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Budget and ‘Finance Committee ¥

of the City Council
Sacramento, CA

4Honorable Members in Session~ 7
SUBJECT:‘ Aooroval of Aooralsal Contract - Lpbrarv Block
SUMMARY %'

The attached -rcport.iis submitted to you for févieﬁ‘.and

recommendation prior to consideration byl the Redevelopment
Agency of the CltV of Sacramento. . (; : - .

}W

‘The staff' recommends approval of the'j%ttachéd resolution
.approving the appraisal contract. ' E ‘
f Respectfubly submltted

WILLIAM H. EDGAR
S o : . . ‘Executive ﬂDlreCVtOE
TRANSMITTAL TO. COMMITTEE' = ’ P N

S T R
. ) C I
4! - : , ol

/JACK R. CRIST 5 ; !
Deputy City. Manager : '

Attachmént
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'HOUSING AND RIEIDEVELOPMENT
AGENCY

August 23, 1988

Redevelopment Agency of the
City of Sacramento

Honorable Members in Session:

SUBJECT: Approval of Appraisal Contract, Library Block

SUMMARY o
This staff report=récommends approval of the attached resolution
authorizing the Executive Director to enter into a contract with
David E. Lane, M,A.I., for appraisal of the remaining dlsputedA
properties in the llbrary project block.

" BACKGROUND

On September 22, 1986, the Redevelopment Agency of the City of .
Sacramento entered into an agreement with Richard Stover, M.A.I.,
for appraisal of the privately-owned parcels on the block bounded
by 8th, 9th, I and J Streets, known as the library block. Mr.
- Stover's appraisals were the basis for our offers to purchase the
" properties on the 1library block. The Agency was able to
" negotiate the purchase of four of the desired properties for
prices within 13 percent of Mr. Stover's appraisals. Because we
‘Wwere unable to successfully negotiate the purchase of the 15
remaining parcels, the purchase prices must be determined in
court. . . - :

The first of the court cases went to trial in July, and the
verdict was returned on July 28. Much to our dismay, the jury
determined a value for the property which is 55 percent over the
Adency's appraised value. Agency staff is concerned that this
verdict not set a precedent for the remaining Jjury decisions, and
therefore would like to undertake measures to prevent repetition
of this result, .
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Brent Bleier, the attorney handling the eminent domain litigation
for the Agency, has recommended that the’Agency obtain a second
appraisal on the remaining propertles in ‘preparation for trial.
Neither Mr. Bleier nor Agency staff doubt:the credibility of Mr.
Stover's appraisals, but rather believe that the testimony of two
quallfled and independent appraisers will strengthen the Agency's
hand in court. ,

Though the buildings on the library block have been demolished,
it will be possible for the appraiser to view photographs of the
buildings, ‘drawings of their dimensions and interior
arrangements, and lease rate information. : Moreover, the value of
the condemned properties rests in the 1land, rather than the
structures themselves.  Values attributable to land can be
ascertained through analysis of sales of properties of similar
size and disposition in the 'downtown. The: recommended appralser,
David E. Lane, M.A.I., has been in practlce in Sacramento since
1965, after nine years with the Redevelopment Agency’ as Chief
Land Agent. :

FINANCIAL DATA

The appraiser has agreed to bill the agency on an hourly basis,
at the appraiser's current hourly rate. The appraiser has
assured the Agency that his cost will not exceed $50,000,
including trial ' preparation and actual trial time. The
appraiser's contract will be funded by the' contingency account in
fund 103 approved by the Agency on April 5/, 1988. 1In the April 5
action, the Agency set aside approx1mately $3 - million in project
funds to guard against adverse jury verdicts. Use of the entire
project contingency would necessitate the phasing of the project,
as previously approved.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW .

Approval of ' the appralser s contract does not constitute a
project according to the California Environmental Quality Act

" and, therefore, does not require an environmental evaluation.

POLICY IMPLICATION

The Agency has, at various times in . the past, hired two
independent - appraisers to evaluate properties for acquisition.
Execution of a second contract for appraisal of the library block

.does not, therefore, represent a change in policy or procedure.

(2)
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RECOMMENDATION OF COMMISSION = e

At its reqular meeting of August 15, 1988, the Sacramento Housidg
and Redevelopment Commission adopted a motion recommending
approval of the attached resolution. The votes were as follows:h

AYES. Amundson, PEttlt, Slmon, Slmpson, Strong, ngglns,
: Wooley, Moose

NOES: None

ABSENT: . sSheldon, Yew

RECOMMENDATION , , L

The staff recommends approval of the attached resolution which
authorizes the Executive Director to execute a contract with
David E. Lane, M.A.I., for the appraisal of the fourteen
properties on the block bounded by 8th, 9th, I and J Streets for
- which a final purchase price has not been determlned, - |

Respectfully submltted,

Ll)§5h¢un ¥{‘ ¢'%Sb\
WILLIAM H. EDGAR
Executive Dlrector

TRANSMITTAL TO COUNCIL:

WALTER J. SLIPE
City Manager

Contact Person: Thomas V. Lee, 440-1355
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RESOLUTION NO.
ADOPTED BY. THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO
| ON DATE OF

. August 23, 1988

APPROVAL OF SECOND APPRAISER'S CONTRACT
, LIBRARY PROJECT ’ )

WHEREAS, ﬁhe Agency desires to obtain a second appraisal
for the fourteen proverties on the block bounded by 8th, 9th, I

~and J Streets not yet obtained by the Aqency.-

'~ NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED" .BY THE REDEVELOPMENT
AGENCY OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO:

. Section 1l: The Executive Director 1is authorized to
execute a contract with David E. Lane, Inc., for appraisal of
said propoerties, for ‘a contract amount. not to exceed $50,000 -
including costs.

Section 2: . The Agdency budget is hereby 'amended to
reallocate $50,000 from contingency (account 5699) to appraisals
(account 4831), 1987 Tax Allocation Bond Fund (fund 103).

CHAIR
ATTEST:

SECRETARY

1100wPP2(96)
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_Hou51ng —-For 1989 thlS allocatlon is. 1ncreased o) cover

_interest charges on the’ Sectlon 108, Loan whichy: ‘when approved4:~ S

-~ and- funded, will finance- site acqu151tlon for HUD a531sted
glow—lncome hou51ng constructlon. ,ggvyj R :
: ﬁ;Publlc SerV1ces‘- ThlS allocatlon varles because in 1988 lt
" .-included: part of > the ‘Human nghts/Falr QOuSLng fundlng For
Ajl989, all of Human nghts/Falr Housrng us belng categorlzed
as Admlnlstratlon._ - o . ..t : , :

)

',Admlnlstratlon —-The 1nclu51on of the tbtal Human nghts/Falr :
'wHou31ng fundlng 1ncreases thlS allocatlon for 1989 :

o PrOJected revenues are based on- staff 'S . current estlmates of ‘the

A},,_,r‘
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"~C1tlzen Part1c1patlon ‘Plan "'Tf737'4ml;; ill”lif

entrtlement amount- and mlnlmum funds avallable from prlor years:.

'_,for reprogrammlng.v T o &

For your 1nformat10n, in late 1987 Congress passed the first
free- standlng housing- reauthorization to become. law.in seven

- years:.the -HouSing and Community Development Act of 1987. . It :
‘authorized-the CDBG:Program through 1989. Addltlonally, the CDBG
~.Program appears- to be. farlng ‘better in- the federal budget process
. than many other programs.. (Although ‘the Admlnlstratlon budget -
- . included. a 14%.reduction. in CDBG, ‘the- Senate Approprlatrons
‘Committee and the House of Representatlves have approved full
" funding.). Based ‘on -this information, staff estimates that the

1989 -grant will-equal . that received: in: l988*of $3,411,000. More

‘definite- flgures may be avallable for the November hearings on
the Final Statement, but flnal amounts w1llJprobably be.

unavallable untll the grant 1s recelved in early 1989
|V‘ .-

PIER— - . [ S

’1w1th1n 15" days where practlcable.

"The Hous1ng and Communlty Development Act of 1987 requlres

grantees ko certify that they are followrngla,detalled citizen

’;'part1c1pation plan-which 1ncludes nelghborhood participationy

. . reasonable:.and-timely-access. to’ meetlngs, rnformatlon and-- .°
.+ ‘records; technical assistance:to groups- developlng ‘proposals- w1th
.. ~the.level and-: type ‘of /dssistance determlnedﬂby the grantee-" :
. public: hearlngs at all stages of- the communlty development *

program;- and timely written answers to complalnts and grleVances_"
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‘ Because.citizen participation has been an integral part of the:
~City CDBG program since 1982, very few changes or additions to: o
- actual practice had to be made. The plan shown as Exhibit B: . | T
details the three-tiered levels of citizen participation, how i ’
- each tier- impacts the program, how meetings are noticed, and how:

'f.thevTAC51are.appointed, It also defines technical assistance
that will be provided citizens, including translation services. |,

'PINANCIAL DATA

‘The attached priority statement reflects staff's best estimates
of 1989 CDBG revenues. - - : -

ENVIRONMENTAL. REVIEW.

‘ALl projects to be submitted in the 1989 CDBG Final Statement .
will be reviewed under both federal and State of California
“environmental law prior to approval in November 1988,

POLICY_IMPLICATIDN

This report follows éxisting policy by proposing activities that
further the national CDBG objective of benefitting low and
moderate income persons and by implementing the City Three-Year

o ggmmgg%%y-oevelopment Plan adopted by the .City Council on April
’ Fe .

VOTE~AND’RECQMMENDATION OF COMMISSIbN

. At its regular meeting of August 15, 1988, the Sacramento Hoﬁsini
. and Redevelopment Commission adopted a motion recommending 1
approval of the attached resolution. The votes were as follows:

AYES: ° Amundson, Simon, Simpson, Strong, Wooley, Moose
NOES!-. .'None. -

. NOT PRESENT. TO VOTE: Pettit, Wiggins
- ABSENT:' - Sheldon, Yew" o
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SAC'W"ENTO HOUSINGAHD REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY - = -

, jiThe staff- recommends adoptlon ‘of - the attached resolutlon whlch -
..{1)..approves the :1989-CDBG Priority- Statement -as..a-funding., gu1de“
’_for preparation of the Final Statement, and’(Z) approves the

j-_Cltlzen Part1c1pat10n Plan for 1988 1990, ¢

- Respectfully submltted- ,ﬂ. fe ft*‘.,y'_ ‘43~f

VCLyglu»u P& ‘;Aayyv

{

WILLIAM H " EDGAR -

‘Executlve Dlrector

'TRANSMITTAL TO COUNCIL :

'WALTER J. SLIPE

MC/tg -

Cityémanager

ContacttPersdn;: Maxine Cornwell, Program Manager .
L CAUN COmmunlty Development Block Grant (440 1322)

N



RESOLUTION NO.

- ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY.COUNCIL dN‘ DATE OF .

August 23, 1988

1989 CDBG -PRIORITY STATEMENT AND
' 1988-90 CITIZEN PARTICIPATION PLAN

WHEREAS, the City of Sacramento annually submits a Final
Statement to the U.S Department of Housing and Urban Development
on how it proposes to use its Community Development Block Grant,
v and ‘%‘.

: . WHEREAS, - ther City of Sacramento annually adonts a
- statement of priorities to ensure the best use of funds to meet
local needs..

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
"CITY OF SACRAMENTO: )

. -Section 1: ‘The 1989 CDBG Pr10r1ty Statement attached
. hereto as Exhibit "A" is hereby adooted as a conceotual fundlnq
gquide for preparation of the full 1989 Final Statement.

;
: Section -2: | The Citizen Participation Plan__attached
- hereto as EXhlblt "B" for 1988 through 1990 is hereby adooted o

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK

1100wWPP2(90)
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III.

¢

‘1989 PRIORITY sTATéMENT"

o ' CITY OF SACRAMENTO
' COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT (CDBG) PROGRAM

. PRELIMINARY PROJECTED USE OF FUNDS‘

o .

' CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS .

A,

B'

Target Area. Improvements

Labor Compllance Admlnlstratlon

- SUBTOTAL -

OmmYOWw»

 HOUSING PROGRAMS-

Rehabilitation Loan Fund .

- Rehabilitation Admlnlstratlon

Relocation Program

" Emergency Repair Grants

. ~Building Code Inspection -
-Section 108 Loan Repayment
Neighborhood Housing Services.

SUBTOTAL

PUBLIC SERVICES

Workreation
“Shared Housing '
.Housing Outreach Maintenance

‘Education (HOME) - Lutheran
Social Services =
Homeless Program for

"the: Mentally Ill - TLCS

‘Human Rights/Fair- Housing

Comm1531on

Self SUffIClenCY Incentlve
Program

SUBTOTAL

(

1988 BUDGET .

j
i

¢ 730,000
20,000 .

-

750,000,

$, 300,000

325,000

30,000

- 170,000
- 426,000

. 150,000 . .

$1,481,000

132,000
50,000

10,000

© . 262,500

40,500

30,000

EXHIBIT A

- 1989 PROPOSED

§- 525,000

BUDGET -

$ 635,000
20,000

655,000

$ 340,000

285,000%*
30,000

-170,000

80,000 -
475,000. -

150,000

- $1,530,000

132,000
50,000
10.000
262,500

(See Adminis-
tration)

0

$ 454,500

* The Housing Rehabilitation Division will ‘administer programs in addition to

the CDBG Loan Fund and the ERP Program. including approximately $3.2 Million-
from the Rehabilitation Bond'Fund, the Rental Rehabilitation Program, _
ection 312 Loans, and any other programs that}become-available. |
dditionally, approximately $40 000 will be available from the Rental

Rehabllltatlon program for administration, a. cost borne previously: by CDBG.



city of Sacramento
. 1989 Priority Statement
.. Page Two. ‘

IV ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

v._ ‘ ADMINISTRATION

A. CDBG and MBE/WBE* Programs
B. Human Rights/Fair Hou31ng
Comm1551on'

SUBTOTAL

" CONTINGENCY

SCURCE' OF FUNDS

‘.Reallocation.of Fiscal Year 1986
Estimated Entitlement.
Reprogrammed Funds

1989  PROPOSED . |
1988 BUDGET - BUDGET - |

§ 200,000 _.. § 200,000 -

§ 354,448 $ 357,140;,”
$__82,000 $ .122 500

$ 436,448 $ 479,640 .
$__209,288(5.8%) $_221,860(6%) J

$3,601,736 $3,541,000

$ 1,000 - ‘
$3,411,000 $3 411, ooo**
189,736 130,000’

~

$3,601,736 $3,54l!000

* Minority Business Enterprise/Women'sABusiness Enterprise

**Estimated>Amount
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’EXHIBITwafn

.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAMV‘.
‘ CITY AND COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO

~CITIZEN. PARTICIPATION PLAN
(1988 - 1990) -

-fINTRODUCTION

"fThe Hou31ng and Commun1ty Development Act of 1987 requlresv
the City and County of. Sacramento, asuCommunlty Development

'il}Block ‘Grant (CDBG) Program Grantees,| to follow a citizen

‘‘‘‘‘‘

II.

participation. plan which ‘addresses several key elements
(see 'Objectlves sectlon below) i

Y

;Cltlzen part1c1patlon has .been an 1ntegral part - of both the

City and County CDBG Program; Target'Area Committees  (TACs)

have been in place in the County since 1978 and in the City

since'"1982. The TACs represent the; jdctual neighborhoods.

- where CDBG funds are targeted and- areran important part of
. Program development, lmplementatlon, -and: evaluation.
Regardless of modifications made in , federal regulations

regarding. citizen participation in |the CDBG .Program,

_Sacramento has remalned committed to thls process.v

ThlS plan seeks to encourage and foster the c1tlzen
part1c1pat10n component of the CDBG Program., It identifies
strategies to obtain ‘participation. ﬁrom those persons
directly affected by the CDBG Program, to. provide accurate
information and. timely notlflcatxon of CDBG activities, to
provide: education- and assistance to- c1tlzens to access the

program, - to involve citizens during: all stages of the

process, and to respond to spec1f1c complalnts and needs of
c1tlzens.,_bv . . !

OBJECTIVES . . |

This plan: addresses the following . obﬁectlves as defined by

the 1974 Housing and.Community Development Act as amended

' The. Citizen Part1c1patlon Plan must:

s .

l‘l...gPrOV1de for ‘and encourage c1t1zen partlclpatlon, withv4

N;‘partlcular emphasis on. part1c1pat10n by persons of low"
and moderate - income who .are . re51dents of . slum and-
.,bllght areas and of areas'.in. Whlch sectlon 106 funds
. .are proposed to be’ used, and in the case of a- grantee
. described . in- section 106(a),r provides. " for. ‘
_/part1C1patlon of re81dents in low and moderate income
‘ nelghborhoods as’ deflned by the local jurlsd1ct10n,

,Ia

LIy



Provide citizens with reasonable and timely access to
. local meetlngs, information, and records relating to
" the grantee's proposed use of funds,'as required by
regulations of the Secretary, and relatlng to the :
actual use: of funds under this title;

Provide for technical assistance to groups ;
representative of persons of low and moderate income
that request such assistance in developing proposals{

Provide for public hearings to obtain citizen views
“and to respond  to proposals and questions at all
stages of the community development program, including
at least the development of needs, the review of
proposed activities and review of program performance,
which hearings shall be held after adequate notice, at
times and locations convenient to potential or actual
beneficiaries, and  with accommodation for the
handicapped; & : : -

Provide for a timely written answer to written
complaints and grievances, within 15 working days -
. where practlcable and : ‘

Identlfy how the needs of non-English speaking L
residents will be met in the case of public hearings
where a. significant number of non-English speaking
residents can be reasconably expected to part1c1pate.

CITIZEN PARTICIPATION STRUCTURE - -

The general structure of the CDBG citizen review component
is three-tiered: Target Area Committees, the Sacramento .
" Housing and Redevelopment Commission, and the Board of
Supervisors/City Council. Target area project ideas occur
at the Target Area Committee or grass roots level., These.
ideas are then recommended to the Sacramento Housing and
Redevelopment Commission, a c¢ountywide and - citywide i
committee which reviews all housing and redevelopment

activities. - The recommendations then proceed to the Board
of Supervisors or City Council for final review/approval.

"The Target Area Committees (TACs) are made up of residents
‘and business owners of CDBG target areas. As appointments
are’ made to these Committees, every effort is made to .
ensure geographic representation throughout the target area
where CDBG-funded activities are proposed. The TACs are
ongoing committees meeting throughout the CDBG cycle to |
recommend proposals for funding, obtain neighborhood input,
-and monitor progress and performance projects. They also
_help develop long range plans for their respective areas |
which ultimately become part of the city and county '
‘.communlty development plans. _

(2)
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IV,

c.areas.
.. membership,

TAC members.

and,.’

.4:

;}When time permits,

'target ‘area- residents.

‘”*TAC membershlp is WldelY 5011CIted
Initially,"

as: vacancies occur)
are used:to recruit new members.:

~ distribution. of flyers -
'-jnotlflcatlon to nelghborhood newspapers.
. T

throughout -

throughout the target
eXtensive outreach was made to obtain

outreach act1V1t1es
Such activities include
the communlty and

: notlflcatlon of vacanc1es lS malled to.
.~ .all target -area residents or an announcement is inc¢luded. in
. the: yearly CDBG newsletter which is! dlstrlbuted ‘to all
.Every effort|is made to ensure that

represent all segmentsv of the community

activities- are planned.

"~ particularly low and moderate 1ncome persons; minorities,
"~ and residents of sectlons of the target area where CDBG

All ap901ntments to the TACs are
made by . the Board of ‘Supervisors or the C1ty Councrl

The Sacramento Housrng and Redevelopment Comm1551on (SHRC)

citywide programs,

-"countywide"™
-such as housing. rehabllltatlon and ' economic .

..,rev1ews ‘all neighborhood projects recommended by the TACSs
”;=as well ‘as those programs which are
"citywide™
. development.

or

The TACs make suggestlons on countywide or

but overall fundlng allocations and

final policy recommendations must be made at the Commsz1on

level .because of the

"areawide”

ﬁ

nature of these programs.

The  TACS -are invited to attend Commission meetlngs and
epersonally present TAC. recommendatlons., _

~All recommendatlons made by the TACs and the Comm1551on are

then- forwarded to the Board of Superv1sors ‘or. the Clty

COUHCll

' PUBLIC MEETING/HEARING. PROCESS

All

. A».-..‘.“'

public.

ﬂ

meetrngs/hearlngs .at the TAC,ﬂ SHRC,
Supervisors and City Council levels!
Notice of all meetings is made in accordance with
the Brown Act and its amendments and,

cBoard of

are open to the

therefore,

provides

adequate notice time and. thorough: 1nformat10n regardlng

TAC Process

--yagendas in accordance with the (Brown Act

‘prlor to meeting), ‘agendas along with minutes of the’

'»}subject matter of meetlngs.,

- ‘}
o
i
)

‘, B

In add1t10n to the publlc postlmg of TAC meetlng

{72 hours

prior: meeting are sent to TAC members approximately

- £ive ‘to seven -days before the meetlng date.,
,;1nterested citizens is also malntalned for. each’ target.

area,

. persons.

A list of

.and. meeting agendds. are! mailed to- these
Efforts are made to malntaln neighborhood

newspaper contacts on the 1nterested citizen llst so
-+ .notification of meetlngs may be 1ncluded 1n such
'4{xpapers.. - . :

~

(3)
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) Annual hearlngs to obtaln 1nput and. propose projects
~ for the CDBG Appllcatlon ‘are noticed in the- yearly
-newsletter sent to all target area residents. TOplCS
covered in ‘the newsletter generally include
information on CDBG-funded activities, explanation of
the role of the TACs, discussion of the hearing

- process ‘and potential projects the TAC may be

- proposing for funding, and invitation for input from
the communlty.

-SHRC and Board of Supervisor/City Council Process

Hearings on the annual. projected use of funds and
amendments to be held before the SHRC, Board, and
. Council are publicly noticed, and agendas are publlcly
. posted. Public notice is published in a paper of .
general circulation at -least one week prior to the
hearing. . - ‘

TAC meetings are held in the community during evening
hours. SHRC meetings are held at the Sacramento Housing
.and_Redevelopment.Agency office on the first and third |
Monday evenings of the month. City Council meetings are:
held at City Hall every Tuesday evening, and Board of
Supervisors meetings are held every Tuesday and Thursday
(CDBG activities are generally heard by the Board on
Tuesday morning). All meeting locations are,handicapped;
accessible. ' - _

. PRESENTATION OF VIEWS AND PROPOSALS/TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE

Citizens are welcomed and encouraged to present their views
and proposals regarding the CDBG Program. Proposals and
comments on capital improvement activities should ©be
addressed to the TAC of the area where the activity is =
being proposed. Countywide or citywide proposals should be«
addressed to.the SHRC. ‘

Proposals may‘be made Qerbally or in writing at public
, meetingsdor directly to CDBG staff.

. Extensive technical assistance is provided to all TaCs.
CDBG staff provides knowledge and advice to the Committees
but does not direct their efforts nor dictate their
action. Technical 'assistance to the TACs often involves
helping them identify needs, develop activities and/or
strategies to meet those needs, assess priorities, address.
neighborhood needs not specifically related to CDBG ”
(self -help assistance), and understand the overall process.|
Technical assistance will also be provided to groups
representing low and moderate income persons who request
such assistance to develop proposals. Ass1stance will be
given based on staff time available but at a minimum will °
1nclude an explanatlon of the CDBG process.

(4)
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VI'. |

-étaff'ls aiways available ' to answetrbbth'indlv16uei and

group. concerns or questions regardldg the CDBG-Program and‘:

‘the process for developing- prOposals and’ to. make referrals-
*for other types of 1nformatlon K ¥ :

n
'i

CONSIDERATION QF COMPLAINTS/OBJECTIONS

: « N .
Cltlzens -may 'formally object - to] decisions or.

.recommendatlons made regardlng CDBG act1v1t1es.

_':ertten complalnts and grlevances w1ll be responded to
-jiw1th1n flfteen (15) working days whene practlcable.-

VII.

ASSISTANCE TO' NON-ENGLISH  SPEAKING AND HEARING IMPAIRED
PERSONS . —

I

If ‘a significant number of noneEngllsh sPeaklng or _
hearlng impaired residents:are expectled to participate in a

- public 'hearing being held on CDBG act1v1t1es, staff will

.retain appropriate assistance to alllow such residents to

' part1c1pate. Assistance will ‘genefrally consist of.

. VIII.

obtalnlng approprlate interpreter services. . The CDBG
program . has .various resources avallable in: such
circumstances -including Lutheran socilal Services {Southeast
Asian interpretation), SHRA staff (Spanlsh 1nterpretation),
and Norcal Center on Deafness (51gn1ng)

Attempts Wlll be.. made to retain: a551stance for anyone
needing ‘such services; however, such assistance will be
considered mandatory only in 1nstances where a."significant
number® of residents .are expected; to participate.

‘("Significant ' number" will be a cpmmén'sense,judgement;'bUt
particular -attention will be paid 'in instances where

residents are llkely to be affected by CDBG act1V1t1es )
AGREEMENT CITIES ‘

The mechanlsm for c1tlzen part1c1pat10n in the Agreement
Cities of Folsom, Galt, and Isleton 1s the City Councils in
each of .the jurisdictions.. Public hearlngs are held before

the Councils during the CDBG Appllcatlon process to obtain-

" input on potential:’ projects. ReV1ew of activities and

program performance is also. accompl1shed through ‘the Clty
Counc1ls.. , : W

.. CDBG- staff prOV1des technical. a551stance to the Agreement
‘Cities  and .is available to assist concerned groups or

. citizens with developing proposals or gaining knowledge of .
the CDBG -Program. .CDBG staff will a&so respond as stated

- 2555we9/1o,='
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in- Section VI to formal. compla1ntsﬁor objectlons from
c1tlzens of . the Agreement C1t1es. I ,

(s)



