ﬁ Association of Bay Area Governments

REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION

TO: ABAG Administrative Committee
FROM: Therese W. McMillan, Executive Director
SUBJECT: County of Contra Costa Appeal of Draft RHNA Allocation and Staff Response

DATE: September 29, 2021

OVERVIEW

Jurisdiction: County of Contra Costa
Summary: County of Contra Costa requests the decrease of its Draft RHNA Allocation by 1,818
units (24 percent) from 7,645 units to 5,827 units based on the following issues:

e ABAG failed to adequately consider information submitted in the Local Jurisdiction
Survey related to:

o Sewer or water infrastructure constraints for additional development due to laws,
regulatory actions, or decisions made by a provider other than the local
jurisdiction.

o Lands protected from urban development under existing federal or state
programs.

o County policies to preserve prime agricultural land.

o The region’s greenhouse gas emissions targets to be met by Plan Bay Area 2050.

e ABAG failed to determine the jurisdiction’s Draft Allocation in accordance with the Final
RHNA Methodology and in a manner that furthers, and does not undermine, the RHNA
Objectives.

e Asignificant and unforeseen change in circumstances has occurred in the local
jurisdiction that merits a revision of the information submitted in the Local Jurisdiction
Survey.

Staff Recommendation: Partially grant the appeal, based on an error in the Plan Bay Area 2050
Final Blueprint where an area annexed to Pittsburg in 2018 was included as part of
unincorporated Contra Costa County when forecasting total 2050 households, which is used as
the baseline allocation in the final RHNA methodology. Staff proposes that the County’s
allocation should be reduced by 35 units as a result of this error.

BACKGROUND

Draft RHNA Allocation
Following adoption of the Final RHNA Methodology on May 20, 2021, the County of Contra
Costa received the following draft RHNA allocation on May 25, 2021:

Above
Very Low Low Moderate | Moderate
Income Income Income Income Total
County of Contra Costa 2,082 1,199 1,217 3,147 7,645
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Local Jurisdiction Survey
The County of Contra Costa submitted a Local Jurisdiction Survey. A compilation of the surveys
submitted is available on the ABAG website.

Comments Received during 45-Day Comment Period

ABAG received nearly 450 comments during the 45-day public comment period described in
Government Code section 65584.05(c). Some comments encompassed all of the appeals
submitted, and there was one comment that specifically relates to the appeal filed by the
County of Contra Costa. The comment opposes the County’s appeal. All comments received are
available on the ABAG website.

ANALYSIS

Issue 1: Contra Costa County argues its draft allocation is too high relative to the allocations to
other jurisdictions in Contra Costa County. Specifically, the County argues ABAG overestimated the
amount of developable land in the County because the Plan Bay Area 2050 Final Blueprint
(dentifies areas for growth outside of the Urban Limit Lines established by voters in 1990 to
preserve land in the county for agriculture, open space, wetlands, parks, and other nonurban uses.
Areas outside the Urban Limit Lines have limited sewer and water infrastructure and expansion of
these utilities outside the Urban Limit Lines is prohibited.

ABAG-MTC Staff Response: In support of its argument, the County references the “Urban
boundary lines across alternatives” map from the Plan Bay Area 2050 Draft Forecasting and
Modeling Report, one of the technical reports that is part of the Plan Bay Area 2050 Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR). This map shows scenarios for where future growth could
occur in the different EIR alternatives.! The Plan Bay Area 2050 Final Blueprint, which is used to
develop the baseline allocation in the final RHNA methodology, forecasts potential future
urbanized growth in some locations outside urbanized areas (shown in purple on the map), but
within the County’s voter identified Urban Limit Line.> The other areas shown on the map relate
to other EIR alternatives for Plan Bay Area 2050 and are not part of the Final Blueprint that is
used in the final RHNA methodology. In some cases, the purple expansion areas for growth are
within city limits and sometimes in unincorporated areas.

It is also important to note that identification of land as being eligible for growth or included in
a Growth Geography does not mean the Final Blueprint necessarily forecasts future growth in
these areas; the acreage included in a potential growth area does not translate linearly to
development. For example, parklands are protected in perpetuity, even if they are included
inside the Urban Limit Line. The Final Blueprint also assumes that some unprotected lands within
expansion areas remain undeveloped by 2050.

' Plan Bay Area 2050 Draft Forecasting and Modeling Report, page 61.
2 See http://64.166.146.245/docs/2016/BOS/20161220 831/27024 Attachment%20A%20-%20ULL%20Map.pdf.
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Part of the reason the County’s draft allocation is larger than other jurisdictions in Contra Costa
County is because the County has the highest number of existing households (60,500) of any
jurisdiction in the county.? As noted previously, the RHNA must address both existing and future
housing needs. The final RHNA methodology accomplishes this by using total households in
2050 as the baseline allocation because it incorporates both existing households and the
forecasted growth in households from the Final Blueprint. Housing Element Law requires the
RHNA allocation to affirmatively further fair housing, which means overcoming patterns of
segregation and addressing disparities in access to opportunity. Incorporating existing housing
patterns into the RHNA methodology ensures that the allocations further this objective in all
communities, not just those expected to experience significant growth.

Issue 2: The County argues ABAG did not adequately consider lands protected from urban
development under existing federal or state programs. The appeal identifies specific sites that
should not be considered for housing development, including Parks Reserve Forces Training Area
(a U.S. Army Reserve facility), Byron Airport (permitted by the Federal Aviation Administration),
and land designated with conservation easements as part of the East Contra Costa County Habitat
Conservation Plan/Natural Community Conservation Plan.

ABAG-MTC Staff Response: The Plan Bay Area 2050 Final Blueprint, which is used to develop
the baseline allocation in the final RHNA methodology, does not forecast any households in
2050 on any of the sites identified above. As a result, none of these parcels contributed to the
County's allocation.

Issue 3: Contra Costa County asserts ABAG did not adequately consider county policies to preserve
prime agricultural land because the Final Blueprint includes areas outside Urban Limit Lines.

ABAG-MTC Staff Response: See response for Issue 1, above.

Issue 4: The County argues ABAG failed to adequately consider the region’s greenhouse gas
emissions target and references the “Urban boundary lines across alternatives” map from the Plan
Bay Area 2050 Draft Forecasting and Modeling Report as evidence that the growth pattern for
Contra Costa County in the Final Blueprint will be spraw!l and runs counter to the goal of reducing
greenhouse gases.

ABAG-MTC Staff Response: The final RHNA methodology adequately considers the region’s
greenhouse gas target by using the Plan Bay Area 2050 Final Blueprint as the baseline allocation,
as the Final Blueprint was developed specifically to meet the greenhouse gas reduction target.
The County’s argument that the RHNA does not promote achieving the region’s greenhouse gas

3 State of California, Department of Finance, E-5 Population and Housing Estimates for Cities, Counties and the State —
January 1, 20710-2020. Sacramento, California, May 2020.
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emissions target challenges the final RHNA methodology that was adopted by the ABAG
Executive Board and approved by HCD. A valid appeal must show ABAG made an error in the
application of the methodology in determining the jurisdiction’s allocation; a critique of the
adopted methodology itself falls outside the scope of the appeals process. Jurisdictions had
multiple opportunities to comment as the methodology was developed and adopted between
October 2019 and May 2021. Housing Element Law gives HCD the authority to determine
whether the RHNA methodology furthers the statutory objectives described in Government
Code Section 65584(d), and HCD made this determination.” Regarding the RHNA objective
related to achieving the region’s greenhouse gas reduction target, HCD made the following
findings:

“The draft ABAG methodology® encourages a more efficient development pattern by
allocating nearly twice as many RHNA units to jurisdictions with higher jobs access, on a
per capita basis. Jurisdictions with higher jobs access via transit also receive more RHNA on
a per capita basis.

Jurisdictions with the lowest vehicle miles traveled (VMT) per capita, relative to the region,
receive more RHNA per capita than those with the highest per capita VMT. ABAG's largest
individual allocations go to its major cities with low VMT per capita and better access to
jobs. For example, San Francisco — which has the largest allocation — has the lowest per
capita VMT and is observed as having the highest transit accessibility in the region. As a
major employment center, San Jose receives a substantial RHNA allocation despite having
a higher share of solo commuters and a lower share of transit use than San Francisco.
However, to encourage lower VMT in job-rich areas that may not yet be seeing high transit
ridership, ABAG's Plan Bay Area complements more housing in these employment centers
(which will reduce commutes by allowing more people to afford to live near jobs centers)
with strategies to reduce VMT by shifting mode share from driving to public transit.”

As noted previously, the Plan Bay Area 2050 Final Blueprint forecasts nearly all new growth
within the County’s Urban Limit Line.

Issue 5a: Contra Costa County argues the final RHNA methodology does not adequately consider
constraints to development related to areas at risk of natural hazards.

ABAG-MTC Staff Response: The final RHNA methodology adequately considers the potential
development constraints described in the County of Contra Costa’s appeal through use of data
from the Plan Bay Area 2050 Final Blueprint as the baseline allocation. In developing the Plan

4 For more details, see HCD's letter confirming the methodology furthers the RHNA objectives.

> Pursuant to Government Code Section 65584.04(i), HCD must review the Draft RHNA Methodology developed by
the Council of Governments. On May 20, 2021, ABAG adopted the Draft RHNA Methodology without any
modifications as the Final RHNA Methodology.
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Bay Area 2050 Final Blueprint, ABAG-MTC staff worked with local governments to gather
information about local plans, zoning, and physical characteristics that might affect
development. A strength of the land use model used for Plan Bay Area 2050 forecasting is that it
assesses feasibility and the cost of redeveloping a parcel, including the higher cost of building
on parcels with physical development constraints, e.g., steep hillsides. These feasibility and cost
assessments are used to forecast the County’s share of the region’s households in 2050, which is
an input into its RHNA allocation.

However, RHNA is not just a reflection of projected future growth, as statute also requires RHNA
to address the existing need for housing that results in overcrowding and housing cost burden
throughout the region. Accordingly, the 2050 Households baseline allocation in the RHNA
methodology represents both the housing needs of existing households and forecasted
household growth from the Plan Bay Area 2050 Final Blueprint. Thus, the RHNA methodology
adequately considers the development constraints raised in this appeal, but the allocation to this
jurisdiction also reflects both existing and future housing demand in the Bay Area.

Importantly, as HCD notes in its comment letter on submitted appeals, Government Code
Section 65584.04(e)(2)(B) states that ABAG:

“may not limit its consideration of suitable housing sites to existing zoning and
land use restrictions and must consider the potential for increased development
under alternative zoning and land use restrictions. Any comparable data or
documentation supporting this appeal should contain an analysis of not only land
suitable for urban development, but land for conversion to residential use, the
availability of underutilized land, and opportunity for infill development and
increased residential densities. In simple terms, this means housing planning
cannot be limited to vacant land, and even communities that view themselves as
built out or limited due to other natural constraints such as fire and flood risk areas
must plan for housing through means such as rezoning commercial areas as
mixed-use areas and upzoning non-vacant land.”®

The Bay Area is subject to wildfire, flood, seismic, and other hazards and climate impacts, and
ABAG-MTC staff understands the County of Contra Costa’s concerns about the potential for
future growth in areas at risk of natural hazards. However, with only a small exception, Housing
Element Law does not identify areas at risk of natural hazards as a potential constraint to
housing development.”” Given the significant natural hazard risks in the Bay Area, whether to

6 See HCD's comment letter on appeals for more details.

7 Government Code Section 65584.04(e)(2)(B) states “The determination of available land suitable for urban
development may exclude lands where the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) or the Department of
Water Resources has determined that the flood management infrastructure designed to protect that land is not
adequate to avoid the risk of flooding.”
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incorporate information about hazard risks when allocating RHNA units was one of the topics
most thoroughly discussed by the Housing Methodology Committee (HMC) during the
methodology development process.® Ultimately, HMC members came to consensus that though
housing in high hazard areas is a concern, adding a specific hazard factor to the RHNA
methodology may not be the best tool to address this issue. In large part, this is because the
Plan Bay Area 2050 Final Blueprint, which forms the baseline of the final RHNA methodology,
already addresses concerns about natural hazards, as the Final Blueprint excludes areas with
unmitigated high hazard risk from Growth Geographies.

The Final Blueprint Growth Geographies exclude CAL FIRE designated “Very High" fire severity
areas in incorporated jurisdictions, and “High” and “Very High" fire severity areas as well as
county-designated wildland-urban interfaces (WUIs) where applicable in unincorporated areas.
The only exception is for locally-nominated Priority Development Areas (PDAs), which does not
apply to the County.? While there may be areas at risk of flooding in the County, it has not
provided evidence that it cannot accommodate its RHNA allocation due to a determination by
FEMA or the Department of Water Resources that the flood management infrastructure is
inadequate to avoid the risk of flooding, consistent with Government Code Section
65584.04(e)(2)(B).

Throughout the region, it is essentially impossible to avoid all hazards when siting new
development, but jurisdictions can think critically about which areas in the community have the
highest hazard risk. Notably, the residents of new development are likely to be safer from
hazards than current residents living in older structures, as new construction is built to modern
standards that more effectively address hazard risk. In developing its Housing Element, the
County has the opportunity to identify the specific sites it will use to accommodate its RHNA. In
doing so, the County can choose to take hazard risk into consideration with where and how it
sites future development, either limiting growth in areas of higher hazard or by increasing
building standards for sites within at-risk areas to cope with the hazard.

Per Government Code Section 65584.04(e)(2)(B), the County of Contra Costa must consider the
availability of underutilized land, opportunities for infill development, and increased residential
densities to accommodate its RHNA. The County does not provide evidence it is unable to
consider underutilization of existing sites, increased densities, accessory dwelling units (ADUs),
and other planning tools to accommodate its assigned need.™

Issue 5b: Contra Costa County argues the final RHNA methodology does not adequately consider
constraints to development related to specific sites that have no potential for residential growth.

8 See the meeting materials for HMC meetings, including detailed notes for each meeting, for more information.

% The only locally nominated PDA affected was the Urbanized Corridor PDA in Marin County.

10 See HCD's Housing Element Site Inventory Guidebook for more details on the various methods jurisdictions can use
to plan for accommodating their RHNA.
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ABAG-MTC Staff Response: Plan Bay Area 2050 uses parcel-based data as an input into the
land use model used to generate the forecasted development pattern for the region. However,
the growth forecasted for a specific parcel is only a simulation of potential growth. In Plan Bay
Area 2050, the forecasted totals for future households and jobs are adopted at the county and
subcounty levels, as the scale most appropriate for representing the future development pattern
for the region. The jurisdiction-level totals of households in 2050 produced by the Final
Blueprint forecast were provided only for use as the baseline allocation for the RHNA
Methodology.

Ultimately, the region has millions of parcels and identifying a potential issue on one or more
specific parcels does not constitute a valid basis for a RHNA appeal, as the allocation is at the
jurisdiction level and the jurisdiction could find one or more alternative parcels to accommodate
that growth instead. The forecasted development for a parcel in Plan Bay Area 2050's land use
modeling does not dictate where a local jurisdiction sites housing. In developing its Housing
Element, the County of Contra Costa has the opportunity to identify the specific sites it will use
to accommodate its RHNA.

Despite the fact that this argument is not a valid basis for a RHNA appeal, ABAG-MTC staff did
review each of the specific sites the County identified as having no potential for residential
growth to see if any households is forecasted to exist on them in 2050. Nearly all of the sites
were not forecasted to have households on them, but there were two exceptions. The first is
Bethel Island, which is projected to have fewer than 20 additional households by 2050, many of
which are assumed to be accessory dwelling units (ADUs). As the County of Contra Costa has
tens of thousands of households now and in the future, the impact of 19 households on the
County's share of the region's total households in 2050 and, as a result, its draft RHNA
allocation, is deemed negligible.

The second area where the Final Blueprint forecasted household growth to occur is along State
Route 4 east of Hercules on parcels nearby and adjacent to the Phillips 66 carbon plant, where
more than 5,000 households were projected to exist in 2050. Projected growth in this location is
within the County’s Urban Limit Line and was driven by baseline zoning and land use
assumptions shared with the County during the BASIS data review process. The County did not
identify development constraints in this area, due to the proximity of the industrial facility,
during the BASIS review or as part of their local jurisdiction survey. The potential for future
housing in this area, as envisioned in the Final Blueprint, is possible as a result of Phillips 66's
plans to close the carbon plant in 2023, as part of its Phillips 66 Rodeo Renewed Project."

" For more information about the Phillips 66 Rodeo Renewed Project, see
https://www.contracosta.ca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/69279/LP20-2040 NOP?bidld= and
https://www.ogj.com/refining-processing/refining/construction/article/14201644/phillips-66-lets-contract-for-san-
francisco-refineryintorenewables-conversion-project
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Issue 6a: Under the appeal basis “significant and unforeseen change in circumstances,” the
County identifies several areas that were annexed or are in the process of being annexed that
should not be considered when forecasting future growth in the County in the Final Blueprint.

ABAG-MTC Staff Response: The County cites four annexations for consideration in an
adjustment to its RHNA allocation, one that relates to the City of San Ramon and three that
relate to the City of Pittsburg:

1) LAFCO 20-05 is the annexation of 867 acres by San Ramon in the Dougherty Valley
(Annexation DV18). This annexation was finalized by the San Ramon City Council in
October 2020, which occurred after the September 2020 Commission and ABAG
Executive Board action to initiate modeling of the Plan Bay Area 2050 Final Blueprint.
Thus, this area was included as part of unincorporated Contra Costa County in the Final
Blueprint. However, the Final Blueprint did not forecast any households in this area in
2050, so a shift of jurisdictional responsibility from the County to the City would have no
impact on either jurisdiction’s RHNA allocation.

2) LAFCO 16-05 is an area annexed to Pittsburg in 2017 that was incorrectly included as
part of the unincorporated Contra Costa County in the Plan Bay Area 2050 Final
Blueprint. However, the Final Blueprint did not forecast any households in this area in
2050, so a shift of jurisdictional responsibility from the County to the City would have no
impact on either jurisdiction’s RHNA allocation.

3) LAFCO 17-08 is an area annexed to Pittsburg in 2018 that was incorrectly included as
part of the unincorporated Contra Costa County in the Plan Bay Area 2050 Final
Blueprint. The Final Blueprint forecasted a total of 412 households in this area in 2050.
ABAG-MTC staff recalculated the County’'s RHNA allocation after reducing its baseline
share (total households in 2050) by 412 households. This results in a reduction in the
County's total RHNA of 35 units, as shown below:

Above
Very Low- Low-Income Moderate- Moderate-
Income Units Units Income Units Income Units Total
10 5 6 14 35

Government Code Section 65584.05(e)(1) states that the determination on an appeal
may require ABAG to adjust the share of the regional housing need allocated to a
jurisdiction that is not the subject of the appeal.’ In this case, staff is recommending that

12 See ABAG's adopted 2023-2031 RHNA Cycle Appeals Procedures for more information.
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the 35 units identified above be transferred to the City of Pittsburg, based on the fact
that the forecasted households are within Pittsburg’s boundaries and if the City's
boundaries had been properly accounted for in the Final Blueprint, these households
would have contributed to Pittsburg’s draft RHNA allocation.

4) LAFCO 21-05 is the Faria Southwest Hills Boundary Organization affecting Pittsburg.
According to Contra Costa LAFCO, this annexation is currently incomplete (Attachment
1). As a result, this area should still be considered part of the unincorporated county. For
90 days following the date of annexation, Government Code Section 65584.07(d) allows
a transfer of a portion of the county’s allocation to a city. Upon request by the County of
Contra Costa and the City of Pittsburg, ABAG-MTC staff is prepared to facilitate this type
of transfer of RHNA responsibility.

Issue 6b: Under the appeal basis “significant and unforeseen change in circumstances,” the
County cites the changes that occurred between the Plan Bay Area 2050 Draft Blueprint and the
Final Blueprint as a significant and unforeseen change in circumstances. As part of this argument,
the County specifically cites a lack of consideration of areas at risk from natural hazards and
asserts that the RHNA factor related to Access to High Opportunity Areas was incorrectly applied
to the entire population of the county, even though there are many areas defined as
Disadvantaged Communities per SB 1000.

ABAG-MTC Staff Response: Government Code Section 65584.05(b)(3) states that a jurisdiction
can appeal its allocation if there has been a significant and unforeseen change in circumstances
that merits a revision of the information submitted in the Local Jurisdiction Survey. The County's
argument about the impact of the Final Blueprint on the draft allocations is not consistent with
the statutory language for a change in circumstances and challenges the final RHNA
methodology that was adopted by the ABAG Executive Board and approved by HCD, and thus is
not a valid basis for an appeal.

The County’s argument about how the Access to High Opportunity Areas (AHOA) factor was
used in the methodology challenges the final RHNA methodology that was adopted by the
ABAG Executive Board and approved by HCD, and thus falls outside the scope of the appeals
process. Importantly, the impact of the AHOA factor is to reduce the County’s allocation.

The AHOA factor and how it was used in the RHNA methodology is explained in detail on pages
16 to 19 in the Draft RHNA Plan." The factors in the RHNA methodology adjust a jurisdiction’s
baseline allocation (total households in 2050 from the Plan Bay Area 2050 Final Blueprint) either
up or down, depending on how the jurisdiction scores on each factor compared to other
jurisdictions in the region. The AHOA factor is based on the percentage of a jurisdiction’s

13 See https://abag.ca.gov/sites/default/files/documents/2021-05/ABAG 2023-2031 Draft RHNA Plan.pdf.
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households that are living in census tracts that are labelled High Resource or Highest Resource
on the 2020 Opportunity Map produced by HCD and the California Tax Credit Allocation
Committee (TCAC)." Using a jurisdiction’s share of total households in these higher resource
areas ensures that the factor excludes households living in lower resource areas. As shown in
Appendix 4 of the Draft RHNA Plan, 35.9 percent of households in Contra Costa County are in
High Resource or Highest Resource census tracts. Since the County scores relatively low on this
factor compared to other jurisdictions in the region, this factor reduces the County's baseline
allocation, leading to a lower RHNA allocation.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

ABAG-MTC staff have reviewed the appeal and recommend that the Administrative Committee
partially grant the appeal filed by County of Contra Costa to reduce its Draft RHNA Allocation
by 35 units (from 7,645 units to 7,610 units).

Based on the explanation provided in response to Issue 6 above, staff recommends that 35
units, distributed across income categories as shown below, be transferred to the City of
Pittsburg:

Above
Very Low- Low-Income Moderate- Moderate-
Income Units Units Income Units Income Units Total
10 5 6 14 35

Although ABAG-MTC staff is not recommending a further reduction in the County of Contra
Costa’s draft RHNA allocation beyond what is stated above, we understand the County’s
concerns about accommodating its RHNA in a way that fosters efficient infill and protection of
agricultural and environmental resources. Housing Element Law recognizes some of the specific
challenges unincorporated areas face by including provisions available only to counties that
allow for a transfer of RHNA units to incorporated cities and towns in the county following
adoption of the final RHNA allocation.’ One option allowed by the statute is for the County and
one or more jurisdictions to voluntarily agree on a transfer of units from the County to the city
or town. A second option is for a County to transfer units following annexation of
unincorporated land to a city (as noted above for the City of Pittsburg annexation that remains
incomplete).

By statute, voluntary transfers can be completed following ABAG's adoption of the final RHNA
plan and prior to the Housing Element due date (January 2023) and transfers related to
annexations can occur at any point during the RHNA cycle, as long as the request is submitted

4 See https://www.treasurer.ca.gov/ctcac/opportunity/2020.asp.
15 See Government Code Section 65584.07 for more details.
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to ABAG within 90 days of the annexation. ABAG-MTC staff is prepared to work with jurisdictions
in Contra Costa County to come to agreement on a voluntary transfer as a way to advance the
County's goals for city-centered growth, and to move forward with approval of the transfer
expediently following adoption of the final RHNA in December 2021.

ATTACHMENT(S):

Attachment 1: Email from Contra Costa County LAFCO
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From: Ada Chan

To: Gillian Adams

Subject: FW: Annexations

Date: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 9:53:38 AM

Attachments: LAFCO 20-05 Dougherty Valley Reorg - Annexation to City of San Ramon and Detachment from CSA P-6 - Notice

of Completed Boundary Changes.docx
LAFCO 20-05 DV No 18 Reorg - Cert of Completion Packet.pdf
LAFCO 20-05 BOE Acknowledgement Letter.pdf

Regional Planner

achan@bayareametro.gov

BAY AREA METRO | BayAreaMetro.gov
Association of Bay Area Governments
Metropolitan Transportation Commission

Bay Area Metro Center | 375 Beale Street | Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 820-7958

From: Lou Ann Texeira <LouAnn.Texeira@lafco.cccounty.us>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 8:42 AM

To: Ada Chan <achan@bayareametro.gov>

Subject: RE: Annexations

|*External Email*

Good Morning Ada,
Thanks for contacting Contra Costa LAFCO.

Attached please find the Certificate of Completion and corresponding
documentation relating to Dougherty Valley Boundary Reorganization No. 18
which was approved by LAFCO on 10/14/20.

Regarding the annexation to City of Pittsburg (Faria Southwest Hills Boundary
Reorganization), the application is currently incomplete. At this time, we do not
know when the LAFCO Commissioners will be asked to take action on this
application.

Hope this is helpful. Feel free to contact us if you have questions or need
additional information.

Lou Ann Texeira, Executive Officer
Contra Costa LAFCO

40 Muir Road, 15t Floor

Martinez, CA 94553
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January 27, 2021



NOTIFICATION OF COMPLETED 

BOUNDARY CHANGES







TO:		Distribution List



FROM:	Lou Ann Texeira, Executive Officer



SUBJECT:	LAFCO 20-05 – Dougherty Valley Reorg No. 18 - Annexation to City of San 

	Ramon and Detachment from County Service Area (CSA) P-6





Please be advised that the proceedings for the above-referenced boundary changes are complete. Attached to the email is LAFCO’s Certificate of Completion. The effective date of the boundary change is November 30, 2020, the date on which the LAFCO Certificate of Completion was recorded.



Please contact the LAFCO office if you have any questions.



Distribution List:

Ryan Driscoll 

Christina Franco 

Steve Savage 

County Departments

John Kopchik, Conservation and Development
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CERTIFICATE OF COMPLETION

As Executive Officer of the Contra Costa Local Agency Formation Commission, | hereby
certify that the attached documents are complete and in accordance with the boundaries,
modifications and conditions specified by the Commission in its Resolution No. 20-05

approving this action.

1. The kind of change of organization or reorganization and the short-form designation
of the proceeding is:

LAFCO 20-05 — Dougherty Valley Reorganization No. 18 — Annexation to City of
San Ramon and Detachment from County Service Area P-6.

2. The affected agency is located in Contra Costa County.

3. The territory is inhabited, and all affected agencies that will gain/lose territory as a
result of the change of organization have consented.

4. The Local Agency Formation Commission’s resolution of approval, which was
adopted on October 14, 2020, is made a part of this certificate by reference and sets
forth the description of the boundaries of the proposal and any terms and conditions

that apply.

//‘)/W/J W Date: _November 16, 2020
/

OU ANN TEXEIRA
Executive Officer

ORIGINAL
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RESOLUTION NO. 20-05

RESOLUTION OF THE CONTRA COSTA LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION
MAKING DETERMINATIONS AND APPROVING DOUGHERTY VALLEY
REORGANIZATION #18: ANNEXATION TO CITY OF SAN RAMON AND

CORRESPONDING DETACHMENT FROM COUNTY SERVICE (CSA) AREA P-6

WHEREAS, the above-referenced proposal was filed with Executive Officer of the Contra
Costa Local Agency Formation Commission pursuant to the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local
Government Reorganization Act (Government Code section 56000 et seq.); and

WHEREAS, the Executive Officer has examined the application and executed 'her
certification in accordance with law, determining and certifying that the filing is sufficient; and

WHEREAS, at the time and in the manner required by law the Executive Officer has given
notice of the Commission’s consideration of the proposal; and

-WHEREAS, the Executive Officer has reviewed available information and prepared a report
including her recommendations therein, and the report and related information have been presented
to and considered by the Commission; and

WHEREAS, at a public hearing held on October 14, 2020, the Commission heard, discussed
and considered all oral and written testimony related to the proposal including, but not limited to, the
Executive Officer's report and recommendation, the environmental document or determination,
consistency with the sphere of influence, contiguity with the City boundary, and related factors and
information including those contained in Gov. Code §56668; and

WHEREAS, information satisfactory to the Commission has been presented that no affected
landowners or/registered voters within the affected territory object to the proposal; and

WHEREAS, the Local Agency Formation Commission determines that the proposal is in the
best interest of the affected area and the total organization of local governmental agencies within

Contra Costa County.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Contra Costa Local Agency Formation Commission DOES
HEREBY RESOLVE, DETERMINE AND ORDER as follows:

1. The Commission has considered the information contained in the Environmental Impact
Reports and related environmental documentation, including the County’s Findings of Fact
and Statement of Overriding Considerations, as prepared and certified by the County of Contra
Costa (Lead Agency) and as identified in the LAFCO staff report.

2. Said reorganization is hereby approved.

3. The subject proposal is assigned the distinctive short-form designation:

ORIGINAL






Contra Costa LAFCO
Resolution'No. 20-05

DOUGHERTY VALLEY REORGANIZATION #18: ANNEXATION TO THE CITY OF
SAN RAMON AND CORRESPONDING DETACHMENT FROM CSA P-6

4, Said territory is found to be inhabited. LAFCO will conduct a protest hearing should the
Commission receive an objection from any landowner owning land with the subject area, or any
registered voter residing with the subject area. Absent any objection received before the
conclusion of the commission proceedings on October 14, 2020, the Commission will waive the
protest proceedings.

5. The boundaries of the affected territory are found to be definite and certain as approved and
set forth in Exhibit A, attached hereto and made a part hereof.

6. The subject territory shall be liable for any existing bonded indebtedness of the annexing
agencies, if applicable.

7. The subject territory shall be liable for any authorized or existing taxes, charges, and
assessments comparable to properties within the annexing agencies, and shall remain within
CSA M-29 following annexation.

8. The City delivered an executed indemnification agreement providing for the City to indemnify
LAFCO against any expenses arising from any legal actions challenging the reorganization.

9. All subsequent proceedings in connection with this reorganization shall be conducted only in
compliance with the approved boundaries set forth in the attachments and any terms and
conditions specified in this resolution.

koo ok sk ook sk dk sk ok sk ok ok ok ok ok sk sk ok ok ok ok Xk ok

PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS 14™ day of OCTOBER 2020, by the following vote:

AYES: Andersen, Blubaugh, Butt, Glover, McGill, Schroder, Skaredoff
NOES: None
ABSTE N None

SENT; e

CANDACE ANDERSEN, CONTRA COSTA LAFCO

ATTEST: I hereby certify that this is a correct copy of a resolution passed and adopted by this Commission
on the date stated above.

Dated: October 14, 2020 i /h/r/

/ Lou Ann Texeira, Executive Officer






LAFCO 20-05

Dougherty Valley

Annexation No. 18 to

The City of San Ramon

And detachment from CSA P6

EXHIBIT A

Real property situate in the Rancho San Ramon, in the Unincorporated Territory of the County of Contra
Costa, State of California, described as follows:

Being all of the lands shown on the map entitled “SUBDIVISION 9374 — GALE RANCH?”, filed on
November 13, 2014 in Book 521 of Maps at Pages 48 through 53 inclusive; all of the lands shown on
the map entitled “SUBDIVISION 9341 — GALE RANCH?, filed on October 12, 2015 in Book 526 of
Maps at Pages 46 through 58 inclusive; all of the lands shown on the map entitled “SUBDIVISION
9326 — GALE RANCH?, filed on December 23, 2016 in Book 531 of Maps at Pages 28 through 36
inclusive; all of the lands shown on the map entitled “SUBDIVISION 9301 — GALE RANCH?, filed on
September 6, 2016 in Book 529 of Maps at Pages 25 through 44 inclusive; all of the lands shown on the
map entitled “SUBDIVISION 9300 — GALE RANCH?, filed on August 24, 2018 in Book 539 of Maps
at Pages 1 through 9 inclusive; all of the lands shown on the map entitled “SUBDIVISION 9299 —
GALE RANCH?, filed on November 2, 2017 in Book 533 of Maps at Pages 48 through 55 inclusive;
all of the lands shown on the map entitled “SUBDIVISION 9298 — GALE RANCH?”, filed on March
27, 2018 in Book 535 of Maps at Pages 33 through 41 inclusive; all of the lands shown on the map
entitled “SUBDIVISION 9297 — GALE RANCH?, filed on February 18, 2016 in Book 527 of Maps at
Pages 39 through 44 inclusive; all of Parcel “C” as shown on the map entitled “SUBDIVISION 8683 —
CORNERSTONE AT GALE RANCH?, filed on March 3, 2004 in Book 461 of Maps at Pages 35
through 44 inclusive; all of the “Old Dougherty Road” parcel as shown on the map entitled
“SUBDIVISION 8306 — GALE RANCH?, filed on August 1, 2006 in Book 492 of Maps at Pages 47
through 94 inclusive; all of the School parcel described in the Grant Deed to the San Ramon Valley
Unified School District, a public school district in Contra Costa County, recorded on October 7, 2014
undér document number 2014-0172328 inclusive; all of the East Bay Municipal Utility District
(EBMUD) parcel as described in the Grant Deed to EBMUD, recorded on December 16, 1968 under
Book 5771 of Official Records, at Page 288, Official Records of Coritra Costa County inclusive; all of
the EBMUD parcel as described in the Grant Deed to EBMUD, recorded on May 19, 1978 under Book
8845 of Official Records, at Page 149, Official Records of Contra Costa County inclusive; all of New
Parcel “L” as described in the Grant Deed to Shapell Industries, Inc., a Delaware Corporation recorded
on December 4, 2015 under document number 2015-0250738-00, Official Records of Contra Costa
County; a portion of Parcel F as shown on the map entitled “SUBDIVISION 8306 — GALE RANCH?”,
filed on August 1, 2006 in Book 492 of Maps at Pages 47 through 94 inclusive; a portion of New Lot
“133” as described in the Grant Deed to Shapell Industries, Inc., a Delaware Corporation recorded on
December 4, 2015 under document number 2015-0250738-00, Official Records of Contra Costa County;
a portion of the Geologic Hazard Abatement District (GHAD) parcel as described in the Quitclaim
Deed to Windemere BLC Land Company, a California Limited Liability Company in the County of
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LAFCO 20-05

Dougherty Valley

Annexation No. 18 to

The City of San Ramon

And detachment from CSA P6

Contra Costa recorded on June 15, 2006 under document number 2006-189780 inclusive, and more
particularly described as follows:

Beginning at the most northeasterly corner of Parcel “C” as shown on said map entitled
“SUBDIVISION 8683 — CORNERSTONE AT GALE RANCH?”, said point also being the most
northwesterly corner of Parcel One as shown on the Dougherty Valley Annexation No. 12 (LAFCo 08-
23) to the City of San Ramon, adopted on September 18, 2008, recorded on October 23, 2008 as
Document No. 2008-0234769, Official Records of Contra Costa County;

Thence from said Point of Beginning along the westerly line of said Parcel One of Annexation No.
12, the following eight (8) courses:

L63

Lé4

Le65

L92

L93

C41

C42

L94

South 04° 34' 24" East, 44.67 feet;

South 41° 17' 39" West, 74.61 feet;

South 12° 07' 25" West, 175.11 feet;

South 25° 00" 13" West, 171.36 feet;

South 33° 42' 45" West, 129.85 feet to the beginning of a curve to the left;

In a southeasterly direction, 244.05 feet along the arc of said curve to the left, having a radius
of 150.00 feet and through a central angle of 93° 13' 15”;

Continuing along a compound curve to the left, in an easterly direction, 153.86 feet along the
arc of said curve to the left, having a radius of 554.08 feet and through a central angle of 15°

54' 38";
South 77° 59' 58" East, 134.09 feet to the west line of Parcel Three as shown on the Dougherty

Valley Annexation No. 9 (LAFCo 05-11) to the City of San Ramon, adopted on July 13, 2005,
recorded on October 13, 2005 as Document No. 2005-0392469, Official Records of Contra

Costa County;

Thence along the west line of said Annexation No. 9, the following twenty-five (25) courses:

L95

South 12° 00' 02" West, 82.06 feet;
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L96

L97

C43

L98

L99

L100

C44

L101

C45

L102

C46

L103

C47

L104

C48

L105

LAFCO 20-05

Dougherty Valley

Annexation No. 18 to

The City of San Ramon

And detachment from CSA P6

South 77° 59' 58" East, 4.00 feet;

South 12° 00' 02" West, 86.21 feet for the beginning of a curve to the left;
In a southerly direction, 180.57 feet along the arc of said curve to the left, having a radius of

406.00 feet and through a central angle of 25° 28' 58";

South 13° 28' 56" East, 46.62 feet

South 76° 31' 04" West, 4.00 feet;

South 13° 28' 56" East, 55.94 feet to the beginning of a curve to the right;

In a southerly direction, 49.27 feet along the arc of said curve to the right, having a radius of
74.00 feet and through a central angle of 38° 08' 49";

South 24° 39' 53" West, 66.86 feet to the beginning of a curve to the left;

In a southerly direction, 68.84 feet along the arc of said curve to the left, having a radius of
105.00 feet and through a central angle of 37° 33' 45";

South 12° 53' 52" East, 73.37 feet to the beginning of a curve to the left;

In a southerly direction, 81.28 feet along the arc of said curve to the left, having a radius of
200.00 feet and through a central angle of 23° 17' 04";

South 36° 10' 56" East, 106.66 feet to the beginning of a curve to the left;

In a southeasterly direction, 70.31 feet along the arc of said curve to the left, having a radius of
100.00 feet and through a central angle of 40° 17' 14";

South 76° 28' 10" East, 32.63 feet to the beginning of a curve to the right;

In a southeasterly direction, 119.22 feet along the arc of said curve to the right, having a radius
of 100.00 feet and through a central angle of 68° 18' 28";

South 08° 09' 42" East, 151.43 feet to the beginning of a curve to the right;
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LAFCO 20-05

Dougherty Valley

Annexation No. 18 to

The City of San Ramon

And detachment from CSA P6

C49  In a southerly direction, 9.71 feet along the arc of said curve to the right, having a radius of
50.00 feet and through a central angle of 11° 07' 56";

L106 South 02° 58' 14" West, 64.13 feet to the beginning of a curve to the left;

C50  Ina southerly direction, 132.30 feet along the arc of said curve to the left, having a radius of
162.00 feet and through a central angle of 46° 47' 30";

L107 South 43° 49' 16" East, 94.86 feet to the beginning of a curve to the right;

C51  Ina southerly direction, 32.62 fect along the arc of said curve to the right, having a radius of
100.00 feet and through a central angle of 18° 41' 15";

L108 South 25° 08' 01" East, 322.23 feet to the beginning of a curve to the left;

C52  Inasoutheasterly direction, 43.81 feet along the arc of said curve to the left, having a radius of
212.00 feet and through a central angle of 11° 50' 28";

L109 South 36° 58' 29" East, 84.43 feet to the west line of Parcel Two as shown on said Dougherty
Valley Annexation No. 12;

Thence along the west and south lines of said Parcel Three of Annexation No. 12, the following
eighteen (18) courses:

L110 South 53° 01' 31" West, 43.53 feet;

L111 South 21°22' 05" West, 258.12 feet;

L112 South 04° 58' 04" East, 86.05 feet;

L113 North 84° 54' 37" East, 115.80 feet;

L114 South 02° 11' 57" East, 28.53 feet to the beginning of a curve to the left;

C53  Inasoutheasterly direction, 110.48 feet along the arc of said curve to the left, having a radius
of 72.66 feet and through a central angle of 87° 07' 20";

L115 South 87°09' 55" East, 114.63 feet;
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L116

L117
L118

L119

L120

L121

L66

L4

C3

C4

C3

LAFCO 20-05

Dougherty Valley

Annexation No. 18 to

The City of San Ramon

And detachment from CSA P6

South 17° 07' 09" East, 47.40 feet;

South 27° 11' 20" East, 265.16 feet;
South 67° 06' 24" East, 82.13 feet;

South 16° 09' 31" West, 97.03 feet;

South 39° 33' 05" East, 60.04 feet;

South 81° 30' 29" East, 276.43 feet;

North 65° 17' 44" East, 244.74 feet;

South 27° 14' 00" East, 143.90 feet to the beginning of a curve to the right;

In a southeasterly direction, 28.01 feet along the arc of said curve to the right, having a radius
of 35.00 feet and through a central angle of 45° 51' 32";

Continuing along a reverse curve to the left, in a southeasterly direction, 123.26 feet along the
arc of said curve to the left, having a radius of 77.00 feet and through a central angle of 91° 43'

04”;

Continuing along a reverse curve to the right, in a southeasterly direction, 28.01 feet along the
arc of said curve to the right, having a radius of 35.00 feet and through a central angle of 45°
51' 32" to the most northwesterly corner of Parcel 2 as shown on the Dougherty Valley
Annexation No. 13 (LAFCo 11-08) to the City of San Ramon, adopted on October 12, 2011,
recorded on November 14, 2011 as Document No. 2011-0247028, Official Records of Contra

Costa County;

Thence along the west line of said Parcel 2 of Annexation No. 13, the following three (3) courses:

L67

CS

South 27° 14' 00" East, 1449.13 feet to the beginning of a curve to the right;

In a southerly direction, 34.43 feet along the arc of said curve to the right having a radius of
45.00 feet and through a central angle of 43° 50' 14";

Page 5 R
G:\job2020\205008\Survey\Descriptions\205008-Annexation 18.docx






Cé6

LAFCO 20-05

Dougherty Valley

Annexation No. 18 to

The City of San Ramon

And detachment from CSA P6

Continuing along a reverse curve to the left, in a southeasterly direction, 199.06 feet along the
arc of said curve to the left, having a radius of 77.00 feet and through a central angle of 148°
07'21" to the most northwesterly corner of the Dougherty Valley Annexation No. 17 (LAFCo
16-10) to the City of San Ramon, adopted on October 12, 2016, recorded on November 15,
2016 as Document No. 2016-0247211, Official Records of Contra Costa County;

Thence along the west, south, and east lines of said Annexation No. 17, the following thirty-eight (38)

courses:

L5 South 27° 14' 00" East, 18.38 feet to the beginning of a curve to the left;

C7  Inasoutheasterly direction, 198.82 feet along the arc of said curve to the left, having a radius

_ of 631.00 feet and through a central angle of 18° 03' 10";

C8 Continuing along a reverse curve to the right, in a southeasterly direction, 443.04 feet along the
arc of said curve to the right, having a radius of 669.00 feet and through a central angle of 37°
56' 37" to the beginning of a reverse curve to the left;

C9 Continuing along a reverse curve to the left, in a southeasterly direction, 92.02’ along the arc of
said curve to the left, having a radius of 631.00 feet and through a central angle of 8°21°21”;

L6 South 28°16°35” East, 56.03 feet;

L7 South 70° 10' 55" East, 603.19 feet;

L8 North 80° 30' 43" East, 67.57 feet;

L9 South 74° 27' 30" East, 83.45 feet;

L10  South-67°22' 27" East, 12.95 feet;

L11 North 83°33' 21" East, 4.27 feet;

L12  South 74°27' 30" East, 15.27 feet;

L13  North 57° 59' 53" East, 18.38 feet;

L14

North 63° 33' 44" East, 33.52 feet;
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L15

L16

L17

L18

L19

L20

L21

L22

L23

L24

L25

L26

L27

L28

L29

L30

L31

L32

L33

North 56° 43' 26" East, 50.91 feet;
North 55° 36' 43" East, 50.88 feet;
North 57° 59' 53" East, 141.92 feet;
North 27° 49' 33" East, 143.74 feet;
North 29° 49' 20" East, 230.89 feet;
North 28° 20' 03" East, 183.04 feet;
North 23° 05' 09" East, 119.07 feet;
North 06° 56' 26" East, 34.68 feet;
North 16° 54' 37" East, 118.53 feet;
North 02° 40' 24" East, 53.38 feet;
North 04° 45' 45" West, 104.79 feet;
North 00° 02' 31" West, 76.14 feet;
North 02° 15' 54" East, 27.69 feet;
North 06° 16' 51" East, 89.90 feet;
North 10° 28' 37" East, 225.00 feet;
North 10° 25' 24" East, 46.16 feet;
North 17° 45' 19" East, 48.62 feet;

North 82° 24' 16" West, 93.32 feet;

LAFCO 20-05

Dougherty Valley

Annexation No. 18 to

The City of San Ramon

And detachment from CSA P6

North 07° 35' 44" East, 8.27 feet to the beginning of a curve to the left;
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C10

C11

C12

C13

L34

C14

LAFCO 20-05

Dougherty Valley

Annexation No. 18 to

The City of San Ramon

And detachment from CSA P6

In a northerly direction, 124.85 feet along the arc of said curve to the left, having a radius of
273.00 feet and through a central angle of 26° 12' 08";

Continuing along a reverse curve to the right, in a northerly direction, 16.20 feet along the arc
of said curve to the right, having a radius of 20.00 feet and through a central angle of 46° 24'
57"

Continuing along a reverse curve to the left, in a northerly direction, 18.38 feet along the arc of
said curve to the left, having a radius of 20.00 feet and through a central angle of 52° 38' 45";

Continuing along a compound curve to the left, in a northerly direction, 12.01 feet along the
arc of said curve to the left, having a radius of 287.00 feet and through a central angle of 02°

23'48";
North 27° 14' 00" West, 30.46 feet to the beginning of a curve to the right;

In a northerly direction, 32.09 feet along the arc of said curve to the right, having a radius of
41.00 feet and through a central angle of 44° 50' 20" to the most northeasterly corner of said
Annexation No. 17, said point also being the most southeasterly corner of Parcel One as shown
on the Dougherty Valley Annexation No. 15 (LAFCo 12-04) to the City of San Ramon,
adopted on October 31, 2012, recorded on November 30, 2012 as Document No. 2012-
0304674, Official Records of Contra Costa County;

Thence along the east line of said Annexation No. 15, the following seven (7) courses:

C15

C14

L35

Cl6

L36

Continuing along a reverse curve to the left, in a northerly direction, 75.33 feet along the arc of
said curve to the right, having a radius of 69.00 feet and through a central angle of 62° 32' 57";

Continuing along a reverse curve to the right, in a northerly direction, 32.09 feet along the arc
of said curve to the right, having a radius of 41.00 feet and through a central angle of 44° 50"

20";

North 00° 06' 17" West, 128.42 feet to the beginning of a curve to the right;

In a northerly direction, 156.22 feet along the arc of said curve to the right, having a radius of
613.00 feet and through a central angle of 14° 36' 04";

North 14° 29" 47" East, 264.50 feet to the beginning of a curve to the left;
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C17  Inanortherly direction, 500.36 feet along the arc of said curve to the left, having a radius of
687.00 feet and through a central angle of 41° 43' 47";

L37  North 27° 14' 00" West, 586.38 feet to the beginning of a curve to the right to the southeast line
of Parcel Two as shown on said Dougherty Valley Annexation No. 12;

Thence along the south and east lines of said Annexation No. 12, the following five (5) courses:

C18  In anortheasterly direction, 64.40 feet along the arc of said curve to the right, having a radius
of 41.00 feet and through a central angle of 90° 00' 00";

L38 North 62° 46' 00" East, 109.56 feet to the beginning of a curve to the left;

C19 Inanortheasterly direction, 704.03 feet along the arc of said curve to the left, having a radius
of 687.00 feet and through a central angle of 58° 42' 58";

L39  North 04° 03' 02" East, 83.72 feet to the beginning of a curve to the right;

C20 In anortheasterly direction, 226.46 feet along the arc of said curve to the right, having a radius
of 613.00 feet and through a central angle of 21°10'00" to a point on the west line of Parcel “F”
as shown on said map entitled “SUBDIVISION 9326 — GALE RANCH?, said point also being
along the south line of Parcel Two as shown on said Dougherty Valley Annexation No. 9;

Thence along the south line of said Annexation No. 9, the following three (3) courses:

L41  South 17° 56' 09" East, 327.51 feet;

L42  South 73° 16' 41" East, 269.33 feet to the southeast corner of said Annexation No. 9, said point
also being on the west line of the Parcel as shown on the Dougherty Valley Annexation No. 5
(LAFCo 03-27) to the City of San Ramon, adopted on October 8, 2003, recorded on November
20, 2003 as Document No. 2003-0568021, Official Records of Contra Costa County;

Thence along the west line of said Annexation No. 5, the following eleven (11) courses:

L43  South 16° 43' 19" West, 162.71 feet;

L44  South 33°12'11" West, 280.88 feet;
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L45  South 13°28' 29" West, 326.98 feet;

L46  South 26° 30' 58" East, 659.73 feet;

L47  South 31° 12' 20" West, 594.77 feet;

L48  South 18° 45' 50" East, 461.93 feet;

L49  South 15° 13' 24" West, 429.38 feet;

L50  South 00° 15' 59" East, 396.17 feet;

L68  South21°58' 00" West, 1316.13 feet;

L51  South 86° 51' 42" West, 562.01 feet;

L52  South 42° 26' 23" West, 264.40 feet;

Thence along the southwest line of said Annexation No. 5 and continuing along the southwest line of
the Parcel as shown on the Dougherty Valley Annexation No. 11 (LAFCo 07-14) to the City of San
Ramon, adopted on September 12, 2007, recorded on October 17, 2007 as Document No. 2007-
0289493, Official Records of Contra Costa County, the following four (4) courses:

L69 South 35°31' 16" East, 2110.56 feet;

L53  South 37° 01' 19" East, 758.46 feet;

L54  South 64° 29' 41" East, 612.46 feet;

L55  South 37° 02' 24" East, 481.96 feet;

Thence leaving the southwest line of said Annexation No. 11 and continuing along the south line of

New Parcel “L” as described in the Grant Deed to Shapell Industries, Inc., a Delaware Corporation
recorded on December 4, 2015 under document number 2015-0250738-00 Official Records of Contra

Costa County:
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The City of San Ramon

And detachment from CSA P6

L70  North 89° 17" 52" West, 2685.98 feet to the east line of the land described in the Quitclaim
Deed to Windemere BLC Land Company, LLC recorded on June 15, 2006 under document
number 2006-189780, Official Records of Contra Costa County;

Thence along the east and south lines of said land (Windemere), the following three (3) courses:

L56  South 00° 20' 48" West, 421.75 feet;
L122 South 17° 38' 10" West, 759.02 feet;
L123 North 82°41' 03" West, 187.00 feet to the east line of Dougherty Road Annexation Area as

shown on the Dougherty Valley Annexation No. 6 (LAFCo 03-28) to the City of San Ramon,
adopted on October 8, 2003, recorded on November 14, 2003 as Document No. 2003-0560156,

Official Records of Contra Costa County;
Thence along the east line of said Annexation No. 6, the following two (2) courses:
L124 North 07° 19' 20" East, 272.49 feet to the beginning of a curve to the left;

C21  In a northerly direction, 97.56 feet along the arc of said curve to the left, having a radius of
1075.00 feet and through a central angle of 05° 12' 00" to the most northeasterly corner of said

Annexation No. 6;

Thence continuing along the south lines of said New Parcel “L”, of the land described in the Grant
Deed to the East Bay Municipal Utility District, recorded on May 19, 1978 under Book 8845 of
Official Records, at Page 149, and said line also being the San Ramon City Limits of 1983, the

following two (2) courses:
L71 North 77° 04' 00" West, 3085.90 feet;
L57  South 64° 32' 00" West, 313.46 feet to the southwest corner of said New Parcel “L”;

Thence along the west line of said New Parcel “L”, said line also being along the San Ramon City
Limits of 1983, the following three (3) courses:

L58 North 25°32' 35" West, 1119.02 feet;

L59 North 26°26' 25" West, 1095.41 feet;
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LAFCO 20-05

Dougherty Valley

Annexation No. 18 to

The City of San Ramon

And detachment from CSA P6

North 26° 12' 20" West, 3406.05 to the most southwesterly corner of Parcel Two as shown on
the Dougherty Valley Annexation No. 3 (LAFCo 01-20) to the City of San Ramon, adopted on
June 3, 2001, recorded on June 13, 2001 as Document No. 2001-0201554, Official Records of
Contra Costa County, said point also being the most southeasterly corner of Parcel as shown on
the Canyon Lakes Phase (2) II (LAFCo 86-13) to the City of San Ramon, adopted on October
14, 1986, recorded on November 26, 1986 as Document No. 1986-214806, Official Records of

Contra Costa County;

Thence along the south and east lines of said Annexation No. 3, the following two (2) courses:

Le6l

L62

North 64° 20' 08" East, 2233.71 feet;

North 00° 00" 00" East, 3585.48 feet to most southwesterly corner of the Parcel as shown on
the Dougherty Valley Annexation No. 4 (LAFCo 03-26) to the City of San Ramon, adopted on
October 8, 2003, recorded on November 14, 2003 as Document No. 2003-0560157, Official

Records of Contra Costa County;

Thence along the south line of said Annexation No. 4, the following eight (8) courses:

L1

C1

L2

C2

C38

C39

North 68° 01' 51" East, 14.53 feet to the beginning of a curve to the right;

In an easterly direction, 174.57 feet along the arc of said curve to the right, having a radius of
931.50 feet and through a central angle of 10° 44' 15";

North 78° 46' 06" East, 144.02 feet to the beginning of a curve to the right;

In an easterly direction, 64.36 feet along the arc of said curve to the right, having a radius of
1779.50 feet and through a central angle of 02° 04' 21";

Continuing along a compound curve to the right, in an easterly direction, 43.08 feet along the
arc of said curve to the right, having a radius of 233.67 feet and through a central angle of 10°

33'51";

Continuing along a reverse curve to the left, in an easterly direction, 69.60 feet along the arc of
said curve to the left, having a radius of 574.50 feet and through a central angle of 06° 56' 30";
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LAFCO 20-05

Dougherty Valley

Annexation No. 18 to

The City of San Ramon

And detachment from CSA P6

C40  Continuing along a reverse curve to the right, in an easterly direction, 342.16 feet along the arc
of said curve to the right, having a radius of 1770.50 feet and through a central angle of 11° 04'
22"

L3 South 86° 29" 42" East, 120.96 feet to the Point of Beginning.

Containing 902.66 acres, more or less.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM THE FOLLOWING:

Being all of the land in Annexation No. 14 as described in the LAFCO document number 11-08 and all
of the land in Annexation No. 16 as described in the LAFCO document number 14-07.

Containing 26.29 acres, more or less.

See Exhibit B — Plat to Accompany Legal Description which is attached hereto and made a part hereof.

A

Ssdat A. Shortlidge 0

Boundary Description conforms to LAFCo Requirements:

;W%b ///;L/é’aao

James A. Stein Date
County Surveyor

END OF DESCRIPTION
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EXHIBIT "B”

Line Table Line Table : Line Table Line Table
Line| Bearing |Distance| |Line| Bearing |Distance| |Line] Bearing [Distance| |Line Bearing |Distance
L1 [N68OI'51°E | 14.53° | |L32| N8224°16"W] 93.32° | | L63| S04°34°24"E| 44.67° | [194(57759°58°F | 134.09°
L2 |[N78°46'06°E| 144.02°| | L33|NO7°35'¢44°E| 8,27 L64| S41°17'39"W| 74.61° | |195|S12%00°02"W| 82.06°
L3 |58629'42°E| 120.96°| | L34| N27°14°00"W| 30.46° | | L65| S1207°25"W| 175.117 | (196 |577%59°58"C | 4.00°
L4 |527°1400°E | 143.90°| |L35| NOODE'17°W| 128.42°| | L66| N65°17'447E [ 244.74° | [197| S12700'02"W| 86.21°
L5 |S27°14°00°E | 18.38° | | L36| N1429°47E| 264.50°| | L67| S2714°007E | 1449.13°| (19851328756 F | 46.62°
L6 |528°16°35°E | 56.03° | | L37| N27°14°00"W 586.38’| | L68| S21%68°00°W(1316.13°| (199 | S76%31°04"W| 4.00°
L7 | S70°10°55°E | 603.19°| | L38| N62°46°00°E| 109.56° | | L69| S35%31°16°F | 2110.56°| |L100|51328°56°F | 55.94°
L8 |NBOB0'43°E| 67.57° | | L39| NO4°0302°E| 83.72° | | L70| N89°17°52"W| 2685.98] |1101]524%39'53°W| 66.86°
L9 |574°27'30"E| 8345’ | | L40 - - L71| N77°04°00"W 3085.90| |L102|512%3°52°F | 73.37°
L10|S67°22°27°E| 12.95" | |L41| S17%6°09°E| 327.51°| |L72|522%7'09"W| 18.10° | |1103/536°10°56 E | 106.66°
L11|N833321°E| 4.27° L42| S7316'41°F | 269.33'| |L73|523%28°33E | 50.67° | |L104|S76%28°107E | 32.63
L12|57427°30°C| 15.27° | | L43| S16°43'19"W| 162.71° | [L74|N66%3'45E| 1.22° | |1105|508%09°42°E | 151.45
L13|N57659'53E| 18.38° | | L44| S33°12'11"W| 280.88°| |L75|568°38°35"E | 16.15° | |L106| S02%8°14"W| 64.13
L14|N633344°E| 33.52° | | L45| S132829"W| 326.98°| |176|537°38°08°F | 206.39° | 1110715434916 "E | 94.86
L15|N56°4326°E| 50.91° | | L46| S26°30'58°E| 659.73°| |L77| S51%22°31"w)| 12.97" | lL108|S25%08°01°F | 32223
L16|N5536'43°E | 50.88° | | L47| S31°12°20"W| 594.77'| |178|538°37'29"F | 68.32° | |L109|S36%58°297E | 84.43°
L17|N57°69'53°E | 141.92'| | 148| S1845°50F | 461.93°| |179|584%53'48°C | 18.38" | |1110| S53%01°31"W | 43,53
L18|N27°49°33°E| 143.74°| | L49| S15°1324"W| 429.38°| |L80| S51°22°31"w| 36.48" | [L111] S21°22°05"W | 258.12°
L19|N29°49°20°F | 230.89| | L50| S0015°59E| 396.17°| |181|554°39'29"W| 247.79° | |1112|504%58'04°c | 86.05°
L20\N28°20'03°E | 183.04'| | L51| S86°51'42°W| 562.01°| |182|525%9°28"W| 152.45° | [1113|N84%54°37°E | 115.80°
L21| N23°D5°09°E| 119.07° | | L52| S42°26°23"W| 264.40°| |183|N17°44'19°W | 613.55" | [L114| S02°11°57F | 28,53
L22| N06°5626"E| 34.68" | | L53| S37°01'19°E | 758.46°| |184|N7018°06™W| 36.66° | [(115|S8709°55°F | 114.65
L23| N1654'37°E| 118.53" | | L54| S64°29°41°E| 612.46°| [L85|N48°28'34°W| 107.58" | [1116|517°0709F | 47.40°
L24| N02°4024°F| 53.38° | | L55| S37°02°24°F| 481.96°| |186|N41709°35"W| 42.02" | [1117]527°11°20°F | 265.16°
L25| NO4°45°45"W| 104.79" | | L56| S00°20°48"W| 421.75°| |187| N23%21'13°E| 62.53" | 111856706 24°F | 82.13
L26| NOOO2'31°W| 76.14" | | L57]| S64°32°00"W 313.46°| [188]|589°39°23°E | 15.58" | [1119] S1609'31"w | 97.05
L27| NO2°15°54°E| 27.69" | | L58| N25%32'35"W 1119.02"| [189|544°32'557€ | 210.73°| [11200539°33°05°F | 60.04"
L28| NO6“16'51°E| 89.90° | | L59| N2626°25"W 1095.41°| [L90|523°38°59°E | 15.47° | (1121 S81°30°29°F | 276.43
L29| N1028'37E| 225.00°| | L60| N26°12°20"W| 3406.051 | 191 |N66%53'45°F | 290.87" | 1124 S17538'10"W | 759.02°
L30| N102524°F| 46.16° | | L61| N64°20°08"E| 2233.71"| |192] 525%00'13°W | 171.36° | [L123 N82°41°03°W | 187.00°
L31| N17°45719°E| 48.62" | | L62| NOODO'00E| 3585.48) |L93| S3342'45"W | 129.85" | [1124N07°19°207E | 272,49
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EXHIBIT "B”
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Curve Table Curve Table
Curve| Radius | Delta Length Curve| Radius | Delta Length
C1 931.50°'| 10%4415”[174.57° C31 |127.00°'| 53%45°36” [ 119.16°
€2 1779.501 02°04°21”| 64.36° C32 |100.00°'| 2943'09"| 51.87°
C3 | 35.00°| 45%1'32"| 28.01° C33 |250.00°| 18%7'56" | 82.75°
C4 | 77.00° | 91°43'04” [123.26 C34 | 50.00° | 390306"| 34.08°
C5 | 45.00° | 43%0°'14” | 34.43’ €35 |270.00’| 1795°09" | 80.52’
C6 | 77.00' |148907°21”199.06° C36 |100.00°| 10%1'09" | 18.94’
¢7 |631.00°'| 1803'10" |198.82’ c37 | 85.00° | 45°06'28" | 66.92’
C8 | 669.00 37%6'37" 44304’ €38 |233.67’| 10°33'51” | 43.08’
c9 1631.00°] 08%21°21"| 92.02° C39 | 574.50°| 06%6°30” | 69.60°
C10 | 273.00°] 26%12°08"|124.85° €40 1770.50°| 11°04°22" | 342.16°
C11 | 20.00’ | 46%24°57"] 16.20° C41 | 150.00°] 931315 |244.05°
C12 | 20.00°| 5238'45"| 18.38° C42 | 554.08'| 15%54°38" |153.86°| REFERENCES
C13 [287.00°) 0223'48”| 12.01° C43 |406.00°| 25%28'58"|180.57’| (1) SUBDIVISION 9297, 527 M 39
C14 | 41.00" | 445020 | 32.09' C44 | 74.00° | 38%08'49"| 49.27°'|  (2) SUBDIVISION 9298, 535 M 33
c15 | 69.00°| 62%32'57°| 75.33° €45 105,00’ 37°33'45"| 68.84’|  (3) SUBDIVISION 9299, 533 M 48
C16 |613.00°| 14°36°04” [ 156.22°| | C46 [200.00°] 23717°04"| 81.28"|  (4) SUBDIVISION 9300, 539 M 1
C17 |687.00°| 414347 | 500.367 | 47 |100.00'| 40%1714"| 70.31° ?g gggg;%gx gggg Z?,’ Z gg
c18 | 41.00° | 90°00°00” | 64.40° c48 |100.00°’| 68%18°28”| 119.22° (7) SUBDIVISION 9341, 526 W 46
C19 |687.00°| 58°42'58” | 704.03" c49 | 50.00°| 1107'56" | 9.71° (8) SUBDIVISION' 9347, 521 I 48
c20 | 613.00°| 21%10°00" | 226.46° €50 |162.00'| 46%47°30"]132.30° (9) GRANT DEED, 8845 OF. 149
CZ’ ’07500‘ 0572’00” 97.56, 05’ 70000' ’8’4’,75' .326‘2’ (70) GRANT DEED, 5777 O.R 288
023 3071.00") 026277 | 23.63 C53 | 72.66° | 8707'20” | 110.48' (72) GRANT DEED, 2014—172328
(24 13071.00] 13°41'10" |733.56" (13) GRANT DEED, 2015-250738
€25 1271.00°| 02418" | 898 (14) SUBDIVISION 8683, 461 M 35
C26 |253.00°| 3°16'58" | 14.50' (15) RECORD OF SURVEY 3434, 143 LSW 3
C27 |147.00° | 28°40°02"| 73.55' (16) RECORD OF SURVEY 3749, 153 LSW 1
€28 |316.00’ | 136°16"13"] 751.56° (17) QUITCLAIM DEED, 2006—189780
C29 |473.00'| 38%20°44"| 316.56 (18) SUBDIVISION 8306, 492 M 47
€30 | 37.50" | 21%49'31" | 14.28'
LAFCO 20-05
L FeEN DOUGHERTY VALLEY
ANNEXATION BOUNDARY ANNEXATION NO. 18
LOT LINE TO THE CITY OF SAN RAMON,
ADJOINER LINE CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA
MONUMENT LINE AND DETACHMENT FROM CSA P6
EXISTING CITY LIMIT LINE
@® STANDARD MONUMENT P %}q’gnGmERsI'" 'ngf‘gﬁmm
P.0.B. POINT OF BEGINNING 4690 CHABOT DRIVE, SUITE 200
M-M) MONUMENT TO MONUMENT PLEASANTON, CALIFORNIA

925—-227-9100
OCTOBER 2020
JOB NO. 205008 SHEET 13 OF 13 SHEETS







STATE OF CALIFORNIA

STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION

PROPERTY TAX DEPARTMENT

TAX AREA SERVICES SECTION, MIC: 59

450 N STREET, SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA

PO BOX 942879, SACRAMENTO CALIFORNIA, 94279-0059
1-916-274-3250, FAX 1-916-285-0130

www.boe.ca.gov

TASS@boe.ca.gov

TED GAINES
First District, Sacramento

MALIA M. COHEN
Second District, San Francisco

= | ANTONIO VAZQUEZ, CHAIRMAN

r\ [Em@ 'E--ﬂ w [EE’ ] Third District, Santa Monica
JANZ 2 2021 ﬂ

=

i‘ MIKE SCHAEFER, VICE CHAIR
r Fourth District, San Diego
|

Ms. Lou Ann Texeira, Executive Officer

Contra Costa County LAFCo
651 Pine St., 6th FL.
Martinez, CA 94553

| et e

2

BETTY T. YEE
State Controller

BRENDA FLEMING
Executive Director

This is to acknowledge receipt of the statement(s) required by Section 54900, et seq., of the
Government Code for the action described below. Copies of your documents will be
forwarded by us to other agencies. You are required by Section 54902 of the Government
Code to file a complete set of documents, except for the processing fee, with the County
Assessor and Auditor affected by this action.

Tax rate area boundaries and property tax allocations will become effective for the assesment
roll indicated below.

BOE File No.: 2021-007

Assessment Roll:  2021/22 Received at BOE: 12/03/2020
County: 07 Contra Costa Date of Acknowledgment: 12/08/2020
Distribution: 1
District: 01 [0024] CITY - SAN RAMON
Conducting Authority: LAFCO
Short Title:  CITY OF SAN RAMON: DOUGHERTY VALLEY REORG. NO. 18: ANNEX. TO CITY OF
SAN RAMON & DETACHMENT FROM CSA P-6
Type of Action: 02 City - Annexation
Resolution/Ord. No.:
LAFCo Res. No.:  20-05
Effective Date: 11/16/2020
Fee: $2,500.00
Acreage: 901.65
City Boundary Change
Estimated Population: 2905 Total assessed value of all property in subject territory: 572490694

Ric Schwarting

Research Manager (GIS)
State-Assessed Properties Division
Tax Area Services Section

cc: County Assessor, County Auditor

acknowledge1.fr3






925-313-7133
LouAnn.Texeira@lafco.cccounty.us

From: Ada Chan <achan@bayareametro.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2021 6:05 PM

To: Lou Ann Texeira <LouAnn.Texeira@lafco.cccounty.us>
Subject: Annexations

Ms. Texeira -

The Association of Bay Area Governments is working on RHNA appeals and I’'m writing to you to
confirm new information provided to us by Contra Costa County.

Would an certificate of completion be available for the 11/30/2020 Annexation of 876.37 Acres by
the City of San Ramon?

We understand the City of Pittsburg currently has an application in for the annexation of 606 acres.
When is the annexation expected to be complete?

Any information you can provide to assist would be greatly appreciated.

Ada Chan

Regional Planner
achan@bayareametro.gov

BAY AREA METRO | BayAreaMetro.gov
Association of Bay Area Governments
Metropolitan Transportation Commission

Bay Area Metro Center | 375 Beale Street | Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 820-7958
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