9.13.16

MANIFEST

Welcome to the Manifest; a weekly summary that cares more about brevity than grammar, and
what is about to or could happen in Seaside than what did or didn’t. Contributions to future
editions are welcome at cmalin@ci.seaside.ca.us prior to noon on Fridays.
Special Tuesday Edition – Because I entered California airspace pre-dawn on Monday.
The Week That Was
Monterey Downs @ Planning Commission – Wednesday’s meeting featured enough
hours of public comment that the Commission continued the meeting to another
evening, when they will take up their deliberation on the proposed project. That
another evening has been scheduled to be September 21.
That scheduling sequence has, in turn, revised the City Council meeting dates on the
proposed project. The updated schedule is a Study Session on September 29, and City
Council Meetings on October 6 and 20 for the first round of decisions.
Tear. Down. Those. Cubicles. – Not quite as historic as Reagan’s Berlin Wall demand, but
historic nonetheless, in the sense that restoring the full walk-around art gallery (and
improving the workspace and citizen convenience) in City Hall requires cubicles to go
away, and a partition to be built. Thanks to PW for framing the partition, and Captain
Black and Firefighter Whitney, for helping with the drywalling Wednesday evening.
We’ll be done in time for City Hall’s 50th Birthday Party on October 22. Mark your
calendars.
Live Stream, Take 1 – During Wednesday’s Planning Commission meeting, we tried to
live stream the meeting. Because; transparency and public engagement. I hear the first
wheel was more of a hexagon, than round. We had a bandwidth issue. Not to fret –
we’re (by “we” I mean Lesley and Gary - thank you) are working on a solution for the
September 21 Plan Commission meeting such that you’ll be able to see video and hear
audio. Stay tuned. Or dialed up. Or whatever the kids say these days.
Main Gate RFP Meets World – You can play defense in response to unsolicited
proposals. Or you can play offense by soliciting proposals yourself. The best defense?
From geo-politics to baseball to securing investment, I recommend a shock and awe
offense. The RFP is attached.

Craig and Brian’s Excellent Adventure, Part II – You can read it. Or you can skip it. Us
simple country boys from Iowa don’t give no-account, I reckon.
“I’m going to be either really happy or very sad, in about ten seconds”, I announce to
Brian Boudreau and Beth Palmer as we walk across a village green toward a gazebo.
We’re at Prairie Crossing, a conservation community in Grayslake, Illinois that I lived at
two jobs (and twentyish years) ago. We’re on our way to the first home I ever owned,
a 1,475 square foot gem, drawn by Margaret McCurry. We moved in with our toddler
daughter. We moved out with her in Kindergarten, and a toddler son. Any house that
adds a child to your life is a wonderful house.
Prairie Crossing is the last stop on a five stop (and countless not stopping, but look at
that) tour. It was a pioneering effort in conservation development ideals, where
development is designed to honor and sustain the natural essence of the land. Since I
was a planner, and could figure it out when others only saw hundreds of acres of mud,
we were one of the first home buyers. People thought we were crazy to buy into this
eco-commune thing, and I suppose we were. But it turned out great, and the craziness
lives on, certainly in the environmentally-centered charter school my Kindergarten
daughter cut the opening-day ribbon on.
The ten seconds ticks by with a dozen steps. The gazebo was the only community
structure when we moved in and I made an inlay for its center out of teak, with the
year of Prairie Crossing’s opening; 1995. Will it still be there after twenty-one years is
the (joking, but not really) difference between happy or sad. You can find the answer
(and more interesting stuff) by checking the Twitter stream of the tour at
@City_of_Seaside.
By the way, be sure to follow us on Twitter.
More than one person has asked why I showed Mr. Boudreau two base re-uses, two
conservation communities, the nation’s first (still best) shopping center and three “new
urbanist” projects, with three different approaches to tree preservation. I came up
with nineteen total reasons when asked “exactly” why I went to Del Mar and walked
Mr. Boudreau around five Chicago suburbs, and only one of them (the hot dog one)
was a joke. Eighteen reasons don’t neatly fit into a 140 character Tweet, but let’s try
anyway.
Because my job is to continuously improve Seaside.
There are well-tested, highly successful models of conservation communities, where
development was the foundation upon which open space was preserved. There are
military base re-uses from the 1990s that were substantially finished more than a
decade ago, with thousands of jobs and unquestionably positive fiscal impacts on the
communities surrounding them. The two base reuses we visited also - on a random

and rainy Saturday - featured thousands of happy citizens enjoying active and passive
open space. There are places where vernacular architecture rules the day, where social
interaction and social capital is built into community design and where tree
preservation and urban forestry are foundational to the sense of place.
“Playing it where it lies” is one of at least nineteen reasons why I don’t play golf. I
understand the importance of that rule to the game, but I ain’t playing golf. I’m
stewarding a community, for the long term. So if I have to “foot-wedge” my way to a
better Seaside, I’m going to do so.
Last Wednesday, I listened to hours of public comment in the Council Chambers as the
Planning Commission took up the Monterey Downs project. Multi-tasking, I listened
while working on an improvement to City Hall. Some of the folks offering comments
seemed to not yet recognize (or maybe not yet believe) some foot-wedging has already
occurred; that horse-racing has been recommended to be removed from the project.
The Monterey Downs project is pending review by the Planning Commission. Having
served as the principal staff support to a growing community’s Planning Commission
for more than a decade, attending 200+ meetings early in my career, I have deep and
principled respect for citizen volunteers who serve on Plan Commissions. I’m thus
going to be circumspect in sharing my views in any detail while the project is pending
their review.
There will be more to follow, after the Planning Commission makes their
recommendations. But the idea that the only outcome is one side gets to be really
happy and the other side has to be really sad because plans can’t be improved? I don’t
buy it.
Fire, Developer Account and Sales Tax Reports – Far more succinct, and attached.
See It, Say It, Win It – These contests are not going to be a weekly thing (they’re too
mentally taxing). But this week’s contest is simple. There’s a new thing in my office in
plain sight that wasn’t there before. If you’re one of the first three people who can tell
me what it is, you win your own version of it. Here’s where making use of the open
door in the past (and the future, in case See It, Say It, Win It occurs again) pays off.
The Weeks Ahead
Sept. 15 Council Meetings
5:30

Closed session on labor negotiations
Pay checks totaling $3,262.78

7:00

Pay checks totaling $1,155,162.10
Youth Fund contributions for music, dance, afterschool programs
Fee waivers for community events and Seaside Homecoming Parade
Closure of Yosemite - Broadway & Mendocino for Oct. 8 SFD Open House
Agreement for bike-safe storm drain grates design
Emergency generator for SFD
Second amendment for cell site at 1332 LaSalle Street
POA MOU approval (Police Officers’ Assoc. labor agreement)
Agreement continuing Carmel’s payment for Seaside’s storm drain maint work
CDBG Public Hearing
Bingo license for Christian Congregational Church of American Samoa
2015 – 15 Final Budget Amendments (w/ triumphant return of DCM Hodgson)

PARK(ing) Day on Friday – Seaside leads the peninsula with the first PARK(ing) Day in the
region. PARK(ing) Day is an international event where artists, designers and citizens
transform parking spaces into things decidedly more fun. It will give us an opportunity
to preview the impact of widening the sidewalks, which is part of the upcoming
Broadway reconstruction.
If you’d like to participate, you can register by calling Economic Development Program
Manager Gloria Stearns at 899-6211. Thanks to Gloria and Sharon for promo’ing the
event on radio and coordinating with the Seaside Chamber of Commerce.
Stop by, have some fun, drink some lemonade.
Then, Coffee With A Cop – The first date / time / place is October 1, 8:00 – 10:00 AM at
Carmel Roasting Company. Stop by and chat, and have something other than coffee if
that’s not your thing.
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1. Introduction/Invitation
The City of Seaside (the City) is pleased to offer an opportunity to qualified development teams to respond to
this invitation for selection of a master developer to develop a prime mixed-use site on California’s Central
Coast. The site, totaling approximately 60 acres, has direct access to Highway 1 via a full interchange, with
immediate access to the major streets bordering this site.
This vacant site provides excellent development opportunities related to the area’s location as the north
gateway to the Monterey Peninsula, west gateway to the Fort Ord National Monument and immediately
proximate parcel to California State University at Monterey Bay; a growing State university.

The project

objective is to create a high quality, commercial and mixed-use project consistent with the City’s General Plan
and market conditions.
The City is seeking a development team to undertake the planning, financing, marketing and development of
this premier property. The development team is expected to include members that have expertise to design,
develop and market the project and must include a qualified urban design/architectural firm with experience
in designing large-scale, commercial and mixed-use projects.
Based upon this Request for Qualifications/Request for Proposals (RFQ/RFP) selection process as fully
described herein, the City anticipates selecting a preferred Developer/Development Team and entering into
an Exclusive Negotiating Rights Agreement (ENRA) leading to development of the project.

2.
Background
The site, the “Seaside Main Gate
Project”, (the Project), is generally
bordered by Highway 1 to the west,
open space and existing military
structures on lands that are currently
planned for housing and office
development to the north, recreational
facilities of the California State
University at Monterey Bay (CSUMB) to
the east and lands within the City of
Seaside planned for mixed uses to the
south.
The City of Seaside is located adjacent
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to Monterey Bay, approximately 115 miles south of San Francisco and directly
north of the City of Monterey. Highway 1, the major north-south
transportation route along the central coast, passes through Seaside, linking
it to other cities on the Monterey Peninsula and Santa Cruz County to the
north. Salinas, the largest city in Monterey County, lies 15 miles northeast of
Seaside. The City of Seaside encompasses 7.94 square miles. The City's
current population is approximately 35,000; the City’s population is projected
to increase to 42,903 with buildout projected in the General Plan. The
population totals over 133,000 within approximately a five-mile radius of the
City.
Formerly a part of the now closed Fort Ord, the Seaside Main Gate property is
in the final process of being deeded to the City for development by the Fort
Ord Reuse Authority (FORA) and the U.S. Army. Since its closing in 1992, the
former Army Base has seen the creation and growth of the neighboring
California State University at Monterey Bay (CSUMB), as well as the
development of new housing and commercial development. To serve the
former Base, millions of dollars have already been invested in new roads and
infrastructure, with more major improvements planned in the future. Since the
initial closure of the Base, the City has been successful in acquiring the 36hole championship Bayonet and Blackhorse Golf Courses from the Army, as
well as redeveloping the Seaside Highlands Housing area, a former Army
property.

Other redevelopment projects in the development or planning

stages on the former base within the City’s jurisdiction include a military
family residential development area currently under construction, a 330-room
destination resort hotel with 170 timeshare units and 125 single-family homes
adjacent to the golf courses, as well as plans for the Main Gate parcel and
surrounding mixed use development areas.

In the surrounding area,

significant redevelopment is also underway or planned for the near future.
Immediately east of the site, and at the northern limits of the current City
boundary is CSUMB, a State university campus. In addition to existing
educational campus facilities, CSUMB plans include housing for
approximately 3,000-3,500 staff, as well as government employees and their
families. Another major development area located immediately north of the
site is the proposed Marina University Villages Project Area, planned for
mixed used development including over 1,230 housing units, as well as
office, visitor and commercial uses. Other residential or mixed use projects
approved or planned in the former Fort Ord and in the project vicinity
include the Cypress Knolls Senior Housing Project and the Marina Heights
residential project in Marina and the East Garrison housing and limited mixed
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use project in Monterey County.

UNIQUE DEVELOPMENT OPPORTUNITY
The project site is both an opportunity and a resource to link varying area uses. The Fort Ord Reuse Plan
considers this site to be a high concentration and activity center. The Reuse Plan states that the site is
considered key to the redevelopment of former Fort Ord, helping to “establish the image and character for
reuse of the base.” It is seen as a “highly desirable development location” due to its excellent highway access
and proximity to developed areas on the Monterey Peninsula.
The property is located within the Seaside City limits. The City has an approved redevelopment plan for the
area and also has recently updated its General Plan and certified the General Plan EIR, designating this site as
regional commercial to accommodate the anticipated regional shopping center uses. The General Plan has
been approved by FORA as being in compliance with the Fort Ord Reuse Plan. The City has also committed
sufficient potable water for development of approximately 650,000 square feet of commercial building space
on the site.
The site provides the opportunity for:
▪

a physical and visual presence in the Monterey Bay region;

▪

a highly desirable development location due to its highway frontage and proximity to a
Highway 1 interchange and to the CSUMB campus;

▪

a site with developed freeway access as well as improved access from 2nd Avenue (which
was recently upgraded to a four-lane road; and

▪

a location for businesses that can benefit from the major residential development
activities in the surrounding area.

DEVELOPMENT CONSIDERATIONS
FORA and the City of Seaside have diligently worked on this redevelopment effort since the Base closure and
have successfully laid the initial groundwork for redevelopment. Past accomplishments include the adoption
of the Base Reuse Plan and EIR, approval of a Redevelopment Plan for this area, as well as a recently
approved City General Plan Update and EIR. Approved City planning and environmental documents support
a commercial center in this area of the City. As part of the

required FORA consistency analysis for the

General Plan Update, the General Plan Update was found to be consistent with the FORA Base Reuse Plan.
Additionally, the City and CSUMB have agreed to a Memorandum of Agreement (attached) that outlines
development parameters including access off 2nd Avenue across property CSUMB controls.
The total approximately 60-acre area site is bound by 2nd Avenue, Highway 1, Lightfighter Drive and 1st
Street. The 60 acres includes the 49.25 acre major portion of the site along 2nd Avenue, as well as the 11.28
acre western portion of the site along Highway 1 (between 1st Avenue and Highway 1). Additional land is
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available in the CSUMB portion of the site along 2nd Avenue. The CSUMB portion of the site has improved
access via 2nd Avenue already partially constructed. Pending future decisions by CSUMB, this portion may be
either be retained by CSUMB with an access easement granted by the University or it may (preferably) be
developed as a walkable, mixed-use and commercial “front” onto 2nd Avenue. A portion of this property will
also involve an agreement with State Parks (the western portion of the site between 1st Avenue and Highway
1). While the City’s expectation is that this western portion of the property will be transferred and available for
development concurrent with the main parcel, development teams are requested to consider development
under two options (at 60 acres for the entire site, or at 49.25 acres without this western portion); please refer
to submittal requirements further in this document.
Additional areas to address for redevelopment of this site are:
▪

The City approved a Specific Plan for this parcel on August 5, 2010. The plan, available at
http://www.ci.seaside.ca.us/documentcenter/view/1610, was developed prior to the 2008
recession and focused primarily on a regional shopping center and hotel.

Given the

evolution of market conditions since the 2008 plan, the City anticipates a successful
project will include a smaller percentage of retail uses and the inclusion of office and
attached residential uses, along with an appropriately scaled and sited hotel. While still
retaining the parcel’s excellent Highway 1 development opportunities, the City anticipates
overall development intensities will not exceed the approved Specific Plan, and will
demonstrate current best practices with regard to walkability and mixed use, particularly
in light of CSUMB’s updated Master Plan, available at https://csumb.edu/
campusplanning/campus-master-plan-2016#documentation.
▪

FORA has recently adopted Regional Urban Design Guidelines.

These guidelines are

available at FORA’s website: www.fora.org.
▪

Design standards exist to protect the Highway 1 scenic corridor and site design must also
consider views and urban design from neighboring CSUMB property. These design
standards are available at http://designfortord.org/.

▪

Existing utilities will have to be upgraded.

Future development will be required to pay

development fees to FORA and infrastructure and public service fees to the Marina Coast
Water District and to the City, as applicable.

3. Summary of Offering
The City of Seaside invites Developers/Development Teams, to submit their qualifications along with their
responses to this RFQ/RFP. This RFQ/RFP is intended to result in the selection of a development team to
undertake the planning, financing, marketing and development of prime property along Highway 1 between
two major interchanges, in the Northern entryway to the Monterey Peninsula, on California’s Central Coast.
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The City welcomes creative responses to this RFQ/RFP that best express the approach/qualifications/
responses of the Developer/Development Team to create a quality commercial and mixed-use project. It is
requested, however that the proposals clearly include the elements described in the format and order
identified within this document. In general, lengthy responses and detailed development proposals are not
desired. Refer to the Submittal Requirements of this document.

DEVELOPMENT OBJECTIVES
Contemporary Planning - The City understands retail market conditions have changed significantly since the
Specific Plan was created in 2008 and approved in 2010. The City still desires a significant retail component
and a hotel for the site, but also desires a more sustainably mixed-use project, with walkability and
connectivity to CSUMB’s campus.

Whereas the approved Specific Plan envisions an inwardly-focused

“lifestyle center”, solely reliant on cars to deliver customers, the successful development team will deliver a
project mix that accommodates regional retail traffic and facilitates the commercial, office, hospitality and
residential needs of a growing university.
Development Entity - The City is looking for a qualified Developer or Development Team to undertake the
planning, permitting/entitlement, and development of this commercial property. The City prefers a Master
Developer/Development Team, or an entity comprised of members of the land Developer/Development
Team, who is also willing to commit to being the vertical project builder for the project.
Timing - The City desires that the Property be developed as soon as possible, consistent with market realities,
requirements for entitlements, work necessary to create a satisfactory market setting, the conveyance
schedule, and community goals.
Financial/Other Objectives - The City is seeking a commercial /

mixed-use development that will be

consistent with its City mission of economic revitalization and job creation. In addition, the City has certain
financial/business objectives with respect to the subject property, such as receiving fair and reasonable
compensation for the land. The City is also interested in assurances that the Developer/Development Team
will advance all necessary funds and will assume primary responsibility for the implementation of required
development and infrastructure needed at the property, including payment of required impact fees.

4. Developer/Development Team
Submittal Requirements
The City welcomes a creative response to the RFQ/RFP in a format the developer believes best expresses the
qualifications of the development team. It is required, however that the packages submitted clearly include
the elements described in this section. In general, lengthy responses are not expected. In addition, detailed
development proposals or graphical land use or architectural renderings are not required. However, the
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teams’ responses should be developed to clearly communicate the respondent’s approach for developing
Main Gate Project.

THE FOLLOWING ARE THE RFQ/RFP SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS:
Executive Summary. An Executive Summary should identify the team members, highlight the team
experience in projects of this size and type and outline the Development Team’s objectives and
approach to the development of this site. The summary should identify the person who will serve as
the principal point of contact with the City and will be authorized to make representations on behalf of
the entity.
Objectives/Approach/Concept Plan. This section should outline the Development Team’s approach
to developing the Main Gate Project and meeting the goals and objectives of the project as defined
above and in the City General Plan.
An illustrative concept plan (or multiple concept plans, if desired) is required to allow the City to
determine (i) whether the respondent generally understands the development considerations outlined
in these planning documents as discussed in this RFQ/RFP, (ii) whether the developer can meet the
City’s policy goals and objectives contained in the City General Plan and FORA Reuse Plan and/or is
proposing major deviations from these objectives; and (iii) whether the developer’s approach to
development is consistent with the City’s desires for redevelopment of the Main Gate Project.
Development Entity. Development Teams will provide the roles and responsibilities of each proposed
team member The primary team member information should include company name; legal status;
company or corporation number; company address including zip code; full names of company
officers and their addresses, including zip code. Development Teams will also provide names and
addresses of all categories of consultants to be included, such as architects, engineers, land use
planners, contractors, real estate brokers, property managers, financial consultants, and financial
institutions.
Previous Development Experience.

Development Teams responding to this solicitation must

demonstrate significant participation and success in developments, construction, and marketing
projects of this type, inclusive of successful developments in close proximity to universities.
Experience working with a public entity is desirable and should be featured as part of any response to
this solicitation. Team experience with base reuse and related development is also desirable although
not required. Submittal information on previous projects should include project description; project
references; a statement regarding the duration of the development team's involvement and
identification of principal team members and roles. (References for previous projects should include
the principal investors/City representatives, roles and contact information including phone number).
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Marketing Experience and Marketing Approach to this Project. Development Teams submitting under
this solicitation must demonstrate significant experience in the marketing of a regional retail site.
Descriptions of other similar projects successfully completed shall also be included. References must
be provided and will be contacted. Additionally, the rationale behind the mix of commercial/retail
uses and marketing base should be provided. The City desires to understand the underlying
marketing approach and vision that the Developer/Development team sees for this site.
Financial Capability To Implement Project.

Development Teams must submit credible current

information regarding their financial capability to successfully pursue and complete the project on a
timely basis.

All such information will be handled with strict confidentiality and will only used by

members of the selection panel in the determination process. In addition to the references cited
above, development teams must provide a listing of at least two banking references.

References

should include contact persons’ phone numbers.
Conceptual Development/Vision Plan for Project.

With regard to the project objectives set forth

above, submittal responses must include the following:
Provide a conceptual development program, including an illustrative site plan, accompanied by a
preliminary schedule for entitlements, land acquisition and construction for the finished project. The
Development Concept should be include a narrative, accompanied by simple graphic description,
such as a conceptual / illustrative plan. While the City’s expectation is that this western portion of the
property will be transferred and available for development concurrent with the main parcel,
development teams are requested to consider development under two options (at 60 acres for the
entire site, or at 49.25 acres with this western portion as a potential future phase). Please refer to
attached map to identify these parcels.
The City does not expect the submission and presentation of elaborate and detailed site planning and
architectural renderings at this stage of the selection process. Simple concept plans or “bubble” plans
are acceptable. While it is recognized that the development concept will evolve, the submittal should
also include depictions or style boards of similar projects that convey the vision and key identify of the
proposed project. The conceptual development program should be accompanied by photos of
similar projects developed by members of the respondent’s development team and/or development
prototypes (including photos and summary data) developed by other entities, that the respondent
envisions would be suitable to develop at the site.
Include a narrative that responds to the City primary objectives, including identification of those that
are achievable and those that are problematic, and reasons why. The response should address any
specific concerns relative to City/Agency’s objectives, and whenever possible, include examples of
how these concerns may be resolved.
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The conceptual plan should address how the basic tenets of urban design can be met in your plan and
how they may have been met in previous projects, particularly in regard to the design perspective
from Highway 1 and from neighboring CSUMB.
The Plan should also address your approach to provide various site specific uses to help create a
sense of place and vibrancy and make the Seaside Main Gate project a destination for City and
regional residents and visitors

Describe how these types of uses have been incorporated and/or

financed in other projects undertaken by your team.
As noted above, the City desires to understand the underlying marketing approach and vision that the
Developer/Development team sees for this site.

5. Developer/Development Team
Selection Criteria and Procedure
DEVELOPMENT TEAM SELECTION PANEL
Responses to this RFQ/RFP will be reviewed and evaluated by the City’s Development Team Selection Panel.
The Panel will report to the City Council. The Selection Panel will be comprised of the City Manager,
representation from the City Council as directed by the Council, and City, CSUMB and FORA staff members.
In addition, the City anticipates contracting with a financial consultant for the project selection process. The
City Council will make the final selection of the Master Developer for the site.

SELECTION PROCESS
The City recognizes the time and expense that typically goes into preparing responses to public agency
RFQ’s and RFP’s. Therefore, the City has designed a selection process to focus on the factors that the City will
use to assess potential master developers and to manage the process so that the proposals are evaluated
promptly. The selection process will include this initial RFQ/RFP submittal followed by a selection of a short
list of developers. The purpose of the initial RFQ/RFP phase will be to identify a short list of developers who
have the qualifications, experience, resources, and the necessary vision to develop Main Gate Project for the
City. It is anticipated that 4 to 5 developers will be short listed although the final number short-listed will be
the City’s decision. After the short list stage, additional information will be requested of developers more
specifically related to financial data as well as other information considered to be necessary by the City to
make a qualified selection. After review of this data, the City Council will interview qualified candidates and
make a selection. The specific components of the selection process are further discussed below.
In the first stage of the process, interested Development Teams will submit documentation in response
to this RFQ/RFP. Written submittals delivered by the deadline will be reviewed and evaluated based
on the Evaluation Criteria for Qualifications included herein.
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During the second stage, members of the City's selection panel will evaluate the submittals. At their
discretion, they may contact references and industry sources, investigate previous projects and current
commitments, interview some or all of the references, visit some or all of the developments cited in
the submittals, and take any other information into account in their evaluation of the responses. The
City also reserves the right to request clarification or additional information from respondents. Based
on their evaluations, a list of the best-qualified Development Teams (“short list”) will be selected by a
City Selection Panel.
In the final stage, the City will submit a request for additional information to those selected for the
“short list” of Development Teams. The purpose of this phase is to provide more specific information
regarding their approach, plan and financing for the proposed development of the Main Gate Project.
This stage is intended to give the developer an opportunity to provide a realistic framework for its
approach to the reuse and redevelopment of Main Gate Project as well as an opportunity for the shortlisted developers to provide a proposed financial structure for redevelopment of the property. These
responses will address the development objectives for the Main Gate Project, City business objectives,
the developer’s financial and management commitment, and site specific and community
development issues. After review of the additional RFP materials by the City Selection Panel, those
best-qualified Development Teams will be invited to an interview with the City Council and City
Selection Panel.
After the interviews, one Development
Team may be awarded the right to
enter into an Exclusive Negotiation
Rights Agreement (ENRA) with the City.
The selected development team and
City will develop a Memorandum of
Understanding outlining the business
terms proposed for the ENRA. During
the term of the ENRA, the City and the
development team will negotiate for
preparation of a Disposition and
Development Agreement (DDA).
Criteria for selecting the successful
development team follows on the next
page.
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OUTLINE OF DEVELOPMENT TEAM SELECTION CRITERIA
•

Demonstrated experience of the Development Team and its members in the successful redevelopment, operation and
economic performance of commercial developments of comparable size, scale and complexity.

•

Demonstrated ability of the Development tTeam to implement projects of comparable size and scope in a timely manner.
Ability to move quickly through the process to building and leasing.

•

Proposed conceptual vision for the site and demonstration in the conceptual planning of understanding of meeting the
City’s planning objectives for the Seaside Main Gate Project.

•

The Development Team’s proven financial capability to develop and complete projects of a comparable size.

•

Ability to attract a mix of national, regional and local tenants. Demonstrated understanding of the market through the
identification of tenant mix and market knowledge presented in the response.

•

The quality of the urban design aspects of the previous projects by Development Teams. Consideration of the design elements
of the neighboring University property as well as design features visible from Highway 1.

•

Experience in working with the public sector in public/private real estate development projects as well as experience in
military base reuse development is desirable. Experience working with a public or quasi-public entity is also desirable and should
be featured as part of any response to this solicitation.

•

Establishment of clear lines of responsibility within the Development Team on which the City can rely during project
negotiations and implementation.

•

Understanding of the regulatory approval process, as reflected in the experience of the development team and its advisors
and consultants, and the team's expectations of project schedule.

▪

Other factors as appropriate.
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SCHEDULE FOR DEVELOPER SELECTION
The following is a schedule for the selection process:
Release of RFQ/RFP

August 29, 2016

Pre-Submittal Meeting

October 10, 2016

Interested Development Teams will have the opportunity to attend a pre-submittal meeting
on Monday, October 10, 2016 at 10:00 AM. The meeting will be held at the City Hall of the
City of Seaside, 440 Harcourt Avenue, Seaside California. All interested Development Teams
are strongly encouraged to register for and attend the pre-submittal meeting. A tour of the
site will follow the meeting. City staff will not be available for individual tours although the
site is highly accessible and available for inspection on an individual basis.
Submittal Deadline

December 5, 2016 10:00 AM

8 Copies Of All Material Submitted Are Required
Selection Panel Review of Submittals/Short listing

December, 2016

Request for Additional Materials to Short-listed Developers

December, 2016

Response To Additional Material Request

January, 2017

City Council Presentations/Developer Selection

February, 2017

CITY PLANNING PROCESS
Seaside is actively looking to develop this property and will work cooperatively with the selected
Development Team toward project realization.

The general major planning actions anticipated with future

development of the site include preparation of Specific Plan and EIR, adoption of the Specific Plan by the City,
FORA Consistency Determination and City approvals for entitlements.

SEASIDE MAINGATE MIXED-USE PROJECT RFP
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6. Additional Property Information
The previously approved Specific Plan is available at: http://www.ci.seaside.ca.us/documentcenter/view/1610
Eight copies of this RFQ/RFP must be submitted by 10:00 AM on December 5, 2016 to:
Seaside Main Gate Developer Selection Committee
c/o

City Manager Craig Malin

440 Harcourt Avenue
Seaside, California 93955

Refer to Conditions of Request included as an attachment to this RFQ/RFP for additional requirements
for submittal, including fee requirements and other conditions.

SEASIDE MAINGATE MIXED-USE PROJECT RFP
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WAIVER AND CONDITIONS OF
REQUEST
WAIVER
✓ Waiver: The City of Seaside reserves the right to select a limited number of proposals for interviews or to select without
conducting interviews. The City reserves the right to disqualify any submission which does not completely comply with the
submission requirements. The City reserves the right to reject any and all submissions at its sole and absolute discretion.
Developers assume the total cost for submitting a response to this Request.
✓ By submitting a response to the RFQ/RFP, each respondent expressly waives any and all rights that it may have to object
to, protest or judicially challenge the following:
The site inspection;
The Solicitation, including, but not limited to the Conditions of the Request and Selection Procedure
sections of the RFQ/RFP; and The RFP evaluation and award process, including but not limited to the
qualifications of the Developers/Development Teams, evaluation of initial proposals, selection of finalists,
evaluation of responses to the RFQ/RFP, or other aspects of the Developer/Development Team selection
and award.

CONDITIONS OF REQUEST
✓ It should be noted that it is the City’s policy to implement a full cost recovery program for costs associated with the
development of Seaside Main Gate Commercial Project, including the period from the issuance of this RFP/RFQ to the
execution of the DDA, and the subsequent processing that enables its implementation.
✓ This RFQ/RFP is not a contract or a commitment of any kind by the City of Seaside or its Redevelopment Agency
Successor and does not commit the City nor Successor to award an exclusive development option or to pay any cost
incurred in the submission of a response. The City, at its sole discretion, reserves the right to accept or reject in whole or in
part, submittals received in response to this request, to negotiate with any qualified source, or to cancel in whole or in part
this RFQ/RFP. Failure to provide any of the requested data within the specified submission period may cause the City, at its
sole discretion, to reject the submittal or require the data to be submitted forthwith.
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✓ All submitted materials in response to the RFQ/RFP shall remain valid for a period of six months from the date of
submission. The RFP will become the property of the City and will become public documents. Documents will become
public if and when they are submitted to any advisory body reporting to the City Council, or a legislative public body.
✓ The qualifications of the Developer/each member of the Development Team are important criteria in the selection
process.

After selection, the Developer/Development Team will not be allowed to substitute any members of the

Developer/Development Team without prior approval by the City. The City, at its sole discretion, reserves the right to accept
or reject proposed changes to the development team.
✓ All facts and opinions stated within this RFQ/RFP and in all supporting documents and data, including, but not limited
to, statistical and economic data and projections, and anticipated dates of land conveyance, are based on the best available
information from a variety of sources at this time. No representation or warranty is made with respect thereto. The selected
Developer/Development Team will be responsible for accepting or verifying the accuracy for all information presented
herein and conducting all feasibility analyses required to undertaking the development.
✓ In the interest of a fair, equitable selection process, Developers/Development Teams shall not have or obtain any
prohibited conflicts of interest. City reserves the right to require the Developer to provide information regarding such
conflicts should it appear to City that such conflict may exist.
✓ Submitted proposals must comply with all existing legal commitments to third parties, which have previously been
entered into by the City of Seaside and/or FORA relative to the Property.
✓ All information submitted by the respondents in regards to this RFQ/RFP will become the property of the City and will
become public documents. Respondents can request that information they believe to be proprietary in nature remain
confidential; however, the City has sole discretion over this matter. All materials deemed confidential or proprietary by the
respondents can be marked “confidential” and separately submitted to the City’s financial consultant. The City’s consultant
will review the documents and convey its conclusions regarding the documents in a manner that will seek to maintain their
confidentiality. However, given the uncertainty of Public Record Law; the City, its Consultants, Attorneys, etc. will be held
harmless in case of disclosure, required, accidental or otherwise.
✓ No real estate commissions or other fees will be paid.
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MEMORANDUM

Date:

September 9, 2016

To:

Craig Malin, City Manager

From:

Brian Dempsey, Fire Chief

Subject:

Weekly Report

Letter from AMBAG

City of Seaside

Fire Department

Fire Department Training Summary from September 2, 2016 through September 8, 2016:
Training Type
Date
Hours
SCBA Daily Checkout
SCBA Daily Checkout
Vehicle Trip Inspection
Vehicle Trip Inspection
SCBA Daily Checkout
Husky 12 Foam System
Husky 12 Foam System
Husky 12 Foam System
Respiratory Protection Program
Driver Training Documentation
Driver Training Documentation
EMS CNS Injuries Basic
Physical Fitness
Physical Fitness
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Driver Training Documentation
SCBA Daily Checkout
Vehicle Trip Inspection
SCBA Daily Checkout
SCBA Daily Checkout
Vehicle Trip Inspection
SCBA Daily Checkout
SCBA Daily Checkout
SCBA Daily Checkout
SCBA Daily Checkout
SCBA Daily Checkout
SCBA Daily Checkout
Vehicle Trip Inspection
SCBA Daily Checkout
Vehicle Trip Inspection
Vehicle Trip Inspection
Diet & Nutrition
Physical Fitness
Vehicle Trip Inspection
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation

9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/3/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/5/2016
9/5/2016
9/5/2016
9/5/2016
9/5/2016
9/5/2016
9/5/2016

0.2
0.2
1
0.5
0.2
0.5
0.5
0.5
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
2
0.2
1
0.2
0.2
1
0.2
0.2
0.2
0.2
0.2
0.2
1
0.2
0.5
1
1
1
0.5
0.5
0.5
0.5
0.5
0.5
0.5

Company Training Documentation
SCBA Daily Checkout
Vehicle Trip Inspection
SCBA Daily Checkout
Vehicle Trip Inspection
Vehicle Trip Inspection
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
EMS Non-Traumatic Chest Pain
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Officer Training (Management/Administration)
Documentation
Officer Training (Management/Administration)
Documentation
Officer Training (Management/Administration)
Documentation
Officer Training (Management/Administration)
Documentation
Firefighter Reserve Training
Firefighter Reserve Training
Firefighter Reserve Training
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Respiratory Protection Program
EMS CNS Injuries Basic
EMS Patients with Special Challenges
EMS Common Infectious Pathogens
SOP 80 Hazard Communication Plan
EMS CNS Injuries Basic

9/5/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016

0.5
0.2
1
0.2
0.15
0.25
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

9/6/2016

2

9/6/2016

2

9/6/2016

2

9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016

2
3.5
3.5
3.5
3.5
3.5
3.5
1
1
1
1
1

Rule 19 - Outside Employment Policy
EMS Non-Traumatic Chest Pain
EMS Non-Traumatic Chest Pain
Vehicle Trip Inspection
EMS Non-Traumatic Chest Pain
SCBA Daily Checkout
SCBA Daily Checkout
Vehicle Trip Inspection
SCBA Daily Checkout
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Company Training Documentation
Ladder Gin
Respiratory Protection Program
Hand Line Construction

9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/8/2016
9/8/2016
9/8/2016
9/8/2016
9/8/2016
9/8/2016
9/8/2016
9/8/2016
9/8/2016
9/8/2016
9/8/2016
9/8/2016
9/8/2016
Total

1
1
0.5
1
0.2
0.2
0.5
0.2
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
99.5

Fire Department Activity Summary from September 2, 2016 through September 8, 2016:
Date
Description
9/2/16
Blood Pressure Checks
9/2/16
Inspection Activities
9/2/16
Smoke Alarm Installation
9/5/16
Inspection Activities
9/8/16
Hydrant Maintenance/Inspections
The fire department answered 50 alarms (listed by: date, time, type of call, and location)
from September 2, 2016 through September 8, 2016:
Date
Time
Description
Street
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/2/2016
9/3/2016

1:00:12
9:56:18
10:51:53
10:55:16
11:38:54
12:27:31
14:30:23
17:38:22
21:25:25
23:36:05
1:54:21

EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
Service Call, other
Smoke/Odor Investigation
Water or steam leak
Hazardous condition, Other
Service Call, other
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury

YOSEMITE
HILBY
HAMILTON
SOTO
DEL MONTE
HILBY
CANYON DEL REY
NOCHE BUENA
SAN PABLO
NAPA

9/3/2016
9/3/2016
9/3/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/4/2016
9/5/2016
9/5/2016
9/5/2016
9/5/2016
9/5/2016
9/5/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/6/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/7/2016
9/8/2016
9/8/2016
9/8/2016
9/8/2016

3:07:25
5:07:54
11:19:40
0:08:05
0:14:53
4:08:41
9:24:53
12:29:28
13:46:20
23:33:54
4:20:58
7:35:43
8:21:24
16:57:28
18:41:43
20:41:05
3:48:21
8:59:06
9:15:12
11:08:06
12:15:37
12:42:15
15:32:00
17:01:02
18:05:03
19:32:38
3:03:46
11:18:10
13:01:21
13:54:14
14:33:51
15:39:36
18:20:49
18:51:39
19:40:50
7:42:49
9:08:32
9:53:48
17:26:04

EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
No Incident found on arrival at dispatch address
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
Lock-in (if lock out , use 511 )
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
Building fire
Motor vehicle accident with injuries
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
Accident, potential accident, Other
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
Service Call, other
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
Unintentional transmission of alarm, Other
Person in distress, Other
Motor Vehicle Accident with no injuries
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
No Incident found on arrival at dispatch address
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury
EMS call, excluding vehicle accident with injury

GRANADA
SAN PABLO
OLYMPIA
1ST
PALM
BROADWAY
HIGHLAND
YOSEMITE
CANYON DEL REY
SONOMA
CIRCLE
CANYON DEL REY
Reindollar
CANYON DEL REY
TRINITY
YOSEMITE
FAIRWAY
HILBY
CANYON DEL REY
AMADOR
FREMONT
SAN LUCAS
FREMONT
KIMBALL
DEL MONTE
SAUCITO
FREMONT
YOSEMITE
ST. HELENA
MESCAL
ROBERTS
KIMBALL
CANYON DEL REY
HAMILTON
LOPEZ
MESCAL
FREMONT
#REF!

City of Seaside
Developer Accounts
As of September 9, 2016

Developer:

Monterey Downs ENA

Monterey Downs EIR

In-N-Out Burger

Bakewell

Seasons Management

Account Number:

601-2207

601-2210

601-2205

601-2214

601-2213

Required Balance:

$

100,000.00 $

100,000.00 $

40,000.00 $

25,000.00 $

75,000.00

Billed & Unpaid:

$

114,661.10 $

50,473.67 $

-

$

3,277.01 $

59,346.14

Charges not billed yet:

$

49,951.32 $

7,802.64 $

-

$

-

Total:

$

(64,612.42) $

41,723.69 $

40,000.00 $

$

886.00

21,722.99 $

14,767.86

City of Seaside

Sales Tax Update

UiW

SecondQuarterreceiptsforFirstQuarterSales(January- March2016)

Seaside

SALES TAX BY MAJOR BUSINESS GROUP

Iril Brief.

$1,1>00.000
1st Quanei 2015

leaside's 'receipts 'from 'January

S800, 000

1st Quarter 2016

through March were 5. 9% below the

first sales period in 2015, Excluding
reporting aberrations, actual sales
were up 4. 1%.

$600, 000

ically skewed the returns from new
auto dealers and the overall results.
Once adjusted, sales of new cars

$400. 000

and leasing activity exceeded the

(200.000

current statewide trend as interest

rates on long-term financing options
remain low.

performance by
most restaurants, including casual
and quick-service establishments,

Autos

Building

County

and
Transportatio

and
Construction

and State
Pools

Restaurants
and
Hotels

General
Consumer
Goods

Fuel and
Service
Stations

Food

Business

and

and

Drugs

Industry

can be attributed to the greater
variety and new dining venues for
consumers.

TOP 25 PRODUCERS

REVENUE COMPARISON

INALPHABETICALORDER

a stable supply of retail fuel locally, pushed down gas prices and

Audi Monterey

therefore

BMW of Seaside

Peninsula Hyundai

Built-in Distributors

Porsche of Seaside

er conditions negatively impacted

Cardinale Nissan

Rod & Ros Gas &

building-construction.

Chilis

voter approved onecent transaction tax, Measure R,
generated an additional $889, 959,

Cypress Coast Ford

revenue from service

stations, while poor winter weath-

an increase of 0. 7% over the prior year.
taxable sales

for all of Monterey County grew
2. 1% over the comparable time
period; the Central Coast region
was up 4. 2%.

Peninsula

Lincoln

Cypress Coast
Subaru

Ferguson
Enterprises

Peninsula Chevrolet

2015-16

S5. 597. 538

t5. 952.661

638, 004

712, 730

3, 528

4, 138

Gross Receipts

$6,239,070

$6,669,528

Less Triple Flip*

((1, 559,767)

1(1,291, 152)

53, 571, 993

t3. 769. 745

Point-of-Sale

Seaside Chyrsler
Dodge Jeep Ram

County Pool

Seaside Shell

State Pool

Smart & Final

Staples
Tesla Motors

Toyota Lease Trust

Granite Rock

Val Strough Honda

Jaguar/Land Rover
Monterey

2014-15

Food Mart

Financial Services
Vehicle Trust

Home Depot

Four Quarters - Fiscal Year To Date

Cadillac

Mazda
Valero

Measure R

Walgreens
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City of Seaside Sales Tax Update

Ql 2016
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California Overall
The local one-cent share of the statewide

salesand usetaxwas 3. 1% higher than
the year-ago quarter after excluding
payment aberrations.
Gains in thecountywicle usetax pools
were the largest contributor to the increase due to the growing impact of
online purchases from our-of-siatc
sellers and the corresponding shift of

remains relatively modest, theyear-overyear growth rate indicates a major
shift in retailing is well underway. In

SALES PER CAPITA

response, more and more Traditional
brick and mortat- retailers are opening
online sales channels in recognition of

$4, 000

thisgrowingTrendlargelypoweredby

(3, 000

younger buyers.
$2, 000

Department store chains have been

particularly hard hit as Amazon has

$1, 000

.

tax revenues from brick and mortar
retail stores to fulfillment centers that

processorders online. Not surprisingly, areas with concentrations ofyoung,
affluent buyers saw the highest online
sales growth and the weakest general
consiimer goods results.
Solid results from auto sales and leases,

transportation rentals, contractor sup-

plies and restaurants also contributed

expanded its offerings to include apparel and fashion merch. mdisc. Mcdia reports indicate Macy's recently
suffered its worse quarterly sales since

Q)

Q1

Q1

Q1

13

14

15

16

the recession, while Nordstrom, J.C.

California

County

Seaside

Penncy and Kohl's all reported lower
sales. Each of these chains has estab-

fished a solid web presence in a fighr
to retain market share.

REVENUE BY BUSINESS GROUP
SeasideThis Quarter
Autosffrans

Online General Consumer Goods
YOY Percentage Growth

51%

to the overall ina-easc.

'Ilie 5. 6% gain in the business-industry
sector was bolstered by onctime receiprs

Building

15. 0%

13%

10.0%

for equipment purchases t-elatecl to
aiternarive energy proJecrs.

Most general consumer goods categories
were flat or down, except for specialty

stores, elcctronics-appliance stores and
home furnishings, consistent with the
trend ofconsumers buying more from
online retailers.

Gains from most other segments were

relatively modest, while lower prices at
the pump caused an 11.4% decline in
fuel tax revenues, extending thedecline
ro a. sixth consecutive quartCT.
Robust Growth in Online Sales

National surveys reveal that consumers
buy online r.o avoid crowds, save rime
and find benerbargains. Online shop-

piiigalso benefitsbuyersin rural areas

5. 0%
0. 0%
2000 2005

2010 2015

SEASIDE TOP 15 BUSINESS TypES
*fn thousands of dollars

Business Type

County

HdL Slate

Change

Change

Change
18. 0%

Seaside

Q1 '16*

Auto Lease

54.1

77. 3%

45, 8%

Auto Repair Shops

21.4

-10.9%

0. 1%

7. 4%

Automotive Supply Stores

32.8

12. 2%

5. 5%

4. 8%

Casual Dining

67.9

13. 1%

5. 7%

5, 9%

Contractors

-CONFIDENTIAL.

11. 7%

1.7%

Electronics/Applianoe Stores

-CONFIDENTIAL-

6. 0%

2. 8%

Grocery Stores Liquor

217

20.3%

3, 8%

1, 6%

Home Furnishings

17. 2

-4. 2%

0. 0%

2. 9%

-7. 0%

4. 5%

Lumber/Building Materials

-CONFIDENTIAL.

6. 8%

3. 1%

OfficeSuppties/Furniture

-CONFIDENTIAL-

8. 0%

-7. 0%

Rumbing/Electrical Supplies

-CONFIDENTIAL.

9. 8%

12. 0%

New Motor Vehicle Dealers

640. 1

-16. 0%

with fewer shopping options.

Tonil onlinespendingcoinpri.sed 12. S%

ofallgeneralconsumergoodspurchases

Quick-Sen/ice Restaurants

55. 4

Sen/ice Stations

57, 8 . 11.6%

Specialty Stores

12. 4

in 2015, up from 3. 4% in 2000.
According to Forresrer Rc'iearch, Amazon accounted for 60% of total online

Total Ati Accounts

sales growth in 2015.

County & State Pool Allocation

Thoughtheonlineshareofoverallsales

Gross Receipts

-2.0%

6, 3%

7. 8%

-9.3%

31. 1%

10.9%

3.4%

1,328.9

-6. 5%

2.1%

1.8%

176. 0

-1. 2%

7.9%

14. 1%

1, 504. 9

-5.9%

2.8%

3.2%

1.8%

.

