14605.00 10.00 16227.78 SQYD $36.38 $590,366.56 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) 14605.00 22.00 8330.26 CY $72.10 $600,611.69 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) 14605.00 22.00 5823.74 TON $85.00 $495,018.22 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 14605.00 22.00 10710.33 CY $270.00 $2,891,790.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB Off Ramp Rancho California Rd) 1415.00 8.00 1257.78 SQYD $36.38 $45,757.96 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB Off Ramp Rancho California Rd) 1415.00 38.00 1394.04 CY $72.10 $100,510.07 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB Off Ramp Rancho California Rd) 1415.00 38.00 974.58 TON $85.00 $82,839.41 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB Off Ramp Rancho California Rd) 1415.00 38.00 1792.33 CY $270.00 $483,930.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB Loop On Ramp Rancho California Rd) 800.00 8.00 711.11 SQYD $36.38 $25,870.22 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB Loop On Ramp Rancho California Rd) 800.00 46.00 954.07 CY $72.10 $68,788.74 Lane plus shoulder at 46' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB Loop On Ramp Rancho California Rd) 800.00 46.00 667.00 TON $85.00 $56,695.00 Lane plus shoulder at 46' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB Loop On Ramp Rancho California Rd) 800.00 46.00 1226.67 CY $270.00 $331,200.00 Lane plus shoulder at 46' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB On Ramp Rancho Califnornia) 835.00 8.00 742.22 SQYD $36.38 $27,002.04 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB On Ramp Rancho Califnornia) 835.00 36.00 779.33 CY $72.10 $56,189.93 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB On Ramp Rancho Califnornia) 835.00 36.00 544.84 TON $85.00 $46,311.19 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB On Ramp Rancho Califnornia) 835.00 36.00 1002.00 CY $270.00 $270,540.00 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Speciallty Items

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) 8625.00 1597.41 SQFT $60.00 $95,844.44 Retaing wall height 5'

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 4.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $200,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) 14605.00 14605.00 LF $0.65 $9,493.25

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) 29210.00 29210.00 LF $2.41 $70,396.10

     Removal of Existing Striping (NB Off Ramp Rancho California Rd) 4252.00 4252.00 LF $0.65 $2,763.80

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB Off Ramp Rancho California Rd) 4252.00 4252.00 LF $2.41 $10,247.32

      Removal of Existing Striping (NB Loop On Ramp Rancho California Rd) 2027.00 2027.00 LF $0.65 $1,317.55

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB Loop On Ramp Rancho California Rd) 2027.00 2027.00 LF $2.41 $4,885.07

     Removal of Existing Striping  (NB On Ramp Rancho Califnornia) 1870.00 1870.00 LF $0.65 $1,215.50

     Thermoplastic Striping  (NB On Ramp Rancho Califnornia) 1870.00 1870.00 LF $2.41 $4,506.70

     Reconstruct Sign Structure 4.00 EA $200,000.00 $800,000.00

Santiago Rd Bridge-Tie-back 70.00 22.00 1540.00 SQ FT $375.00 $577,500.00

Rancho Califnoria Rd Bridge Replacement 122.00 262.00 31964.00 SQ FT $250.00 $7,991,000.00

Drainge Underpass Widening 58.00 22.00 1276.00 SQ FT $375.00 $478,500.00

Overland Rd Bridge Replacement 62.00 720.00 44640.00 SQ FT $250.00 $11,160,000.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavment Structural Section

Speciallty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$665,000.00

$6,173,000.00

$96,000.00

$1,105,000.00

$20,207,000.00

$0.00

$8,039,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #1: I-15 NB, from SR-79 S On-Ramp to Winchester Rd Off-Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way
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ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $665,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $1,596,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $375,300

  SECTION 4:  Speciallty Items $16,000    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $225,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $143,865

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $287,730

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $143,865

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $1,381,104

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $7,991,000

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $12,824,864

SUPPORT COSTS $4,489,000

SUBTOTAL PROJECT COSTS $17,314,000

Amount included in 2016 TUMF Nexus Study $12,009,000.00

Amount to be reduced from Total Project Costs $12,009,000.00

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #1: I-15 NB at Rancho California Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 
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Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (NB Off Ramp Rancho California) 0.-560 20-235 7831.70 CY $15.00 $117,475.56

    Roadway Excavation (NB Loop On Ramp Rancho California) 0-202 0-200 13690.93 CY $15.00 $205,363.89

    Roadway Excavation (NB On Ramp Rancho California) 655 0-185 22810.22 CY $15.00 $342,153.33

Pavment Structural Section

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB Off Ramp Rancho California Rd) 1415.00 8.00 1257.78 SQYD $36.38 $45,757.96 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB Off Ramp Rancho California Rd) 1415.00 38.00 1394.04 CY $72.10 $100,510.07 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB Off Ramp Rancho California Rd) 1415.00 38.00 974.58 TON $85.00 $82,839.41 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB Off Ramp Rancho California Rd) 1415.00 38.00 1792.33 CY $270.00 $483,930.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB Loop On Ramp Rancho California Rd) 800.00 8.00 711.11 SQYD $36.38 $25,870.22 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB Loop On Ramp Rancho California Rd) 800.00 46.00 954.07 CY $72.10 $68,788.74 Lane plus shoulder at 46' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB Loop On Ramp Rancho California Rd) 800.00 46.00 667.00 TON $85.00 $56,695.00 Lane plus shoulder at 46' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB Loop On Ramp Rancho California Rd) 800.00 46.00 1226.67 CY $270.00 $331,200.00 Lane plus shoulder at 46' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB On Ramp Rancho Califnornia) 835.00 8.00 742.22 SQYD $36.38 $27,002.04 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB On Ramp Rancho Califnornia) 835.00 36.00 779.33 CY $72.10 $56,189.93 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB On Ramp Rancho Califnornia) 835.00 36.00 544.84 TON $85.00 $46,311.19 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB On Ramp Rancho Califnornia) 835.00 36.00 1002.00 CY $270.00 $270,540.00 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Speciallty Items

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) 1400.00 259.26 SQFT $60.00 $15,555.56 Retaing wall height 5'

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 4.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $200,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (NB Off Ramp Rancho California Rd) 4252.00 4252.00 LF $0.65 $2,763.80

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB Off Ramp Rancho California Rd) 4252.00 4252.00 LF $2.41 $10,247.32

      Removal of Existing Striping (NB Loop On Ramp Rancho California Rd) 2027.00 2027.00 LF $0.65 $1,317.55

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB Loop On Ramp Rancho California Rd) 2027.00 2027.00 LF $2.41 $4,885.07

     Removal of Existing Striping  (NB On Ramp Rancho Califnornia) 1870.00 1870.00 LF $0.65 $1,215.50

     Thermoplastic Striping  (NB On Ramp Rancho Califnornia) 1870.00 1870.00 LF $2.41 $4,506.70

     Reconstruct Sign Structure $0.00

Santiago Rd Bridge-Tie-back $0.00

Rancho Califnoria Rd Bridge Replacement 122.00 262.00 31964.00 SQ FT $250.00 $7,991,000.00

Drainge Underpass Widening $0.00

Overland Rd Bridge Replacement $0.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavment Structural Section

Speciallty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$665,000.00

$1,596,000.00

$16,000.00

$225,000.00

$7,991,000.00

$0.00

$2,502,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #1: I-15 NB at Rancho California Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way
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ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $2,239,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $2,328,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $809,700

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $35,000    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $796,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $310,385

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $620,770

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $310,385

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $2,979,696

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $360,000

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $10,788,936

SUPPORT COSTS $3,776,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $14,565,000

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #3: I-15 NB, from Clinton Keith Rd. On-ramp to Baxter Rd. Off-Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 
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Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (NB Off Ramp Baxter Rd) 1175.00 0-185 14.00 50359.04 CY $15.00 $755,385.56

    Roadway Excavation (NB On  Ramp Baxter Rd) 860.00 0-200 28.00 98907.41 CY $15.00 $1,483,611.11

Pavement Structural Section $0.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 4840.00 10.00 5377.78 SQYD $36.38 $195,643.56 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) 4840.00 22.00 2760.59 CY $72.10 $199,038.73 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) 4840.00 22.00 1929.95 TON $85.00 $164,045.75 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 4840.00 22.00 3549.33 CY $270.00 $958,320.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB Off Ramp Baxter) 1220.00 8.00 1084.44 SQYD $36.38 $39,452.09 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase(NB Off Ramp Baxter) 1220.00 24.00 759.11 CY $72.10 $54,731.91 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (NB Off Ramp Baxter) 1220.00 24.00 530.70 TON $85.00 $45,109.50 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB Off Ramp Baxter) 1220.00 24.00 976.00 CY $270.00 $263,520.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB On Ramp Baxter) 1235.00 8.00 1097.78 SQYD $36.38 $39,937.16 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB On Ramp Baxter) 1235.00 24.00 768.44 CY $72.10 $55,404.84 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB On Ramp Baxter) 1235.00 24.00 537.23 TON $85.00 $45,664.13 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB On Ramp Baxter) 1235.00 24.00 988.00 CY $270.00 $266,760.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Specialty Items $0.00

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) 1055.00 586.11 SQFT $60.00 $35,166.67 Retaining wall height 5'

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 7.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $350,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) 4840.00 4840.00 LF $0.65 $3,146.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) 9680.00 9680.00 LF $2.41 $23,328.80

     Removal of Existing Striping  (NB Off Ramp Baxter) 1475.00 1475.00 LF $0.65 $958.75

     Thermoplastic Striping  (NB Off Ramp Baxter) 1475.00 1475.00 LF $2.41 $3,554.75

      Removal of Existing Striping (NB On Ramp Baxter) 1235.00 1235.00 LF $0.65 $802.75

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB On Ramp Baxter) 1235.00 1235.00 LF $2.41 $2,976.35

     Reconstruct Sign Structure 2.00 EA $200,000.00 $400,000.00

Baxter Rd Bridge-Tie-back 60.00 16.00 960.00 SQFT $375.00 $360,000.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$2,239,000.00

$2,328,000.00

$35,000.00

$796,000.00

$360,000.00

$0.00

$5,398,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #3: I-15 NB, from Clinton Keith Rd. On-ramp to Baxter Rd. Off-Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way
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ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $2,239,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $811,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $573,000

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $0    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $770,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $219,650

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $439,300

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $219,650

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $2,108,640

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $360,000

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $7,740,240

SUPPORT COSTS $2,709,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $10,449,000

Amount included in 2016 TUMF Nexus Study $7,159,000.00

Amount to be reduced from Total Project Costs $7,159,000.00

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #3: I-15 NB at Baxter Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 
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Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (NB Off Ramp Baxter Rd) 1175.00 0-185 14.00 50359.04 CY $15.00 $755,385.56

    Roadway Excavation (NB On  Ramp Baxter Rd) 860.00 0-200 28.00 98907.41 CY $15.00 $1,483,611.11

Pavement Structural Section $0.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB Off Ramp Baxter) 1220.00 8.00 1084.44 SQYD $36.38 $39,452.09 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase(NB Off Ramp Baxter) 1220.00 24.00 759.11 CY $72.10 $54,731.91 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (NB Off Ramp Baxter) 1220.00 24.00 530.70 TON $85.00 $45,109.50 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB Off Ramp Baxter) 1220.00 24.00 976.00 CY $270.00 $263,520.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB On Ramp Baxter) 1235.00 8.00 1097.78 SQYD $36.38 $39,937.16 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB On Ramp Baxter) 1235.00 24.00 768.44 CY $72.10 $55,404.84 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB On Ramp Baxter) 1235.00 24.00 537.23 TON $85.00 $45,664.13 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB On Ramp Baxter) 1235.00 24.00 988.00 CY $270.00 $266,760.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Specialty Items $0.00

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) $0.00 Retaining wall height 5'

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 7.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $350,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping  (NB Off Ramp Baxter) 1475.00 1475.00 LF $0.65 $958.75

     Thermoplastic Striping  (NB Off Ramp Baxter) 1475.00 1475.00 LF $2.41 $3,554.75

      Removal of Existing Striping (NB On Ramp Baxter) 1235.00 1235.00 LF $0.65 $802.75

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB On Ramp Baxter) 1235.00 1235.00 LF $2.41 $2,976.35

     Reconstruct Sign Structure 2.00 EA $200,000.00 $400,000.00

Baxter Rd Bridge-Tie-back 60.00 16.00 960.00 SQFT $375.00 $360,000.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$2,239,000.00

$811,000.00

$0.00

$770,000.00

$360,000.00

$0.00

$3,820,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #3: I-15 NB at Baxter Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way
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ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $1,510,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $11,919,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $2,251,950

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $304,000    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $1,280,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $863,248

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $1,726,495

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $863,248

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $8,287,176

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $4,310,000

  Right of Way Acquisition $375,000

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $33,690,116

SUPPORT COSTS $11,792,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $45,482,000

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #7, I-15 SB, from Cajalco Rd On-Ramp to Indian Truck  Trail On-Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS
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Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (SB On Ramp Indian Truck Trail) 840.00 0-186 0-12 36720.00 CY $15.00 $550,800.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB Off Ramp Indian Truck Trail) 1100.00 11-167 0-11 36410.00 CY $15.00 $546,150.00

    Roadway Excavation (West of SB Off Ramp Indian Truck Trail) 1735 0-162 0-7 10460.52 CY $15.00 $156,907.78

    Roadway Excavation (West of SB on Ramp Temescal Canyon) 640.00 36-70 0-2 2587.11 CY $15.00 $38,806.67

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Temescal Canyon) 830.00 14-102 0-3 5971.00 CY $15.00 $89,565.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Temescal Canyon) 860.00 12-125 0-2 4170.44 CY $15.00 $62,556.67

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Dos Lagos) 520.00 0-85 0-2 1586.07 CY $15.00 $23,791.11

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Dos Lagos) 950.00 0-90 0-2 2776.52 CY $15.00 $41,647.78

Pavement Structural Section

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 29203.00 10.00 32447.78 SQYD $36.38 $1,180,450.16 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) 29203.00 22.00 16656.53 CY $72.10 $1,200,935.52 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) 29203.00 22.00 11644.70 TON $85.00 $989,799.18 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 29203.00 22.00 21415.53 CY $270.00 $5,782,194.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Indian Truck Trail) 215.00 8.00 191.11 SQYD $36.38 $6,952.62 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Indian Truck Trail) 215.00 26.00 144.93 CY $72.10 $10,449.16 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Indian Truck Trail) 215.00 26.00 101.32 TON $85.00 $8,612.09 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Indian Truck Trail) 215.00 26.00 186.33 CY $270.00 $50,310.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB Off Ramp Indian Truck Trail) 1220.00 8.00 1084.44 SQYD $36.38 $39,452.09 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB Off Ramp Indian Truck Trail) 1220.00 52.00 1644.74 CY $72.10 $118,585.81 Lane plus shoulder at 52' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB Off Ramp Indian Truck Trail) 1220.00 52.00 1149.85 TON $85.00 $97,737.25 Lane plus shoulder at 52' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB Off Ramp Indian Truck Trail) 1220.00 52.00 2114.67 CY $270.00 $570,960.00 Lane plus shoulder at 52' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Temescal Canyon) 955.00 8.00 848.89 SQYD $36.38 $30,882.58 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Temescal Canyon) 955.00 36.00 891.33 CY $72.10 $64,265.13 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Temescal Canyon) 955.00 36.00 623.14 TON $85.00 $52,966.69 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Temescal Canyon) 955.00 36.00 1146.00 CY $270.00 $309,420.00 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Temescal Canyon) 1165.00 8.00 1035.56 SQYD $36.38 $37,673.51 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Temescal Canyon) 1165.00 34.00 1026.93 CY $72.10 $74,041.36 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Temescal Canyon) 1165.00 34.00 717.93 TON $85.00 $61,024.16 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Temescal Canyon) 1165.00 34.00 1320.33 CY $270.00 $356,490.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Dos Lagos) 740.00 8.00 657.78 SQYD $36.38 $23,929.96 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Dos Lagos) 740.00 38.00 729.04 CY $72.10 $52,563.57 Lane plus shoulder at 38 with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Dos Lagos) 740.00 38.00 509.68 TON $85.00 $43,322.38 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Dos Lagos) 740.00 38.00 937.33 CY $270.00 $253,080.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Dos Lagos) 1050.00 8.00 933.33 SQYD $36.38 $33,954.67 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Dos Lagos) 1050.00 36.00 980.00 CY $72.10 $70,658.00 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Dos Lagos) 1050.00 36.00 685.13 TON $85.00 $58,235.63 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Dos Lagos) 1050.00 36.00 1260.00 CY $270.00 $340,200.00 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Specialty Items

    Remove Retaining Wall 1095.00 1095.00 LF $15.00 $16,425.00

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) 14010.00 4792.22 SQFT $60.00 $287,533.33 Retaining wall height 5'

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 12.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $600,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) 29203.00 29203.00 LF $0.65 $18,981.95

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) 58406.00 58406.00 LF $2.41 $140,758.46

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Indian Truck Trail) 2386.00 2386.00 LF $0.65 $1,550.90

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Indian Truck Trail) 2386.00 2386.00 LF $2.41 $5,750.26

      Removal of Existing Striping (SB Off Ramp Indian Truck Trail) 3870.00 3870.00 LF $0.65 $2,515.50

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB Off Ramp Indian Truck Trail) 3870.00 3870.00 LF $2.41 $9,326.70

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Temescal Canyon) 2035.00 2035.00 LF $0.65 $1,322.75

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Temescal Canyon) 2035.00 2035.00 LF $2.41 $4,904.35

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Temescal Canyon) 26170.00 26170.00 LF $0.65 $17,010.50

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Temescal Canyon) 26170.00 26170.00 LF $2.41 $63,069.70

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Dos Lagos) 1491.00 1491.00 LF $0.65 $969.15

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Dos Lagos) 1491.00 1491.00 LF $2.41 $3,593.31

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Dos Lagos) 3290.00 3290.00 LF $0.65 $2,138.50

     Thermoplastic Striping  (SB off Ramp Dos Lagos) 3290.00 3290.00 LF $2.41 $7,928.90

     Reconstruct Sign Structure 2.00 LF $200,000.00 $400,000.00

Indian Truck Trail Bridge Widening 136.00 14.00 1904.00 SQFT $375.00 $714,000.00

Temescal Canyon OC Widening  PM 31.90 160.00 14.00 2240.00 SQFT $375.00 $840,000.00

Mayhew Wash Bridge Widening PM 31.97 145.00 14.00 2030.00 SQFT $375.00 $761,250.00

Temescal Canyon Road UC  Widening PM 33.25 62.00 14.00 868.00 SQFT $375.00 $325,500.00

Brown Canyon Wash Bridge Widening PM 34.72 78.00 14.00 1092.00 SQ FT $375.00 $409,500.00

Dos Lagos Bridge Widening 140.00 14.00 1960.00 SQ FT $375.00 $735,000.00

Bedford Wash Bridge Widening 100.00 14.00 1400.00 SQFT $375.00 $525,000.00

Right of Way Acquisition 150.00 50.00 7500.00 SQFT $50.00 $375,000.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$1,510,000.00

$11,919,000.00

$304,000.00

$1,280,000.00

$4,310,000.00

$375,000.00

$15,013,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #7, I-15 SB, from Cajalco Rd On-Ramp to Indian Truck  Trail On-Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way
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ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $191,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $987,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $375,150

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $43,000    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $1,280,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $143,808

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $287,615

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $143,808

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $1,380,552

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $840,000

  Right of Way Acquisition $0

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $5,671,932

SUPPORT COSTS $1,985,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $7,657,000

Amount included in 2016 TUMF Nexus Study $17,897,000.00

Amount to be reduced from Total Project Costs $7,657,000.00

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #7, I-15 SB at Temescal Canyon Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 
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Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (SB On Ramp Indian Truck Trail) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB Off Ramp Indian Truck Trail) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (West of SB Off Ramp Indian Truck Trail) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (West of SB on Ramp Temescal Canyon) 640.00 36-70 0-2 2587.11 CY $15.00 $38,806.67

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Temescal Canyon) 830.00 14-102 0-3 5971.00 CY $15.00 $89,565.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Temescal Canyon) 860.00 12-125 0-2 4170.44 CY $15.00 $62,556.67

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Dos Lagos) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Dos Lagos) $0.00

Pavement Structural Section

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Indian Truck Trail) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Indian Truck Trail) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Indian Truck Trail) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Indian Truck Trail) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB Off Ramp Indian Truck Trail) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB Off Ramp Indian Truck Trail) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 52' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB Off Ramp Indian Truck Trail) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 52' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB Off Ramp Indian Truck Trail) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 52' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Temescal Canyon) 955.00 8.00 848.89 SQYD $36.38 $30,882.58 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Temescal Canyon) 955.00 36.00 891.33 CY $72.10 $64,265.13 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Temescal Canyon) 955.00 36.00 623.14 TON $85.00 $52,966.69 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Temescal Canyon) 955.00 36.00 1146.00 CY $270.00 $309,420.00 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Temescal Canyon) 1165.00 8.00 1035.56 SQYD $36.38 $37,673.51 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Temescal Canyon) 1165.00 34.00 1026.93 CY $72.10 $74,041.36 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Temescal Canyon) 1165.00 34.00 717.93 TON $85.00 $61,024.16 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Temescal Canyon) 1165.00 34.00 1320.33 CY $270.00 $356,490.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Dos Lagos) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Dos Lagos) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38 with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Dos Lagos) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Dos Lagos) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Dos Lagos) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Dos Lagos) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Dos Lagos) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Dos Lagos) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 36' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Specialty Items

    Remove Retaining Wall $0.00

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) 1300.00 722.22 SQFT $60.00 $43,333.33 Retaining wall height 5'

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 4.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $200,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Indian Truck Trail) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Indian Truck Trail) $0.00

      Removal of Existing Striping (SB Off Ramp Indian Truck Trail) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB Off Ramp Indian Truck Trail) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Temescal Canyon) 2035.00 2035.00 LF $0.65 $1,322.75

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Temescal Canyon) 2035.00 2035.00 LF $2.41 $4,904.35

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Temescal Canyon) 26170.00 26170.00 LF $0.65 $17,010.50

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Temescal Canyon) 26170.00 26170.00 LF $2.41 $63,069.70

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Dos Lagos) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Dos Lagos) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Dos Lagos) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping  (SB off Ramp Dos Lagos) $0.00

     Reconstruct Sign Structure $0.00

Indian Truck Trail Bridge Widening $0.00

Temescal Canyon OC Widening  PM 31.90 160.00 14.00 2240.00 SQFT $375.00 $840,000.00

Mayhew Wash Bridge Widening PM 31.97 $0.00

Temescal Canyon Road UC  Widening PM 33.25 $0.00

Brown Canyon Wash Bridge Widening PM 34.72 $0.00

Dos Lagos Bridge Widening $0.00

Bedford Wash Bridge Widening $0.00

Right of Way Acquisition $0.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$191,000.00

$987,000.00

$43,000.00

$286,000.00

$840,000.00

$0.00

$1,507,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #7, I-15 SB at Temescal Canyon Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way

430
735

Item 19.



ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $1,153,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $3,814,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $857,700

  SECTION 4:  Speciallty Items $288,000    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $463,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $328,785

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $657,570

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $328,785

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $3,156,336

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $975,000

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $12,022,176

SUPPORT COSTS $4,208,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $16,230,000

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #8, I-15 SB, from El Cerrito Rd Off-Ramp to Cajalco Rd Off-Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

431
736

Item 19.



Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Cajalco) 700.00 0-320 0-12 61799.11 CY $15.00 $926,986.67

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Cajalco) 1000.00 0-175 0-5 10822.78 CY $15.00 $162,341.67

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp El Cerrito) 595.00 0-78 0-2 1750.96 CY $15.00 $26,264.44

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp El Cerrito) 780.00 8-84 0-2 2461.04 CY $15.00 $36,915.56

Pavment Structural Section

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 6907.00 14.00 10744.22 SQYD $36.38 $390,874.80 Existing shoulders at 14'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) 6907.00 22.00 3939.55 CY $72.10 $284,041.42 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) 6907.00 22.00 2754.17 TON $85.00 $234,104.13 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 6907.00 22.00 5065.13 CY $270.00 $1,367,586.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Cajalco) 468.00 10.00 520.00 SQYD $36.38 $18,917.60 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Cajalco) 468.00 24.00 291.20 CY $72.10 $20,995.52 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Cajalco) 468.00 24.00 203.58 TON $85.00 $17,304.30 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Cajalco) 468.00 24.00 374.40 CY $270.00 $101,088.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Cajalco) 1225.00 8.00 1088.89 SQYD $36.38 $39,613.78

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase  (SB off Ramp Cajalco) 1225.00 40.00 1270.37 CY $72.10 $91,593.70

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Cajalco) 1225.00 40.00 888.13 TON $85.00 $75,490.63

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Cajalco) 1225.00 40.00 1633.33 CY $270.00 $441,000.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp El Cerrito) 820.00 8.00 728.89 SQYD $36.38 $26,516.98 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp El Cerrito) 820.00 34.00 722.81 CY $72.10 $52,114.95 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB on Ramp El Cerrito) 820.00 34.00 505.33 TON $85.00 $42,952.63 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp El Cerrito) 820.00 34.00 929.33 CY $270.00 $250,920.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'
    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp El Cerrito) 1060.00 10.00 1177.78 CY $36.38 $42,847.56 Existing shoulders at 10'
    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp El Cerrito) 1060.00 24.00 659.56 TON $72.10 $47,553.96 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'
    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB off Ramp El Cerrito) 1060.00 24.00 461.10 LF $85.00 $39,193.50 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'
    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp El Cerrito) 1060.00 24.00 848.00 LF $270.00 $228,960.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Speciallty Items

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) 16665.00 4792.22 SQFT $60.00 $287,533.33 Retaing wall height 5'

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 8.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $400,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) 6907.00 6907.00 LF $0.65 $4,489.55

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) 13814.00 13814.00 LF $2.41 $33,291.74

     Removal of Existing Striping  (SB on Ramp Cajalco) 936.00 936.00 LF $0.65 $608.40

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Cajalco) 936.00 936.00 LF $2.41 $2,255.76

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Cajalco) 3215.00 3215.00 LF $0.65 $2,089.75

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Cajalco) 3215.00 3215.00 LF $2.41 $7,748.15

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp El Cerrito) 1440.00 1440.00 LF $0.65 $936.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp El Cerrito) 1440.00 1440.00 LF $2.41 $3,470.40

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp El Cerrito) 2640.00 2640.00 LF $0.65 $1,716.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp El Cerrito) 2640.00 2640.00 LF $2.41 $6,362.40

     Reconstruct Sign Structure 0.00 LF $200,000.00 $0.00

Cajalco Road OC Tie Back 40.00 16.00 640.00 SQFT $375.00 $240,000.00

El Cerrito UC Widening 140.00 14.00 1960.00 SQFT $375.00 $735,000.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavment Structural Section

Speciallty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$1,153,000.00

$3,814,000.00

$288,000.00

$463,000.00

$975,000.00

$0.00

$5,718,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #8, I-15 SB, from El Cerrito Rd Off-Ramp to Cajalco Rd Off-Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way

432
737

Item 19.



ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $1,089,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $806,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $316,200

  SECTION 4:  Speciallty Items $0    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $213,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $121,210

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $242,420

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $121,210

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $1,163,616

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $240,000

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $4,312,656

SUPPORT COSTS $1,509,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $5,822,000

Amount included in 2016 TUMF Nexus Study $44,257,000.00

Amount to be reduced from Total Project Costs $5,822,000.00

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #8, I-15 SB at Cajalco Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

433
738

Item 19.



Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Cajalco) 700.00 0-320 0-12 61799.11 CY $15.00 $926,986.67

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Cajalco) 1000.00 0-175 0-5 10822.78 CY $15.00 $162,341.67

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp El Cerrito) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp El Cerrito) $0.00

Pavment Structural Section

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 14'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Cajalco) 468.00 10.00 520.00 SQYD $36.38 $18,917.60 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Cajalco) 468.00 24.00 291.20 CY $72.10 $20,995.52 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Cajalco) 468.00 24.00 203.58 TON $85.00 $17,304.30 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Cajalco) 468.00 24.00 374.40 CY $270.00 $101,088.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Cajalco) 1225.00 8.00 1088.89 SQYD $36.38 $39,613.78

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase  (SB off Ramp Cajalco) 1225.00 40.00 1270.37 CY $72.10 $91,593.70

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Cajalco) 1225.00 40.00 888.13 TON $85.00 $75,490.63

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Cajalco) 1225.00 40.00 1633.33 CY $270.00 $441,000.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp El Cerrito) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp El Cerrito) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB on Ramp El Cerrito) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp El Cerrito) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'
    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp El Cerrito) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 10'
    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp El Cerrito) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'
    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB off Ramp El Cerrito) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'
    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp El Cerrito) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Speciallty Items

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) $0.00 Retaing wall height 5'

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 4.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $200,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping  (SB on Ramp Cajalco) 936.00 936.00 LF $0.65 $608.40

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Cajalco) 936.00 936.00 LF $2.41 $2,255.76

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Cajalco) 3215.00 3215.00 LF $0.65 $2,089.75

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Cajalco) 3215.00 3215.00 LF $2.41 $7,748.15

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp El Cerrito) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp El Cerrito) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp El Cerrito) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp El Cerrito) $0.00

     Reconstruct Sign Structure 0.00 LF $200,000.00 $0.00

Cajalco Road OC Tie Back 40.00 16.00 640.00 SQFT $375.00 $240,000.00

El Cerrito UC Widening $0.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavment Structural Section

Speciallty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$1,089,000.00

$806,000.00

$0.00

$213,000.00

$240,000.00

$0.00

$2,108,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #8, I-15 SB at Cajalco Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way

434
739

Item 19.



ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $311,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $4,621,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $935,550

  SECTION 4:  Speciallty Items $227,000    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $1,078,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $358,628

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $717,255

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $358,628

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $3,442,824

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $17,753,000

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $29,802,884

SUPPORT COSTS $10,431,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $40,234,000

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #9, SR-60 EB, from Rubidoux Blvd. On-Ramp to Main St Off-Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

435
740

Item 19.



Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (EB on Ramp Market St) 955.00 17-48 0-10 10247.78 CY $15.00 $153,716.67

    Roadway Excavation (EB off Ramp Market St) 620.00 7-65 0-15 10493.89 CY $15.00 $157,408.33

Pavment Structural Section $0.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 11025.00 10.00 12250.00 SQYD $36.38 $445,655.00 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) 11025.00 22.00 6288.33 CY $72.10 $453,388.83 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) 11025.00 22.00 4396.22 TON $85.00 $373,678.59 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 11025.00 22.00 8085.00 CY $270.00 $2,182,950.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (EB On Ramp Main St) 535.00 8.00 475.56 SQYD $36.38 $17,300.71 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (EB On Ramp Main St) 535.00 32.00 443.85 CY $72.10 $32,001.72 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (EB On Ramp Main St) 535.00 32.00 310.30 TON $85.00 $26,375.50 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (EB On Ramp Main St) 535.00 32.00 570.67 CY $270.00 $154,080.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (EB Off Ramp Main St) 700.00 8.00 622.22 SQYD $36.38 $22,636.44 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (EB Off Ramp Main St) 700.00 20.00 362.96 CY $72.10 $26,169.63 Lane plus shoulder at 20' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (EB Off Ramp Main St) 700.00 20.00 253.75 TON $85.00 $21,568.75 Lane plus shoulder at 20' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement t (EB Off Ramp Main St) 700.00 20.00 466.67 CY $270.00 $126,000.00 Lane plus shoulder at 20' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (EB on Ramp Market St) 900.00 8.00 800.00 SQYD $36.38 $29,104.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (EB on Ramp Market St) 900.00 24.00 560.00 CY $72.10 $40,376.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (EB on Ramp Market St) 900.00 24.00 391.50 TON $85.00 $33,277.50 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (EB on Ramp Market St) 900.00 24.00 720.00 CY $270.00 $194,400.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (EB off Ramp Market St) 1340.00 8.00 1191.11 SQYD $36.38 $43,332.62 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (EB off Ramp Market St) 1340.00 24.00 833.78 CY $72.10 $60,115.38 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (EB off Ramp Market St) 1340.00 24.00 582.90 TON $85.00 $49,546.50 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (EB off Ramp Market St) 1340.00 24.00 1072.00 CY $270.00 $289,440.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Speciallty Items $0.00

    Remove Sound Wall 1920.00 1920.00 LF $27.00 $51,840.00

    Sound Wall 1920.00 1920.00 SQFT $23.98 $46,041.60 6' High sound wall

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) 3885.00 2158.33 SQFT $60.00 $129,500.00 Retaining wall height 5'

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 8.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $400,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) 11025.00 11025.00 LF $0.65 $7,166.25

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) 22050.00 22050.00 LF $2.41 $53,140.50

     Removal of Existing Striping (EB On Ramp Main St) 865.00 865.00 LF $0.65 $562.25

     Thermoplastic Striping (EB On Ramp Main St) 865.00 865.00 LF $2.41 $2,084.65

      Removal of Existing Striping (EB Off Ramp Main St) 1400.00 1400.00 LF $0.65 $910.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (EB Off Ramp Main St) 1400.00 1400.00 LF $2.41 $3,374.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (EB on Ramp Market St) 1640.00 1640.00 LF $0.65 $1,066.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (EB on Ramp Market St) 1640.00 1640.00 LF $2.41 $3,952.40

     Removal of Existing Striping (EB off Ramp Market St) 1850.00 1850.00 LF $0.65 $1,202.50

     Thermoplastic Striping (EB off Ramp Market St) 1850.00 1850.00 LF $2.41 $4,458.50

     Reconstruct Sign Structure 3.00 EA $200,000.00 $600,000.00

Orange St Bridge Replacement 56.00 220.00 12320.00 SQFT $250.00 $3,080,000.00

Main St Bridfge Replacement 72.00 210.00 15120.00 SQFT $250.00 $3,780,000.00

Fairmount Blvd  Bridge Widening 115.00 14.00 1610.00 SQFT $375.00 $603,750.00

Market St Bridge Widening 278.00 14.00 3892.00 SQFT $375.00 $1,459,500.00
Santa Ana River Bridge Widening 1120.00 14.00 15680.00 SQ FT $375.00 $5,880,000.00

Hall Ave Bridge Replacement 40.00 295.00 11800.00 SQ FT $250.00 $2,950,000.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavment Structural Section

Speciallty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$6,237,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #9, SR-60 EB, from Rubidoux Blvd. On-Ramp to Main St Off-Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way

$311,000.00

$4,621,000.00

$227,000.00

$1,078,000.00

$17,753,000.00

$0.00

436
741

Item 19.



ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $1,077,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $4,546,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $1,244,400

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $1,369,000    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $1,304,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $477,020

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $954,040

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $477,020

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $4,579,392

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $2,546,000

  Right of Way Acquisition $1,065,000

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $19,638,872

SUPPORT COSTS $6,874,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $26,513,000

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #10, I-215 NB, from Box Springs Rd. On-Ramp to Martin Luther King Jr. On-Ramp 

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

III. RIGHT OF WAY
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Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (New Road) 1891.00 20.00 0-5 7016.11 CY $15.00 $105,241.67

    Roadway Excavation (NB off Ramp Central ) 790.00 0-85 0-19 30291.63 CY $15.00 $454,374.44

    Roadway Excavation (NB on Ramp Central) 647 0-100 0-20 34520.00 CY $15.00 $517,800.00

Pavement Structural Section $0.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 7570.00 10.00 8411.11 SQYD $36.38 $305,996.22 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) 7570.00 22.00 4317.70 CY $72.10 $311,306.44 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) 7570.00 22.00 3018.54 TON $85.00 $256,575.69 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 7570.00 22.00 5551.33 CY $270.00 $1,498,860.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB off Ramp Central) 1350.00 8.00 1200.00 SQYD $36.38 $43,656.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB off Ramp Central) 1350.00 38.00 1330.00 CY $72.10 $95,893.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB off Ramp Central) 1350.00 38.00 929.81 TON $85.00 $79,034.06 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB off Ramp Central) 1350.00 38.00 1710.00 CY $270.00 $461,700.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB on Ramp Central) 755.00 8.00 671.11 SQYD $36.38 $24,415.02 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB on Ramp Central) 755.00 30.00 587.22 CY $72.10 $42,338.72 Lane plus shoulder at 30' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB on Ramp Central) 755.00 30.00 410.53 TON $85.00 $34,895.16 Lane plus shoulder at 30' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB on Ramp Central) 755.00 30.00 755.00 CY $270.00 $203,850.00 Lane plus shoulder at 30' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB off Ramp Martin Luther King) 1335.00 8.00 1186.67 SQYD $36.38 $43,170.93 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB off Ramp Martin Luther King) 1335.00 38.00 1315.22 CY $72.10 $94,827.52 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB off Ramp Martin Luther King) 1335.00 38.00 919.48 TON $85.00 $78,155.91 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB off Ramp Martin Luther King) 1335.00 38.00 1691.00 CY $270.00 $456,570.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38''with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB on Ramp Martin Luther King) 930.00 8.00 826.67 SQYD $36.38 $30,074.13 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB on Ramp Martin Luther King) 930.00 42.00 1012.67 CY $72.10 $73,013.27 Lane plus shoulder at 42' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (NB on Ramp Martin Luther King) 930.00 42.00 707.96 TON $85.00 $60,176.81 Lane plus shoulder at 42' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (NB on Ramp Martin Luther King) 930.00 42.00 1302.00 CY $270.00 $351,540.00 Lane plus shoulder at 42' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Specialty Items $0.00

    Remove Sound Wall 1000.00 1000.00 LF $27.00 $27,000.00

    Sound Wall 1000.00 1000.00 SQFT $23.98 $23,980.00 6' High sound wall

    Remove Retaining Wall 7430.00 7430.00 LF $15.00 $111,450.00

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) 410.00 501.11 SQFT $80.00 $40,088.89 Retaining wall height 11'

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) 4100.00 6833.33 SQFT $90.00 $615,000.00 Retaining wall height 15'

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) 2920.00 5515.56 SQFT $100.00 $551,555.56 Retaining wall height 17'

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 4.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $200,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) 13560.00 13560.00 LF $0.65 $8,814.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) 27120.00 27120.00 LF $2.41 $65,359.20

     Removal of Existing Striping (NB off Ramp Central) 2438.00 2438.00 LF $0.65 $1,584.70

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB off Ramp Central) 2438.00 2438.00 LF $2.41 $5,875.58

      Removal of Existing Striping (NB on Ramp Central) 1345.00 1345.00 LF $0.65 $874.25

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB on Ramp Central) 1345.00 1345.00 LF $2.41 $3,241.45

     Removal of Existing Striping (NB off Ramp Martin Luther King) 3425.00 3425.00 LF $0.65 $2,226.25

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB off Ramp Martin Luther King) 3425.00 3425.00 LF $2.41 $8,254.25

     Removal of Existing Striping (NB on Ramp Martin Luther King) 2461.00 2461.00 LF $0.65 $1,599.65

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB on Ramp Martin Luther King) 2461.00 2461.00 LF $2.41 $5,931.01

     Reconstruct Sign Structure 5.00 EA $200,000.00 $1,000,000.00

Central Bridge Widening 150.00 14.00 2100.00 SQFT $375.00 $787,500.00

Martin Luther King Widening 175.00 14.00 2450.00 SQFT $375.00 $918,750.00

Canyon Crest Widening 160.00 14.00 2240.00 SQFT $375.00 $840,000.00

Right of Way Acquisition #1 1950.00 10.00 19500.00 SQFT $50.00 $975,000.00

Right of Way Acquisition #2 360.00 5.00 1800.00 SQFT $50.00 $90,000.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$1,077,000.00

$4,546,000.00

$1,369,000.00

$1,304,000.00

$2,546,000.00

$1,065,000.00

$8,296,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #10, I-215 NB, from Box Springs Rd. On-Ramp to Martin Luther King Jr. On-Ramp 

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way
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ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $1,434,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $3,172,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $1,193,850

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $1,888,000    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $1,465,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $457,643

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $915,285

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $457,643

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $4,393,368

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $21,655,000

  Right of Way Acquisition $3,768,750

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $40,800,538

SUPPORT COSTS $14,280,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $55,081,000

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #10C, I-215 NB, Martin Luther King Off Ramp to SR-91

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

III. RIGHT OF WAY
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Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (NB off Ramp University) 276.00 168 0-18 28446.67 CY $15.00 $426,700.00

    Roadway Excavation (NB on Ramp University) 0-410 6-170 0-5 4946.67 CY $15.00 $74,200.00

    Roadway Excavation (NB Off Ramp 3rd St) 600 6-34 0-6 5928.89 CY $15.00 $88,933.33

    Roadway Excavation  (NB On Ramp 3rd St) 436.00 6-38 0-15 4478.89 CY $15.00 $67,183.33

Pavement Structural Section $0.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 5867.00 10.00 6518.89 SQYD $36.38 $237,157.18 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) 5867.00 22.00 3346.36 CY $72.10 $241,272.77 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) 5867.00 22.00 2339.47 TON $85.00 $198,854.63 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 5867.00 22.00 4302.47 CY $270.00 $1,161,666.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB off Ramp University) 610.00 8.00 542.22 SQYD $36.38 $19,726.04 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB off Ramp University) 610.00 42.00 664.22 CY $72.10 $47,890.42 Lane plus shoulder at 42' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB off Ramp University) 610.00 42.00 464.36 TON $85.00 $39,470.81 Lane plus shoulder at 42' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (NB off Ramp University) 610.00 42.00 854.00 CY $270.00 $230,580.00 Lane plus shoulder at 42' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB on Ramp University) 936.00 8.00 832.00 SQYD $36.38 $30,268.16 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB on Ramp University) 936.00 26.00 630.93 CY $72.10 $45,490.29 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB on Ramp University) 936.00 26.00 441.09 TON $85.00 $37,492.65 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB on Ramp Central) 936.00 26.00 811.20 CY $270.00 $219,024.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB Off Ramp 3rd St) 850.00 8.00 755.56 SQYD $36.38 $27,487.11 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB Off Ramp 3rd St) 850.00 34.00 749.26 CY $72.10 $54,021.59 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB Off Ramp 3rd St) 850.00 34.00 523.81 TON $85.00 $44,524.06 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB Off Ramp 3rd St) 850.00 34.00 963.33 CY $270.00 $260,100.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB On Ramp 3rd St) 610.00 8.00 542.22 SQYD $36.38 $19,726.04 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB On Ramp 3rd St) 610.00 34.00 537.70 CY $72.10 $38,768.44 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (NB On Ramp 3rd St) 610.00 34.00 375.91 TON $85.00 $31,952.56 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB On Ramp 3rd St) 610.00 34.00 691.33 CY $270.00 $186,660.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Specialty Items $0.00

    Remove Sound Wall 2633.00 2633.00 LF $27.00 $71,091.00

    Sound Wall 2633.00 2633.00 SQFT $23.98 $63,139.34 6' High sound wall

    Remove Retaining Wall 3444.00 3444.00 LF $27.00 $92,988.00

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) 34336.00 19075.56 SQFT $60.00 $1,144,533.33 Retaining wall height 5'

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) 3444.00 5740.00 SQFT $90.00 $516,600.00 Retaining wall height 15'

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 8.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $400,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) 11735.00 11735.00 LF $0.65 $7,627.75

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) 11735.00 11735.00 LF $2.41 $28,281.35

     Removal of Existing Striping (NB off Ramp University) 2110.00 2110.00 LF $0.65 $1,371.50

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB off Ramp University) 2110.00 2110.00 LF $2.41 $5,085.10

      Removal of Existing Striping (NB on Ramp University) 2810.00 2810.00 LF $0.65 $1,826.50

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB on Ramp University) 2810.00 2810.00 LF $2.41 $6,772.10

     Removal of Existing Striping  (NB Off Ramp 3rd St) 2660.00 2660.00 LF $0.65 $1,729.00

     Thermoplastic Striping  (NB Off Ramp 3rd St) 2660.00 2660.00 LF $2.41 $6,410.60

     Removal of Existing Striping (NB On Ramp 3rd St) 1830.00 1830.00 LF $0.65 $1,189.50

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB On Ramp 3rd St) 1830.00 1830.00 LF $2.41 $4,410.30

     Reconstruct Sign Structure 5.00 EA $200,000.00 $1,000,000.00

University Ave Bridge Widening 108.00 14.00 1512.00 SQFT $375.00 $567,000.00

Iowa Ave Bridge Replacement 400.00 120.00 48000.00 SQFT $250.00 $12,000,000.00

3rd St Bridge Replacement 256.00 142.00 36352.00 SQFT $250.00 $9,088,000.00

Right of Way Acquisition #1 1075.00 5.00 5375.00 SQFT $50.00 $268,750.00

Right of Way Acquisition #2 500.00 10.00 PER HOUSE $350,000.00 $3,500,000.00 $350,000 per property

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$1,434,000.00

$3,172,000.00

$1,888,000.00

$1,465,000.00

$21,655,000.00

$3,768,750.00

$7,959,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #10C, I-215 NB, Martin Luther King Off Ramp to SR-91

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way
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ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $1,388,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $2,919,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $836,700

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $422,000    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $849,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $320,735

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $641,470

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $320,735

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $3,079,056

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $25,566,000

  Right of Way Acquisition $400,000

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $36,742,696

SUPPORT COSTS $12,860,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $49,603,000

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #11, I-215 NB, from Center St. off-Ramp to County Line/Iowa Ave.

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

III. RIGHT OF WAY
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Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (NB off Ramp Highgrove) 0-236 0+56 0-6 1596.67 CY $15.00 $23,950.00

    Roadway Excavation (NB off Ramp La Cadena) 646.00 0-260 0-12 37572.44 CY $15.00 $563,586.67

    Roadway Excavation (NB loop off Ramp La Cadena) 260 285.00 0-18 48333.33 CY $15.00 $725,000.00

    Roadway Excavation (NB on Ramp La Cadena) 0-430' 0-240 0-5 5037.41 CY $15.00 $75,561.11

Pavement Structural Section $0.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 5915.00 10.00 6572.22 SQYD $36.38 $239,097.44 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) 5915.00 22.00 3373.74 CY $72.10 $243,246.71 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) 5915.00 22.00 2358.61 TON $85.00 $200,481.53 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 5915.00 22.00 4337.67 CY $270.00 $1,171,170.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB off Ramp Highgrove) 477.00 8.00 424.00 SQYD $36.38 $15,425.12 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB off Ramp Highgrove) 477.00 48.00 593.60 CY $72.10 $42,798.56 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (NB off Ramp Highgrove) 477.00 48.00 414.99 TON $85.00 $35,274.15 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (NB off Ramp Highgrove) 477.00 48.00 763.20 CY $270.00 $206,064.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB off Ramp La Cadena) 1170.00 8.00 1040.00 SQYD $36.38 $37,835.20 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB off Ramp La Cadena) 1170.00 30.00 910.00 CY $72.10 $65,611.00 Lane plus shoulder at 30' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB off Ramp La Cadena) 1170.00 30.00 636.19 TON $85.00 $54,075.94 Lane plus shoulder at 30' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB off Ramp La Cadena) 1170.00 30.00 1170.00 CY $270.00 $315,900.00 Lane plus shoulder at 30' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB on Ramp La Cadena) 885.00 8.00 786.67 SQYD $36.38 $28,618.93 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB on Ramp La Cadena) 885.00 24.00 550.67 CY $72.10 $39,703.07 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB on Ramp La Cadena) 885.00 24.00 384.98 TON $85.00 $32,722.88 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB on Ramp La Cadena) 885.00 24.00 708.00 CY $270.00 $191,160.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Specialty Items

    Remove Retaining Wall 1020.00 1020.00 LF $15.00 $15,300.00

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) 1020.00 1133.33 SQFT $80.00 $90,666.67 Retaining wall height 10'

    Concrete Barrier (Type 60) 3545.00 3545.00 LF $82.40 $292,108.00

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 8.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $400,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) 5915.00 5915.00 LF $0.65 $3,844.75

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) 11830.00 11830.00 LF $2.41 $28,510.30

     Removal of Existing Striping (NB off Ramp Highgrove) 1170.00 1170.00 LF $0.65 $760.50

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB off Ramp Highgrove) 1170.00 1170.00 LF $2.41 $2,819.70

      Removal of Existing Striping (NB off Ramp La Cadena) 2340.00 2340.00 LF $0.65 $1,521.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB off Ramp La Cadena) 2340.00 2340.00 LF $2.41 $5,639.40

     Removal of Existing Striping (NB on Ramp La Cadena) 1770.00 1770.00 LF $0.65 $1,150.50

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB on Ramp La Cadena) 1770.00 1770.00 LF $2.41 $4,265.70

     Reconstruct Sign Structure 2.00 EA $200,000.00 $400,000.00

Center St Bridge Replacement 303.00 48.00 14544.00 SQFT $250.00 $3,636,000.00

Iowa St Bridge Replacement 232.00 60.00 13920.00 SQFT $250.00 $3,480,000.00

Railroad Bridge Replacement 410.00 120.00 49200.00 SQFT $375.00 $18,450,000.00 Steel Truss Bridge- 4 track railroad

Right of Way Acquisition #1 1600.00 5.00 8000.00 SQFT $50.00 $400,000.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$1,388,000.00

$2,919,000.00

$422,000.00

$849,000.00

$25,566,000.00

$400,000.00

$5,578,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #11, I-215 NB, from Center St. off-Ramp to County Line/Iowa Ave.

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way
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ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $24,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $300,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $142,800

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $24,000    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $604,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $54,740

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $109,480

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $54,740

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $525,504

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $3,636,000

  Right of Way Acquisition $0

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $5,475,264

SUPPORT COSTS $1,916,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $7,391,000

Amount included in 2016 TUMF Nexus Study $17,897,000.00

Amount to be reduced from Total Project Costs $7,391,000.00

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

III. RIGHT OF WAY

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #11, I-215 NB at Highgrove/Center Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 
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Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (NB off Ramp Highgrove) 0-236 0+56 0-6 1596.67 CY $15.00 $23,950.00

    Roadway Excavation (NB off Ramp La Cadena) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (NB loop off Ramp La Cadena) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (NB on Ramp La Cadena) $0.00

Pavement Structural Section $0.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB off Ramp Highgrove) 477.00 8.00 424.00 SQYD $36.38 $15,425.12 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB off Ramp Highgrove) 477.00 48.00 593.60 CY $72.10 $42,798.56 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (NB off Ramp Highgrove) 477.00 48.00 414.99 TON $85.00 $35,274.15 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (NB off Ramp Highgrove) 477.00 48.00 763.20 CY $270.00 $206,064.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB off Ramp La Cadena) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB off Ramp La Cadena) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 30' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB off Ramp La Cadena) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 30' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB off Ramp La Cadena) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 30' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB on Ramp La Cadena) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB on Ramp La Cadena) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (NB on Ramp La Cadena) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (NB on Ramp La Cadena) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Specialty Items

    Remove Retaining Wall $0.00

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) $0.00 Retaining wall height 10'

    Concrete Barrier (Type 60) $0.00

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 4.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $200,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (NB off Ramp Highgrove) 1170.00 1170.00 LF $0.65 $760.50

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB off Ramp Highgrove) 1170.00 1170.00 LF $2.41 $2,819.70

      Removal of Existing Striping (NB off Ramp La Cadena) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB off Ramp La Cadena) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (NB on Ramp La Cadena) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB on Ramp La Cadena) $0.00

     Reconstruct Sign Structure 2.00 EA $200,000.00 $400,000.00

Center St Bridge Replacement 303.00 48.00 14544.00 SQFT $250.00 $3,636,000.00

Iowa St Bridge Replacement $0.00

Railroad Bridge Replacement $0.00 Steel Truss Bridge- 4 track railroad

Right of Way Acquisition #1 $0.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$24,000.00

$300,000.00

$24,000.00

$604,000.00

$3,636,000.00

$0.00

$952,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #11, I-215 NB at Highgrove/Center St Subtotal.

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way
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ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $119,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $2,740,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $674,400

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $193,000    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $1,444,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $258,520

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $517,040

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $258,520

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $2,481,792

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $814,000

  Right of Way Acquisition $427,500

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $9,927,772

SUPPORT COSTS $3,475,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $13,403,000

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #12, I-215 SB, from Martin Luther King Blvd On-Ramp to Sycamore Canyon Rd Off-Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

III. RIGHT OF WAY

445
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Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Watkins) 400.00 22.00 0-13 3955.85 CY $15.00 $59,337.78

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Watkins) 450.00 0-32 0-13 3952.96 CY $15.00 $59,294.44

Pavement Structural Section $0.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 6370.00 10.00 7077.78 SQYD $36.38 $257,489.56 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) 6370.00 22.00 3633.26 CY $72.10 $261,957.99 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) 6370.00 22.00 2540.04 TON $85.00 $215,903.19 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 6370.00 22.00 4671.33 CY $270.00 $1,261,260.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Watkins) 530.00 8.00 471.11 SQYD $36.38 $17,139.02 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Watkins) 530.00 40.00 549.63 CY $72.10 $39,628.30 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Watkins) 530.00 40.00 384.25 TON $85.00 $32,661.25 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Watkins) 530.00 40.00 706.67 CY $270.00 $190,800.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Watkins) 710.00 8.00 631.11 SQYD $36.38 $22,959.82 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Watkins) 710.00 50.00 920.37 CY $72.10 $66,358.70 Lane plus shoulder at 30' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Watkins) 710.00 50.00 643.44 TON $85.00 $54,692.19 Lane plus shoulder at 30' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Watkins) 710.00 50.00 1183.33 CY $270.00 $319,500.00 Lane plus shoulder at 30' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Sec 3. Drainage

Specialty Items $0.00

    Remove Retaining Wall 2065.00 2065.00 LF $15.00 $30,975.00

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) 2065.00 1835.56 SQFT $75.00 $137,666.67 Retaining wall height 8'

Sec 5. Environmental 

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 4.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $200,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) 6370.00 6370.00 LF $0.65 $4,140.50

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) 12740.00 12740.00 LF $2.41 $30,703.40

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Watkins) 1319.00 1319.00 LF $0.65 $857.35

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Watkins) 1319.00 1319.00 LF $2.41 $3,178.79

      Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Watkins) 1705.00 1705.00 LF $0.65 $1,108.25

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Watkins) 1705.00 1705.00 LF $2.41 $4,109.05

     Reconstruct Sign Structure 6.00 EA $200,000.00 $1,200,000.00

Watkins Dr Bridge Widening 155.00 14.00 2170.00 SQFT $375.00 $813,750.00

Right of Way Acquisition #1 570.00 15.00 8550.00 SQFT $50.00 $427,500.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$119,000.00

$2,740,000.00

$193,000.00

$1,444,000.00

$814,000.00

$427,500.00

$4,496,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #12, I-215 SB, from Martin Luther King Blvd Jr. On-Ramp to Sycamore Canyon Rd Off-Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way
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ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $2,578,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $20,307,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $4,037,100

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $446,000    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $3,583,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $1,547,555

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $3,095,110

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $1,547,555

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $14,856,528

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $42,690,000

  Right of Way Acquisition $360,000

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $95,047,848

SUPPORT COSTS $33,267,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $128,315,000

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #13 I-215 SB, from Van Buren On Ramp to Case Rd Off Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

III. RIGHT OF WAY
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Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) 845.00 26-85 0-15 24160.00 CY $15.00 $362,400.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) 480.00 21-76 0-15 14576.11 CY $15.00 $218,641.67

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Ramona) 700.00 18-100 0-11 14719.22 CY $15.00 $220,788.33

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Nuevo) 588.00 26-95 0-15 16787.22 CY $15.00 $251,808.33

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Nuevo) 790.00 25-102 0-15 32457.22 CY $15.00 $486,858.33

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp D st) 775.00 0-21 0-18 29114.00 CY $15.00 $436,710.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Redlands) 695.00 19-80 0-15 22228.33 CY $15.00 $333,425.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Redlands) 778.00 20-80 0-15 17835.56 CY $15.00 $267,533.33

Pavement Structural Section $0.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 52230.00 10.00 58033.33 SQYD $36.38 $2,111,252.67 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) 52230.00 22.00 29790.44 CY $72.10 $2,147,891.04 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) 52230.00 22.00 20826.71 TON $85.00 $1,770,270.56 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 52230.00 22.00 38302.00 CY $270.00 $10,341,540.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) 1450.00 8.00 1288.89 SQYD $36.38 $46,889.78 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) 1450.00 34.00 1278.15 CY $72.10 $92,154.48 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) 1450.00 34.00 893.56 TON $85.00 $75,952.81 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) 1450.00 34.00 1643.33 CY $270.00 $443,700.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) 860.00 8.00 764.44 SQYD $36.38 $27,810.49 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) 860.00 32.00 713.48 CY $72.10 $51,442.01 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) 860.00 32.00 498.80 TON $85.00 $42,398.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) 860.00 32.00 917.33 CY $270.00 $247,680.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Ramona) 720.00 8.00 640.00 SQYD $36.38 $23,283.20 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Ramona) 720.00 48.00 896.00 CY $72.10 $64,601.60 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB off Ramp Ramona) 720.00 48.00 626.40 TON $85.00 $53,244.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (SB off Ramp Ramona) 720.00 48.00 1152.00 CY $270.00 $311,040.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Nuevo) 1040.00 8.00 924.44 SQYD $36.38 $33,631.29 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Nuevo) 1040.00 26.00 701.04 CY $72.10 $50,544.77 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB off Ramp Nuevo) 1040.00 26.00 490.10 TON $85.00 $41,658.50 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Nuevo) 1040.00 26.00 901.33 CY $270.00 $243,360.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) 1420.00 8.00 1262.22 SQYD $36.38 $45,919.64 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) 1420.00 24.00 883.56 CY $72.10 $63,704.36 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) 1420.00 24.00 617.70 TON $85.00 $52,504.50 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Nuevo) 1420.00 24.00 1136.00 CY $270.00 $306,720.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp D st) 1280.00 8.00 1137.78 SQYD $36.38 $41,392.36 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp D st) 1280.00 38.00 1261.04 CY $72.10 $90,920.77 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp D st) 1280.00 38.00 881.60 TON $85.00 $74,936.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp D st) 1280.00 38.00 1621.33 CY $270.00 $437,760.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Redlands) 1075.00 8.00 955.56 SQYD $36.38 $34,763.11 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Redlands) 1075.00 34.00 34.00 CY $72.10 $2,451.40 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Redlands) 1075.00 34.00 662.47 TON $85.00 $56,309.84 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Redlands) 1075.00 34.00 1218.33 CY $270.00 $328,950.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Redlands) 1040.00 8.00 924.44 SQYD $36.38 $33,631.29 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Redlands) 1040.00 40.00 1078.52 CY $72.10 $77,761.19 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Redlands) 1040.00 40.00 754.00 TON $85.00 $64,090.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Redlands) 1040.00 40.00 1386.67 CY $270.00 $374,400.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Sec 3. Drainage

Specialty Items $0.00

    Remove Sound Wall 1020.00 1020.00 LF $27.00 $27,540.00

    Sound Wall 1020.00 1020.00 SQFT $23.98 $24,459.60

    Remove Retaining Wall 1020.00 1020.00 LF $15.00 $15,300.00

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) 1020.00 1020.00 SQFT $75.00 $76,500.00 Retaining wall height 9'

    Concrete Barrier (Type 60) 3665.00 3665.00 LF $82.40 $301,996.00

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 16.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $800,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) 60115.00 60115.00 LF $0.65 $39,074.75

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) 120230.00 120230.00 LF $2.41 $289,754.30

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) 2900.00 2900.00 LF $0.65 $1,885.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) 2900.00 2900.00 LF $2.41 $6,989.00

      Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) 1720.00 1720.00 LF $0.65 $1,118.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) 1720.00 1720.00 LF $2.41 $4,145.20

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Ramona) 2320.00 2320.00 LF $0.65 $1,508.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Ramona) 2320.00 2320.00 LF $2.41 $5,591.20

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Nuevo) 2080.00 2080.00 LF $0.65 $1,352.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Nuevo) 2080.00 2080.00 LF $2.41 $5,012.80

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Nuevo) 2840.00 2840.00 LF $0.65 $1,846.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Nuevo) 2840.00 2840.00 LF $2.41 $6,844.40

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Redlands) 2150.00 2150.00 LF $0.65 $1,397.50

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Redlands) 2560.00 2560.00 LF $2.41 $6,169.60

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Redlands) 3380.00 3380.00 LF $0.65 $2,197.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Redlands) 3380.00 3380.00 LF $2.41 $8,145.80

     Reconstruct Sign Structure 12.00 EA $200,000.00 $2,400,000.00

Ramona Bridge Replacement 220.00 125.00 27500.00 0.00 $250.00 $6,875,000.00

Harley Knox Bridge Replacement 220.00 82.00 18040.00 SQFT $250.00 $4,510,000.00

Placentia Bridge Replacement 215.00 72.00 15480.00 SQFT $250.00 $3,870,000.00

Nuevo Rd Bridge Replacement 260.00 106.00 27560.00 SQFT $250.00 $6,890,000.00

D St Bridge Tieback 260.00 16.00 4160.00 SQFT $250.00 $1,040,000.00
Perris Blvd Bridge Replacement 560.00 90.00 50400.00 SQ FT $250.00 $12,600,000.00

Redlands Bridge Tieback 125.00 16.00 2000.00 SQ FT $250.00 $500,000.00

Bridge Structure 1 490.00 14.00 6860.00 SQFT $375.00 $2,572,500.00

Bridge Structure 2 230.00 14.00 3220.00 SQFT $375.00 $1,207,500.00

Bridge Structure 3 500.00 14.00 7000.00 SQFT $375.00 $2,625,000.00

Right of Way Acquisition #1 480.00 15.00 7200.00 SQFT $50.00 $360,000.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$26,914,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #13, I-215 SB, from Van Buren On Ramp to Case Rd Off Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way

$2,578,000.00

$20,307,000.00

$446,000.00

$3,583,000.00

$42,690,000.00

$360,000.00
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ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $0

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $0

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $0

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $0    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $0

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $0

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $0

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $0

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $0

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $500,000

  Right of Way Acquisition $0

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $500,000

SUPPORT COSTS $175,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $675,000

Amount included in 2016 TUMF Nexus Study $1,356,000.00

Amount to be reduced from Total Project Costs $675,000.00

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

III. RIGHT OF WAY

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #13 I-215 SB at Perris Overcrossing Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 
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Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00

Pavement Structural Section $0.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Sec 3. Drainage

Specialty Items $0.00

    Remove Sound Wall $0.00

    Sound Wall $0.00

    Remove Retaining Wall $0.00

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) $0.00 Retaining wall height 9'

    Concrete Barrier (Type 60) $0.00

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization $0.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

      Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Reconstruct Sign Structure $0.00

Ramona Bridge Replacement $0.00

Harley Knox Bridge Replacement $0.00

Placentia Bridge Replacement $0.00

Nuevo Rd Bridge Replacement $0.00

D St Bridge Tieback $0.00
Perris Blvd Bridge Replacement $0.00

Redlands Bridge Tieback 125.00 16.00 2000.00 SQ FT $250.00 $500,000.00

Bridge Structure 1 $0.00

Bridge Structure 2 $0.00

Bridge Structure 3 $0.00

Right of Way Acquisition #1 $0.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$500,000.00

$0.00

$0.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #13, I-215 SB at Perris Overcrossing Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way

450
755

Item 19.



ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $739,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $838,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $268,800

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $0    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $215,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $103,040

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $206,080

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $103,040

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $989,184

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $6,890,000

  Right of Way Acquisition $0

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $10,352,144

SUPPORT COSTS $3,623,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $13,975,000

Amount included in 2016 TUMF Nexus Study $17,897,000.00

Amount to be reduced from Total Project Costs $13,975,000.00

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

III. RIGHT OF WAY

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #13 I-215 SB at Nuevo Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

451
756

Item 19.



Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Nuevo) 588.00 26-95 0-15 16787.22 CY $15.00 $251,808.33

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Nuevo) 790.00 25-102 0-15 32457.22 CY $15.00 $486,858.33

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00

Pavement Structural Section $0.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Nuevo) 1040.00 8.00 924.44 SQYD $36.38 $33,631.29 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Nuevo) 1040.00 26.00 701.04 CY $72.10 $50,544.77 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB off Ramp Nuevo) 1040.00 26.00 490.10 TON $85.00 $41,658.50 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Nuevo) 1040.00 26.00 901.33 CY $270.00 $243,360.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) 1420.00 8.00 1262.22 SQYD $36.38 $45,919.64 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) 1420.00 24.00 883.56 CY $72.10 $63,704.36 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) 1420.00 24.00 617.70 TON $85.00 $52,504.50 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Nuevo) 1420.00 24.00 1136.00 CY $270.00 $306,720.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Sec 3. Drainage

Specialty Items $0.00

    Remove Sound Wall $0.00

    Sound Wall $0.00

    Remove Retaining Wall $0.00

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) $0.00 Retaining wall height 9'

    Concrete Barrier (Type 60) $0.00

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 4.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $200,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

      Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Nuevo) 2080.00 2080.00 LF $0.65 $1,352.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Nuevo) 2080.00 2080.00 LF $2.41 $5,012.80

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Nuevo) 2840.00 2840.00 LF $0.65 $1,846.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Nuevo) 2840.00 2840.00 LF $2.41 $6,844.40

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Reconstruct Sign Structure $0.00

Ramona Bridge Replacement $0.00

Harley Knox Bridge Replacement $0.00

Placentia Bridge Replacement $0.00

Nuevo Rd Bridge Replacement 260.00 106.00 27560.00 SQFT $250.00 $6,890,000.00

D St Bridge Tieback $0.00
Perris Blvd Bridge Replacement $0.00

Redlands Bridge Tieback $0.00

Bridge Structure 1 $0.00

Bridge Structure 2 $0.00

Bridge Structure 3 $0.00

Right of Way Acquisition #1 $0.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$739,000.00

$838,000.00

$0.00

$215,000.00

$6,890,000.00

$0.00

$1,792,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #13, I-215 SB at Nuevo Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way

452
757

Item 19.



ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $0

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $0

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $0

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $0    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $0

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $0

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $0

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $0

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $0

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $3,870,000

  Right of Way Acquisition $0

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $3,870,000

SUPPORT COSTS $1,355,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $5,225,000

Amount included in 2016 TUMF Nexus Study $12,354,000.00 as Mid-County Parkway Interchange

Amount to be reduced from Total Project Costs $5,225,000.00

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

III. RIGHT OF WAY

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #13 I-215 SB at Placentia Overcrossing Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

453
758

Item 19.



Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00

Pavement Structural Section $0.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Sec 3. Drainage

Specialty Items $0.00

    Remove Sound Wall $0.00

    Sound Wall $0.00

    Remove Retaining Wall $0.00

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) $0.00 Retaining wall height 9'

    Concrete Barrier (Type 60) $0.00

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization $0.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

      Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Reconstruct Sign Structure $0.00

Ramona Bridge Replacement $0.00

Harley Knox Bridge Replacement $0.00

Placentia Bridge Replacement 215.00 72.00 15480.00 SQFT $250.00 $3,870,000.00

Nuevo Rd Bridge Replacement $0.00

D St Bridge Tieback $0.00
Perris Blvd Bridge Replacement $0.00

Redlands Bridge Tieback $0.00

Bridge Structure 1 $0.00

Bridge Structure 2 $0.00

Bridge Structure 3 $0.00

Right of Way Acquisition #1 $0.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$3,870,000.00

$0.00

$0.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #13, I-215 SB at Placentia Overcrossing Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way

454
759

Item 19.



ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $221,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $452,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $132,000

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $0    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $207,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $50,600

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $101,200

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $50,600

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $485,760

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $6,875,000

  Right of Way Acquisition $0

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $8,575,160

SUPPORT COSTS $3,001,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $11,576,000

Amount included in 2016 TUMF Nexus Study $5,965,000.00

Amount to be reduced from Total Project Costs $5,965,000.00

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

III. RIGHT OF WAY

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #13 I-215 SB at Ramona Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

455
760

Item 19.



Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Ramona) 700.00 18-100 0-11 14719.22 CY $15.00 $220,788.33

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00

Pavement Structural Section $0.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Ramona) 720.00 8.00 640.00 SQYD $36.38 $23,283.20 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Ramona) 720.00 48.00 896.00 CY $72.10 $64,601.60 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB off Ramp Ramona) 720.00 48.00 626.40 TON $85.00 $53,244.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (SB off Ramp Ramona) 720.00 48.00 1152.00 CY $270.00 $311,040.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Sec 3. Drainage

Specialty Items $0.00

    Remove Sound Wall $0.00

    Sound Wall $0.00

    Remove Retaining Wall $0.00

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) $0.00 Retaining wall height 9'

    Concrete Barrier (Type 60) $0.00

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 4.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $200,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

      Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Ramona) 2320.00 2320.00 LF $0.65 $1,508.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Ramona) 2320.00 2320.00 LF $2.41 $5,591.20

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Reconstruct Sign Structure $0.00

Ramona Bridge Replacement 220.00 125.00 27500.00 SQFT $250.00 $6,875,000.00

Harley Knox Bridge Replacement $0.00

Placentia Bridge Replacement $0.00

Nuevo Rd Bridge Replacement $0.00

D St Bridge Tieback $0.00
Perris Blvd Bridge Replacement $0.00

Redlands Bridge Tieback $0.00

Bridge Structure 1 $0.00

Bridge Structure 2 $0.00

Bridge Structure 3 $0.00

Right of Way Acquisition #1 $0.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$221,000.00

$452,000.00

$0.00

$207,000.00

$6,875,000.00

$0.00

$880,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #13, I-215 SB at Ramona Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way

456
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Item 19.



ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $581,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $1,028,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $273,450

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $0    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $214,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $104,823

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $209,645

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $104,823

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $1,006,296

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $4,510,000

  Right of Way Acquisition $0

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $8,032,036

SUPPORT COSTS $2,811,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $10,843,000

Amount included in 2016 TUMF Nexus Study $7,110,000.00

Amount to be reduced from Total Project Costs $7,110,000.00

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

III. RIGHT OF WAY

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #13 I-215 SB at Harley Knox Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

457
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Item 19.



Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) 845.00 26-85 0-15 24160.00 CY $15.00 $362,400.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) 480.00 21-76 0-15 14576.11 CY $15.00 $218,641.67

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00

    Roadway Excavation (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00

Pavement Structural Section $0.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) 1450.00 8.00 1288.89 SQYD $36.38 $46,889.78 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) 1450.00 34.00 1278.15 CY $72.10 $92,154.48 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) 1450.00 34.00 893.56 TON $85.00 $75,952.81 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) 1450.00 34.00 1643.33 CY $270.00 $443,700.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) 860.00 8.00 764.44 SQYD $36.38 $27,810.49 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) 860.00 32.00 713.48 CY $72.10 $51,442.01 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) 860.00 32.00 498.80 TON $85.00 $42,398.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) 860.00 32.00 917.33 CY $270.00 $247,680.00 Lane plus shoulder at 32' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 48' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp D st) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 38' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 34' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00 Lane plus shoulder at 40' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Sec 3. Drainage

Specialty Items $0.00

    Remove Sound Wall $0.00

    Sound Wall $0.00

    Remove Retaining Wall $0.00

    Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall) $0.00 Retaining wall height 9'

    Concrete Barrier (Type 60) $0.00

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 4.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $200,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) 2900.00 2900.00 LF $0.65 $1,885.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Harley Knox) 2900.00 2900.00 LF $2.41 $6,989.00

      Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) 1720.00 1720.00 LF $0.65 $1,118.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Harley Knox) 1720.00 1720.00 LF $2.41 $4,145.20

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Ramona) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Nuevo) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB off Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (SB on Ramp Redlands) $0.00

     Reconstruct Sign Structure $0.00

Ramona Bridge Replacement $250.00 $0.00

Harley Knox Bridge Replacement 220.00 82.00 18040.00 SQFT $250.00 $4,510,000.00

Placentia Bridge Replacement $0.00

Nuevo Rd Bridge Replacement $0.00

D St Bridge Tieback $0.00
Perris Blvd Bridge Replacement $0.00

Redlands Bridge Tieback $0.00

Bridge Structure 1 $0.00

Bridge Structure 2 $0.00

Bridge Structure 3 $0.00

Right of Way Acquisition #1 $0.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$581,000.00

$1,028,000.00

$0.00

$214,000.00

$4,510,000.00

$0.00

$1,823,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #13, I-215 SB at Harley Knox Subtotal

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way

458
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Item 19.



ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $1,454,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $1,439,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $437,700

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $0    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $25,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $167,785

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $335,570

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $167,785

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $1,610,736

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $0

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $5,637,576

SUPPORT COSTS $1,973,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $7,611,000

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #16, EB SR-91, I-15 SB On Ramp to I-15 NB On Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

459
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Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (North of 15 ramp to EB 91) 1250.00 0-60 0-5 12215.36 CY $15.00 $183,230.42

    Roadway Excavation (South of 15 ramp to EB 91) 870.00 0-105 0-7 31370.93 CY $15.00 $470,563.89

Pavement Structural Section $0.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 2366.00 10.00 2628.89 SQYD $36.38 $95,638.98 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) 2366.00 22.00 1349.50 CY $72.10 $97,298.68 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) 2366.00 22.00 943.44 TON $85.00 $80,192.61 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 2366.00 22.00 1735.07 CY $270.00 $468,468.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (NB 15 ramp to EB 91) 1965.00 8.00 1746.67 SQYD $36.38 $63,543.73 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (NB 15 ramp to EB 91) 1965.00 26.00 1324.56 CY $72.10 $95,500.46 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (NB 15 ramp to EB 91) 1965.00 26.00 926.01 TON $85.00 $78,710.53 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement  (NB 15 ramp to EB 91) 1965.00 26.00 1703.00 CY $270.00 $459,810.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) 2366.00 2366.00 LF $0.65 $1,537.90

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) 4732.00 4732.00 LF $2.41 $11,404.12

     Removal of Existing Striping (NB 15 ramp to EB 91) 3930.00 3930.00 LF $0.65 $2,554.50

     Thermoplastic Striping (NB 15 ramp to EB 91) 3930.00 3930.00 LF $2.41 $9,471.30

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$2,918,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #16, EB SR-91, I-15 SB On Ramp to I-15 NB On Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way

$1,454,000.00

$1,439,000.00

$0.00

$25,000.00

$0.00

$0.00

460
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ITEMS TOTAL COST ENGINEERING ASSUMPTIONS

  SECTION 1:  EARTHWORKEARTHWORK COST $939,000

  SECTION 2:  DRAINAGEPAVEMENT STRUCTRUAL SECTION $2,094,000

  SECTION 3:  DRAINAGEDRAINAGE $573,000

  SECTION 4:  Specialty Items $0    Remove Retaining Wall

  SECTION 6:  TRAFFIC ITEMS $787,000

  SECTION 8:  MINOR ITEMS $219,650

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 9: MOBILIZATION $439,300

10% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 10: ROADWAY ADDITIONS $219,650

5% of Sections 1-6

  SECTION 13: CONTINGENCIES $2,108,640

40% of Sections 1-10

  BRIDGES $2,279,000

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $9,659,240

SUPPORT COSTS $3,381,000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $13,040,000

II. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Support costs are 35% of capital outlay costs

Project #18, SR-91 EB,  Pierce St Off Ramp to Magnolia On Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

Roadway Cost are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

Drainage is taken at 15% of Roadway Items due to the lack of detail at this stage. During this 

review, we do not show that any pumps will be affected. Further analysis should look at all 

Retaining walls, sound walls, tie back walls and ramp reconfigurations are based on the 

widening needed. These are all based on a preliminary Google Earth review. 

461
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Item Description Distance (ft) Width (ft) Depth (ft) Quantity Unit Cost Assumptions Total Cost Engineering Assumptions

Earthwork

    Roadway Excavation (EB Magnolia off Ramp) 260.00 260.00 0-15 26576.11 CY $15.00 $398,641.67

    Roadway Excavation (EB Magnolia on Ramp) 330.00 220 0-8 13303.70 CY $15.00 $199,555.56

    Roadway Excavation (EB Pierce off Ramp) 715 32-78 0-15 22695.00 CY $15.00 $340,425.00

Pavement Structural Section $0.00

    Remove Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 4115.00 10.00 4572.22 SQYD $36.38 $166,337.44 Existing shoulders at 10'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (Mainline) 4115.00 22.00 2347.07 CY $72.10 $169,224.04 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (Mainline) 4115.00 22.00 1640.86 TON $85.00 $139,472.78 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (Mainline) 4115.00 22.00 3017.67 CY $270.00 $814,770.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (EB Magnolia off Ramp) 1345.00 8.00 1195.56 SQYD $36.38 $43,494.31 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (EB Magnolia off Ramp) 1345.00 26.00 906.63 CY $72.10 $65,368.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (EB Magnolia off Ramp) 1345.00 26.00 633.83 TON $85.00 $53,875.66 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (EB Magnolia off Ramp) 1345.00 26.00 1165.67 CY $270.00 $314,730.00 Lane plus shoulder at 26' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (EB Magnolia on Ramp) 745.00 8.00 662.22 SQYD $36.38 $24,091.64 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (EB Magnolia on Ramp) 745.00 22.00 424.93 CY $72.10 $30,637.16 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)  (EB Magnolia on Ramp) 745.00 22.00 297.07 TON $85.00 $25,250.84 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (EB Magnolia on Ramp) 745.00 22.00 546.33 CY $270.00 $147,510.00 Lane plus shoulder at 22' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

    Remove Concrete Pavement (EB Pierce off Ramp) 300.00 8.00 266.67 SQYD $36.38 $9,701.33 Existing shoulders at 8'

    Class 2 Aggregate Subbase (EB Pierce off Ramp) 300.00 24.00 186.67 CY $72.10 $13,458.67 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with Class 2 Aggregate depth of 0.70'

    Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) (EB Pierce off Ramp) 300.00 24.00 130.50 TON $85.00 $11,092.50 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a HMA depth of 0.25'

    Continuously Reinforced Concrete Pavement (EB Pierce off Ramp) 300.00 24.00 240.00 CY $270.00 $64,800.00 Lane plus shoulder at 24' with a CRCP depth of 0.90'

Traffic Items

          Traffic Electrical

      Intersection Signalization 3.00 PER CORNER $50,000.00 $150,000.00

   Traffic Signing and Stripping $0.00

     Removal of Existing Striping (Mainline) 4112.00 4112.00 LF $0.65 $2,672.80

     Thermoplastic Striping (Mainline) 8224.00 8224.00 LF $2.41 $19,819.84

     Removal of Existing Striping (EB Magnolia off Ramp) 2690.00 2690.00 LF $0.65 $1,748.50

     Thermoplastic Striping (EB Magnolia off Ramp) 2690.00 2690.00 LF $2.41 $6,482.90

      Removal of Existing Striping (EB Magnolia on Ramp) 1490.00 1490.00 LF $0.65 $968.50

     Thermoplastic Striping (EB Magnolia on Ramp) 1490.00 1490.00 LF $2.41 $3,590.90

     Removal of Existing Striping (EB Pierce off Ramp) 600.00 600.00 LF $0.65 $390.00

     Thermoplastic Striping (EB Pierce off Ramp) 600.00 600.00 LF $2.41 $1,446.00

     Reconstruct Sign Structure 3.00 EA $200,000.00 $600,000.00

Magnolia Bridge Widening 340.00 14.00 4760.00 SQFT $375.00 $1,785,000.00

Pierce Bridge Widening 94.00 14.00 1316.00 SQFT $375.00 $493,500.00

                                                                                                                                            I. Roadway Items

 Earthwork

Pavement Structural Section

Specialty Items

Traffic Items

                                                                                                                                           II. Structural Items

                                                                                                                                           III. Right of Way

$939,000.00

$2,094,000.00

$0.00

$787,000.00

$2,279,000.00

$0.00

$3,820,000.00

Summary of Quantities

Project #18, SR-91 EB,  Pierce St Off Ramp to Magnolia On Ramp

I. Roadway Items Summary

II. Structure Items

III. Right of Way
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1. Introduction 

A potential logistics mitigation fee of $1.28 per square foot of gross floor area of new warehouse 
construction in Riverside County would provide funding for highway projects that are needed to mitigate 
the impacts of increased truck traffic resulting from new development. The RCTC Truck Study and Regional 
Logistics Mitigation Fee Technical Memorandum: Task 3 – Nexus Study describes the needs for this fee and how 
the proposed amount of the fee was determined.   

The objective of this document is to assess the potential impacts of this fee on warehouse development 
within Riverside County. Such development affects many other aspects of the county’s economy, 
including direct employment, induced employment in businesses supporting warehousing, 
transportation volumes, demand for other county services, and local and state tax revenues. Major 
factors addressed include the following: 

• The market for logistics and warehouse development in Southern California. How likely will the 
proposed fee affect the pace of development given the overall supply and demand for warehouse 
space in Southern California? 

• The extent to which locational decisions within the Southern California market could be affected by 
the proposed fee: 

– How does the proposed fee compare to total development costs (including land and construction 
costs)? 

– How does the proposed fee compare to similar fees elsewhere in the market? 

– Will the fee substantially influence developers to locate in areas outside Riverside County?  

• The possibility that other changes in regional development fees or development costs might affect 
the potential impacts of the proposed Riverside mitigation fee. Mitigation fees have been applied 
across multiple building types and for multiple purposes as shown in Appendix 1, and such fees are 
likely to evolve over time. 

The following sections address these questions. 

467
773

Item 19.



Potential Locational Effects of a Riverside County Logistics Mitigation Fee 

P a g e  | 2 

2. Profile and Outlook for Southern California 
Warehouse Development 

2.1. PROFILE OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA WAREHOUSE DEVELOPMENT  
The Industrial Warehousing in the SCAG Region study (Industrial Warehousing Study) completed by the 
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) in 2018 details the location of industrial 
warehouse buildings in Southern California and provides projections of new developments for 43 sub-
regions. As shown in Exhibit 1, these buildings are heavily concentrated in Los Angeles and San 
Bernardino, and to a lesser extent Orange, and Riverside Counties.  

Exhibit 1. Percentage Share of Total Industrial Warehouse Building Area in Southern California by 
County in 2014 

 
Source: Southern California Association of Governments, Industrial Warehousing in the SCAG Region, April 2018 

Exhibit 2 shows the 43 sub-regions used in the Industrial Warehousing Study.  

Riverside County includes the following submarket areas: 

• Riverside (18)  

• Corona (25) 

• South Riverside (32) 

• Coachella Valley (25) 

• Riverside Outlying (36) 

San Bernardino County includes the following submarket areas: 

• West San Bernardino (10) 

• Ontario Airport Area (11) 

• East San Bernardino (12) 

0 10 20 30 40 50
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• North San Bernardino (19) 

• San Bernardino Outlying Areas (35) 

Exhibit 3 shows detail for existing warehouse buildings, with inset 2 extending from the East San 
Bernardino County submarket to areas to the west. This detail shows that industrial warehouse buildings 
in San Bernardino are concentrated in the southwest part of the county. To the south of inset 1, it can be 
seen that in Riverside County industrial warehouse buildings are concentrated in the western portion of 
the county. 
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Exhibit 2. Submarket Areas in the SCAG Region  

 
Source: Southern California Association of Governments, Industrial Warehousing in the SCAG Region, April 2018 
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Exhibit 3. Existing Industrial Warehouse Buildings in the SCAG Region (All Building Sizes and All Secondary Types), 2014 

  
 Source: Southern California Association of Governments, Industrial Warehousing in the SCAG Region, April 2018 

Inset 2 

 

1 1 

2 
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2.2 PROJECTED INDUSTRIAL WAREHOUSE SPACE 
The Industrial Warehousing Study included forecasts of supply and demand for warehousing space in 43 
geographical submarket areas of the SCAG region shown in Exhibit 2. The forecast was based on an 
inventory of warehouse space for 2014 and annual forecasts through 2040 for containerized port-related, 
border-crossing-related, and domestic cargo markets.1 Each of these cargo sources was further 
segmented by type of type of warehouse use. 

The Industrial Warehousing Study’s baseline scenario used recent forecasts of port- and border-crossing-
related cargo and assumed no efficiency gains in cargo storage over time and no replacement of obsolete 
buildings. It also assumed that the warehouse functional-use mix would not change and that current 
estimates of existing developable space were available for new facilities. The study developed two 
demand projections – one that assumed no constraint on total warehouse space and the other that would 
be constrained by limitations on developable areas.  

The two projections are shown in Exhibit 4.  As shown, total unconstrained 2040 demand for the 
Industrial Warehousing Study’s baseline scenario is 1.81 billion square feet—an increase of 59 percent 
from 1.13 billion square feet in 2014 (a compound annual growth rate of 1.8 percent). 

Exhibit 4. Unconstrained versus Constrained Regional-Level Total Occupied Warehouse Space 
Forecasts by Year in the SCAG Region, 2040 (millions of square feet) 

 
Source: Southern California Association of Governments, Industrial Warehousing in the SCAG Region, April 2018 

                                                 
1 “Port-related,” is containerized cargo handled at San Pedro Bay Ports (i.e., excluding containerized cargo handled at Port 
Hueneme or Port of San Diego). “Border-crossing related” refers to goods that cross the land ports of entry in Imperial County. 
“Domestic cargo” is any other type of containerized cargo not classified as “port-related” or “border-crossing-related” cargo.  
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3. Potential Effects of a Proposed Fee on 
Locational Decisions  

The previous section provided baseline projections of industrial warehouse development in Southern 
California. However, these projections did not account for changes in costs that could affect locational 
decisions of developers. In theory, higher development costs represented by a proposed mitigation fee 
could marginally induce developers to choose locations outside of Riverside County (e.g., in Los Angeles 
or San Bernardino Counties). The principal question concerning these impacts is how much a proposed 
fee would increase total development costs including land and construction.  

The impacts of larger development costs would also, theoretically, be offset by any perceived benefits 
developers could see from improved highway transportation that would result from the mitigation fee. 
This is a smaller point, that is addressed separately, below. 

3.1. COST OF A PROPOSED FEE COMPARED TO TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COSTS 
Exhibit 5 shows that total construction costs for warehouse space in Los Angeles are the highest in the 
country at nearly $170 per square foot. Costs in the Inland Empire are the second highest in the country 
at $110 per square foot. The $110-per-square-foot estimate is slightly less than the $121 per square foot 
cost estimated in the Western Riverside Council of Governments (WRCOG) Comparative Fee Study that 
includes $75.35 per square foot in total direct and indirect costs plus $45.35 per square foot in land costs 
(see Appendix A).2 Using the $121 per square foot estimate from the WRCOG study, the proposed fee 
would represent 1.1 percent of total construction costs. 

                                                 
2 Updated Analysis of Development Impact Fees in Western Riverside County, Western Riverside Council of Governments, March 2019 
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Exhibit 5. Average New Construction Cost Breakdown for a 500,000-square-foot Warehouse 

 
 

The attraction, and scarcity, of space in Los Angeles clearly results in a large cost premium, so it is 
unlikely that small additional marginal costs in Riverside County would significantly tip the balance of 
location toward Los Angeles. As shown in Exhibit 5, development costs are about 55 percent higher in 
Los Angeles County than in the Inland Empire. Therefore, a 1.1 percent fee is insignificant in comparison.   

3.2. COMPARATIVE FEES COSTS IN OTHER AREAS OUTSIDE RIVERSIDE COUNTY 
The question then becomes whether a 1.1 percent increase in development costs would cause developers 
to locate in other areas outside of Riverside County, especially in San Bernardino County, part of the 
Inland Empire immediately to the north of Riverside County and where warehouse development has 
been concentrated as discussed in the previous section.  

In addition to representing a small, 1.1 percent share of total development costs, the proposed fee of 
$1.28 per square foot would also be much smaller than current fees for industrial development in 
Riverside and San Bernardino Counties, about 25 percent of the average level of fees in Riverside County, 
and about 22 percent of the average level of these fees in San Bernardino (see Exhibit 6). 

A possible additional consideration is that a proposed fee would be used to fund improvements to 
highway transportation in Riverside County. This would, over time, reduce transportation costs for 
industrial warehouse users, and developers could possibly view this as a benefit. Realistically, however, 
the mitigation fee will represent a real upfront cost while future transportation costs reductions would 
likely be heavily discounted and therefore have only minimal impacts on locational decisions. In 
addition, it is difficult to know how much developers would link any future improvements to the fee. 
This is a possible additional consideration and is not addressed further within this analysis. 
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Exhibit 6. Current Average Industrial Development Impact Fee Costs Per Square Foot and 
Proportions in Inland Empire Jurisdictions 

 
 
Source: Western Riverside Council of Governments, Updated Analysis of Development Impact Fees in Western 
Riverside County, 2019  
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4. Comparative Fee Costs 

4.1. CURRENT FEE COSTS 
The proposed mitigation fee would increase construction costs for warehouse development in Riverside 
County by about 1.1 percent and, taken alone, this could make San Bernardino County slightly more 
attractive to developers. However, higher fees in San Bernardino County could dampen this small effect. 
San Bernardino County’s impact fees are higher than those in Riverside County according to the fee 
comparison study done by the WRCOG. Exhibit 6 shows the jurisdictions that were used to compare fees. 

Exhibit 7. Jurisdictions Included in Fee Study 

 
Source Western Riverside Council of Governments, Updated Analysis of Development Impact Fees in Western 
Riverside County, 2019  

Exhibit 6 showed that average industrial development impact fees in WRCOG jurisdictions as well as areas 
in Coachella Valley are both notably lower than average fees in San Bernardino County. A few WRCOG 
jurisdictions have relatively high fees. Appendix B includes fee details for individual WRCOG 
jurisdictions. 

4.2. FUTURE FEE DEVELOPMENT COSTS 
In addition to current average industrial fees being higher in San Bernardino County than in Riverside 
County, a factor that could affect warehouse development location decisions is the possibility that fees 
or other costs could change in San Bernardino County, or other Southern California market areas.  The 
possibility exists, for example, that other counties could implement a fee like the one proposed in 
Riverside County. While entirely speculative, such a scenario would also be based on needs to fund 
highway development in San Bernardino County or other regions in Southern California. 

 

477
783

Item 19.



Potential Locational Effects of a Riverside County Logistics Mitigation Fee 

P a g e  | 11 

5. Summary of Findings 

The Southern California region is a well-established, prime location for industrial warehouse 
development and will continue to be so. Los Angeles County is especially attractive because of its 
proximity to ports, large regional markets, and transportation connectivity. Because of these advantages 
and relatively scarce land availability, that market also has the highest construction costs for warehouse 
development in the United States. 

While significantly less than Los Angeles, the Inland Empire has the second-highest costs for warehouse 
development in the country. 

A proposed mitigation fee in Riverside County is likely to have limited impacts on reducing demand on 
warehouse development in Riverside County because of the following: 

• It will represent a small (1.1 percent) share of total development costs, including land and 
construction costs. 

• Total development costs for Los Angeles County will continue to be much higher than for the Inland 
Empire. 

• Impact fees are generally higher in San Bernardino County compared to those in Riverside County. 

• Any possible impacts of a proposed fee could be affected by offsetting changes in development costs 
in San Bernardino County and in other regions in the Southern California market, including increases 
in mitigation fees. 
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Appendix A 
Development Prototypes – Total Development Costs 
 
Total development costs per building square foot of $121.10 for industrial buildings include total direct and indirect costs of $75.35 plus the land value of 
$45.75.   
 

 
Source: Western Riverside Council of Governments, Updated Analysis of Development Impact Fees in Western Riverside County, 2019  
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Appendix B 
Industrial Prototype Development Fees by Jurisdiction (per building sq. ft.)  

 
Source: Western Riverside Council of Governments, Updated Analysis of Development Impact Fees in Western Riverside County, 2019  
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Staff Report 

 

 

TO:  City Council 

FROM: Todd Parton, City Manager 

DATE January 18, 2022 

SUBJECT:  Review of Local Emergency Declaration Established via the Adoption 

of City of Beaumont Resolution No. 2020-07 Adopted on March 17, 

2020 
  

Background and Analysis:  

On March 17, 2020, the City Council passed and approved Resolution No. 2020-07 

(“Resolution”) which authorized the City Manager to execute a declaration of the 

existence of a local emergency in the City of Beaumont.  Approval of the Resolution 

was in response to the declaration by the World Health Organization (WHO) of the 

COVID – 19 pandemic, Governor Gavin Newsom’s declaration of a state of emergency 

for all California, and the increase of infections within the City of Beaumont and the 

immediate area. 

 

The emergency declaration must be reviewed every 60 days in order to determine 

whether conditions exist for its continuance. This emergency declaration was reviewed 

by the City Council on November 16, 2021, and was not modified.  

 

The City Council’s adoption of Resolution No. 2020-07 established the existing 

emergency declaration and empowered the City Manager to: 

 

1. Make and issue rules and regulations on matters reasonably related to the 

protection of life and property as affected by such emergency; 

2. Obtain vital supplies, equipment and such other properties found lacking and 

needed for the protection of life and property, and to bind the City for the fair 

value thereof; 

3. Require emergency services of any City officer or employee, and, in the event of 

the proclamation of a state of emergency in Riverside County, to command the 

aid of as many citizens of Beaumont as is deemed necessary by the City 

Manager for the execution of the City Manager’s duties; such persons shall be 
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entitled to all privileges, benefits and immunities as are provided by state law for 

registered disaster service workers; 

4. Requisition necessary personnel or material to any City department or agency; 

and 

5. Execute all ordinary duties and powers of the City Manager as well as special 

powers conferred by the Beaumont Municipal Code, by resolution or emergency 

plan adopted by the City Council, and all other powers conferred by the City 

Council and any other lawful authority. 

 

As of the time that this memorandum was prepared, there had been no significant 

cessation of the conditions that originally warranted the adoption of Resolution No. 

2020-07.  The COVID – 19 pandemic originally declared by the WHO was still in place, 

Governor Newsom’s emergency declaration remained in effect, and new cases of 

infection were still being diagnosed within Beaumont’s immediate area.  

 

If Beaumont’s emergency declaration remains in effect, it will be brought back to the 

City Council for consideration no later than March 15, 2022.  In the event that the City 

Council determines that a local emergency declaration is no longer required, an 

amending resolution will be presented for City Council consideration at the next regular 

City Council meeting of February 1, 2022, or earlier at a special meeting convened by 

the City Council for that purpose. 

Fiscal Impact: 

There are no costs resulting from the continuation of a local state of emergency. City 

staff estimates that preparation of this report cost to be approximately $75. 

 

Recommended Action: 

City staff recommends that there be no change regarding the local emergency 

declaration. This is due to the fact that there have been no significant changes in 

the original conditions, a State emergency declaration remains in effect and local 

emergency declaration helps to ensure that Beaumont remains eligible for 

federal and state emergency aid.   

Attachments: 

A. City of Beaumont Resolution No. 2020-07 
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