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4. 9 CITY OF HUNTINGTON BEACH

@ e PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION
REQUEST FOR ACTION

l[fem No. PWC 08-27

SUBMITTED TO: Chairman Rivera and Members of the Commjssion

SUBMITTED BY: Travis K. Hopkins, PE, Director of Public Wor M TH
DATE: October 15, 2008

SUBJECT: Memo to City Council Regarding Maintenance of Edinger

Parkway Landscaping

Statement of Issue: The Public Works Commission expressed concern over the
ongoing maintenance costs for the Edinger Avenue Parkway proposed
landscape improvements. Upon approval by the Commission, o memo will be
sent directly to the City Council. A draft memo is aftached. [Attachment 1)

Funding Source: Funding is not required for this action. Annual maintenance
costs are anticipated to be $28,000.

Recommended Action: Motion to authorize Chairman Rivera to sign a finalized
memo to the City Council regarding maintenance costs for the Edinger Parkway
Landscaping Improvements

Alternative Action(s): Do not send a memo to the City Council.

Analysis: At the June 18, 2008 meeting, the Public Works Commission reviewed
and supported the Proposed Fiscal Year 2008/09 Capital Improvement Program.
Ongoing maintenance for the Edinger Avenue Parkway Landscaping
Improvements was discussed. The Commission inquired as to the role of the Sea
Isle Garden Club in the maintenance of the new landscaping. It was suggested
that the original intent was that the Garden Club would be responsible for
maintenance, including water and irrigation system. The Commission agreed to
compose and send a memo to the City Council stating their objection to the
change in responsibility from the Garden Club to the City. At the July 16, 2008
meeting. the August 20, 2008 meeting, and the September 17, 2008 the item was
deferred.
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AHtachments:

Draft memo to the City Council regarding maintenance of the Edinger Parkway
Landscaping Improvements
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CITY OF HUNTINGTON BEACH

INTERDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

TO: Honorable Mayor Cook and City Council Members
FROM: Public Works Commission
DATE: October 15, 2008

SUBJECT: Maintenance Costs for Edinger Parkway Landscaping
NOTE: CHANGES ADDED ARE SHOWN IN ITALICS

The Public Works Commission recently reviewed the proposed Capital Improvement
Program for Fiscal Year 2008/09. One project of concern is the proposed landscaping
on Edinger Avenue between Saybrook Lane and Countess Drive. The first phase of the
project that included curb and gutter in the area was a necessary improvement.
However, we are concerned the project now includes an irrigation system and plant
material that will require on-going maintenance by city forces. The Public Works
Director assures that the landscaping will be low water use; however, there will be
additional annual costs to the city.

Although we support the project in concept, it was the Commission’s understanding that
annual maintenance was to be provided by the Sea Isle Garden Club (SIGC). The
original proposal for a reconnaissance study indicated the SIGC was willing to assume
some maintenance responsibilities. Maintenance costs were discussed again in the
project approval on September 12, 2005. When the project was approved with the
OCTA Transportation Enhancement Grant, there was no further mention of
maintenance supported by the SIGC. Annual maintenance costs have been estimated
by Public Works at about $28,000 per year.

the—Sea—lsle—Ga;den—Glem—We—appFeaate—yeupsuppen—Whﬂe thfs pro;ect is now

moving forward for approval, there is a “lesson learned” here that should be considered
in the preparation of future Capital Improvement Program (CIP) requests by all
Department heads. The Public Works Commission recommends each CIP line item in
future budget requests include an assessment of the impact on annual maintenance
costs (including labor, parts, utilities, insurance, efc.). With this added step, decisions
can be made with a clearer view of all of the requested project’s costs. Public Works
should review both construction (including project engineering and inspection) and
projected maintenance costs to insure the City Council has the most accurate
assessment possible at the time of project review and approval.

George Rivera, Chair
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