ONLINE AGENDA INFORMATION

The online Agenda‘ is not the official Agenda for the El Cajon City
Council, but is posted and published five days prior to the City Council
Meeting for the convenience of the public. Changes may be made up to
72 hours prior to the meeting; therefore added or deleted items may not
appear on the City’s website at this time. The City Cduncil’s official
Agenda is prepared and posted outside City Council Chambers in the
kiosk 72 hours prior to évery regular meeting, and 24 hours prior to every
special meeting. You may call the City Clerk’s Office at (619) 441-1763 for

information about any changes to this Agenda.

AGENDA BINDER, INCLUDING AGENDA REPORTS, IS AVAILABLE FOR VIEWING AFTER
4:00 P.M., THE FRIDAY BEFORE THE COUNCIL MEETING, AT THE EL. CAJON BRANCH OF THE
PUBLIC LIBRARY, 201 E. DOUGLAS AVENUE, PHONE (619) 588-3718.

LIBRARY HOURS: Monday — Thursday 9:30 a.m. — 8:00 p.m., Friday & Saturday 9:30 a.m. -
5:00 p.m., and Sunday 12:00 — 5:00 p.m.

SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA ITEM DOCUMENTS AND/OR MATERIALS RECEIVED AFTER
POSTING OF THIS AGENDA, IF ANY, MAY BE VIEWED IN THE CITY CLERK’S OFFICE AT 200
CIVIC CENTER WAY, EL CAJON, MONDAY THROUGH THURSDAY, 7:30 A.M. TO 5:30 P.M. AND
ON ALTERNATE FRIDAYS FROM 8:00 A.M. TO 5:00 P.M.

FOR A SCHEDULE OF FRIDAY GITY HALL CLOSURES, VISIT WWW.CITYOFELCAJON.US OR
CALL THE CITY CLERK’S OFFICE AT (619) 441-1763. ‘
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Upcoming Events in El Cajon
City Council Meeting for April 8, 2014

Na——
April 9 - Antique & Collectible Show in the Ronald Reagan Community Center, located at 195 E.

Douglas Avenue, from 12:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. See beautiful collectible items, from artwork to jewelry, with
free parking and admission. Call (619) 368-2055 for more information.

April 10 - The El Cajon Farmers’ Market continues every Thursday at the Prescott Promenade,
located at 201 East Main Street, from 3:00 to 7:00 p.m. The Farmers’ Market offers a wide variety of fresh,
locally-grown produce! For more information, please visit www.elcajonfarmersmarket.org.

April 11 & 25 - Alternate Friday closures for El Cajon City offices. Please go to www.cityofelcajon.us
for a full calendar of hours for City offices during 2014.

April 12 - The 16™ Annual Morning Glory Brunch, benefitting St. Madeleine Sophie’s Center, from 10:00
a.m. to 2:00 p.m. at St. Madeleine’s campus at 2119 East Madison Avenue. Enjoy live music, shopping, live &
silent auctions, and over 20 food & beverage stations. General admission is $60. To purchase tickets, or for
more information, please call (619) 442-5129, ext 115, or visit www.stmsc.org.

April 22 and May 13 - El Cajon City Council Meetings are at 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. (as needed).
Meetings are held in the Council Chamber at 200 Civic Center Way. For more information, and to view the full
agenda online, please visit www.cityofelcajon.us.

April 23 - Cajon Classic Cruise “"Opening Night,” with a full street closure of East Main Street, between
Magnolia and Claydelle Avenues. The 2014 Season of the Cajon Classic Cruise Car Shows, is hosted by the
Downtown Business Partners. This weekly event continues every Wednesday night through October 29, from
5:00 to 8:00 p.m. For more information, please call (619) 334-3000.

April 25 - Rotary Club of El Cajon’s Annual Charity Auction. This fun event will be held at Toyota of El
Cajon, 956 Arnele Avenue, from 6:00 to 9:00 p.m. Festivities include a silent and live auction, as well as foods
from all over the world! For more information, visit www.elcajonrotaryfundraiser.com.

April 26 - National Prescription Drug Take Back Day. Drop off your unused prescription drugs from
10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m. at a variety of locations throughout the County. In El Cajon, the drop off is at the El
Cajon Police Station, located at 100 Civic Center Way. For more locations, visit www.DEA.gov.

Recreation: The Spring 2014 El Cajon City News and Guide to Recreation is now available. The
City Guide has been mailed to thousands of ElI Cajon residents and is also available online at
www.elcajonrec.org. For more information, please call (619) 441-1516. You can also pick up a copy of the
spring guide at any of our El Cajon recreation centers and at local libraries.

Upcoming Community Event: America on Main Street is Saturday, June 14, in Downtown El
Cajon. This patriotic event coincides with the nationally recognized Flag Day and celebrates the American
spirit through appreciation and respect of the many diverse, ethnic and historical groups in the community.
Enjoy live entertainment, American and ethnic food booths, displays, a Ferris wheel, a climbing wall and more!
This exciting event will be located on East Main Street and Rea Avenue, between Magnolia and Claydelle
Avenues, from 10:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. We are looking for volunteers and community sponsors! For
more information, please call (619) 441-1762.


http://www.elcajonfarmersmarket.org/
http://www.cityofelcajon.us/
http://www.stmsc.org/
http://www.cityofelcajon.us/
http://www.elcajonrotaryfundraiser.com/
http://www.dea.gov/
http://www.elcajonrec.org/
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ﬂ he Agenda contains a brief general description of each item to be considerh
and most items have a RECOMMENDATION from Staff or a Commission, which
Council will consider when making a final decision.

Copies of written documentation relating to each item of business on the Agenda
are on file in the City Clerk’s Office and in the Agenda Book next to the podium in
the Council Chambers.

PLEASE COMPLETE A "REQUEST TO SPEAK” FORM FOR EACH ITEM PRIOR TO
THE COMMENCEMENT OF THE MEETING AND SUBMIT IT TO THE CITY CLERK if
\you wish to speak about an Ifem on the Agenda or under Public Comment. /

o« CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Bill Wells
+ ROLL CALL: City Clerk Belinda Hawley /i 5

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO FLAG AND MOMENT OF SILENCE

(The Courts have concluded that sectarian prayer as part of City Council Meetings is
not permitted under the Constitution.)

e POSTINGS: The City Clerk posted Orders of Adjournment of the March 25, 2014,
Meeting and the Agenda of the April 8, 2014, Meetings in accordance to State Law
and Council/Authority/Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency Policy.

e PRESENTATIONS:

» San Diego County Fair

« California Park & Recreation Society, District 12, Part-Time Recognition
Award: Katy Chapman, Recreation Specialist Il

« Commendation: Walmart Neighborhood Market

e AGENDA CHANGES:

*Backup Information Available - Housing Authority
and Successor Agency ltems are identified.

Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council/ -1- April 8, 2014
Housing Authority/Successor Agency to 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.
The El Cajon Redevelopment Agency



CONSENT ITEMS: (1.1 -1.9)

Consent ltems are routine matters enacted by one motion according to the
RECOMMENDATION listed below. With the concurrence of the City Council,
a Council Member or person in attendance may request discussion of a
Consent Ifem at this time.

*14 MINUTES OF CITY COUNCIL/HOUSING AUTHORITY/SUCCESSOR
AGENCY TO THE EL CAJON REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETINGS

RECOMIMENDATION: That the City Council/Housing Authority/Successor Agency
to the El Cajon Redevelopment Agency approve Minutes of the March 25, 2014
Meeting of the El Cajon City Council/Housing Authority/Successor Agency to the
El Cajon Redevelopment Agency.

1.2 WARRANTS

RECOMIMENDATION: That the City Council approve payment of Warrants as
submitted by the Finance Department.

1.3 APPROVAL OF READING BY TITLE AND WAIVER OF READING IN
FULL OF ORDINANCES ON AGENDA

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council approve the reading by title and waive
the reading in full of all Ordinances on the Agenda.

*1.4 2013 San Diego County Stonegarden Collaborative Grant
(Report: Police Chief)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council

o Authorize the City Manager or designee to accept the 2013 San Diego County
Stonegarden Collaborative Grant in the total amount of $25,000.00 and to
execute any grant documents and agreements necessary for the receipt and use
of these funds; and

s Appropriate these funds in the amount of $22,915.00 for overtime and $1,474.00
for fringe benefits, for a total of $25,000.00.

Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council/ -2~ April 8, 2014
Housing Authority/Successor Agency to 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.
The El Cajon Redevelopment Agency



CONSENT ITEMS: (Continued)

*1.5 RADIO EQUIPMENT PURCHASE (Report: Purchasing Agent)

RECOMIMENDATION: That the City Council authorize the Purchasing Agent in
accordance with Municipal Code 3.20.010.C.5 o execute a purchase agreement with
Motorola Solutions, Inc. utilizing San Diego County RCS Contract No. 544679 for the
purchase of 57 replacement radios in the amount of $277,919.60.

*1.6 RESOLUTION: AWARD OF BID NO. 020-14, STREET STRIPING &
REMOVAL SERVICES, VARIOUS LOCATIONS IN THE CITY OF
EL CAJON (Report: Purchasing Agent)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:

¢ Find the fifth low bidder non-responsive for failure to submit a properly notarized
bid bond; and

¢ Based on the above, adopt the next resolution in order and award the bid to the
lowest responsive, responsible bidder, Statewide Stripes, Inc., in the estimated
amount of $82,828.00.

*4.7 ADDITIONAL AWARD FROM ORGANIZED CRIME DRUG
ENFORCEMENT TASK FORCES {(OCDETF) GRANT
(Report: Police Chief)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:
¢ Authorize the City Manager or designee to accept the augmented OCDETF
Grant in the total amount of $20,000.00 and to execute any documents and

agreements necessary for the receipt and use of these funds; and

¢ Appropriate $20,000.00 for the OCDETF Grant to enable overtime and
authorized expense reimbursement for participation in the strategic initiative

program.
Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council/ -3- April 8, 2014
Housing Authority/Successor Agency to 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.

The El Cajon Redevelopment Agency



CONSENT ITEMS: (Continued)

*1.8 REQUEST FROM MOTHER GOOSE PARADE ASSOCIATION TO

PARTICIPATE IN THE 2014 MOTHER GOOSE PARADE AS THE TITLE
SPONSOR AND TO PROVIDE IN-KIND SUPPORT
(Report: Assistant to the City Manager)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council review the letter dated February 5, 2014
from the Mother Goose Parade Association requesting support for the 2014 Mother
Goose Parade and provide direction to staff.

*1.9 SET THE PUBLIC HEARING FOR THE ADOPTION OF THE 2014 FIVE

(5) YEAR REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
(RTIP) (Report: Deputy Director of Public Works)

RECOMIMENDATION: That the City Council direct the City Clerk to set a public
hearing on April 22, 2014 at 3:00 p.m., for adoption of the proposed 2014 Regional
Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP).

PUBLIC COMMENT:

(;t this time, any person may address a matter within the jurisdiction of thé\
City Council/lHousing Authority/Successor Agency to the EI Cajon
Redevelopment Agency that is not on the Agenda. Comments relating to items
on today’s agenda are to be taken at the time the item is heard. State law
prohibits discussion or action on items not on the Agenda; however, Council,
Authority and Agency Members may briefly respond to statements or
questions. An item may be placed on a future Agenda. In addition to briefly
responding to statements or questions from the public, Councilmembers may
also address the City Council during this time.

\. /

2. WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS: None
Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council/ 4= April 8, 2014
Housing Authority/Successor Agency to 3:00 p.m.and 7:00 p.m.

The El Cajon Redevelopment Agency



3. PUBLIC HEARINGS:

*3.1 - RESOLUTION: PUBLIC HEARING FOR CONSIDERATION OF A FEE
ADJUSTMENT FOR THE TRANSPORTATION UNIFORM MITIGATION
FEE PROGRAM (Report: Deputy Director of Public Works)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council
s Open the Public Hearing and receive testimony;
e Close the Public Hearing;
¢ Adopt the next RESOLUTION in order, approving an adjustment to the Regional
Transportation Congestion Improvement Program (RTCIP) Fee to the new
amount of $2,254.00 for each newly-constructed residential unit. The new fee
amount will take effect on July 1, 2014.

4. ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS:

*4.1 UTILITY BOX ART PROGRAM (Report: Assistant to the City Manager)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council authorize the City Manager to enter into
an agreement with LH Avocado, Inc. for the Utility Box Art Program.

*4.2 REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS REGARDING THE EAST COUNTY
PERFORMING ARTS CENTER (Report: City Manager)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council direct the City Manager to prepare and

issue a Request for Proposal for the purpose of identifying possible major tenants or
long-term use relationships for the East County Performing Arts Center (ECPAC).

5. COMMISSION REPORTS: None

6. ACTIVITIES REPORTS OF MAYOR WELLS/COMMENTS

SANDAG (San Diego Association of Governments); SANDAG Public Safety Committee;
League of California Cities, San Diego Division; Heartland; Fire Training JPA -
Alternate; Indian Gaming Local Community Benefit Committee.

*6.1 Coungcil Activities Report/Comments

6.2 Legislative Report — No Report.
Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council/ -5- April 8, 2014
Housing Authority/Successor Agency to 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.

The El Cajon Redevelopment Agency



ACTIVITIES REPORTS OF COUNCILMEMBERS

7.

MAYOR PRO TEM KENDRICK
Heartland Communications JPA; Heartland Fire Training JPA; SANDAG (San Diego
Association of Governments) - Alternate; SANDAG Public Safety Committee -
Alternate.

*TA Council Activities Report/Comments

8.

COUNCILMEMBER TONY AMBROSE
Chamber of Commerce — Government Affairs; MTS (Metropolitan Transit System
Board) - Alternate; East County Economic Development Council; METRO Commission/
Wastewater JPA.

*8.1 Council Activities Report/Comments

9.

COUNCILMEMBER STAR BALES
East County Economic Development Council - Alternate; METRO Commission/
Wastewater JPA — Alternate; Indian Gaming Local Community Benefit Commitiee —
Alternate.

*9.1 Council Activities Report/Comments

10.

COUNCILMEMBER BOB McCLELLAN
MTS (Metropolitan Transit System Board); Harry Griffen Park Joint Steering Committee;
Heartland Communications JPA — Alternate.

*10.1 Council Activities Report/Comments

11. JOINT COUNCILMEMBER REPORTS - None

12. GENERAL INFORMATION ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION - None

Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council/ -6~ April 8, 2014
Housing Authority/Successor Agency to 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.
The El Cajon Redevelopment Agency



13. ORDINANCES: FIRST READING - None

14. ORDINANCES: SECOND READING AND ADOPTION - None

16. CLOSED SESSIONS - None

ADJOURNMENT: The Regular Joint Meeting of the El Cajon City Council/
El Cajon Housing Authority/Successor Agency fo the El Cajon Redevelopment
Agenicy held this 8th day of April 2014 is adjourned to Tuesday, April 8, 2014, at
7:00 p.m.

Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council/ -7- April 8, 2014
Housing Authority/Successor Agency to 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.
The El Cajon Redevelopment Agency



Tuesday, April 8, 2014
7:00 p.m.

COUNCIL CHAMBERS
200 Civic Center Way
El Cajon, California

o CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Bill Wells
o ROLL CALL: City Clerk Belinda Hawley

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO FLAG AND MOMENT OF SILENCE
(The Courts have concluded that sectarian prayer as part of City Council Meetings is
not permitted under the Constitution.)

o AGENDA CHANGES:

e PUBLIC COMMENT:

(/;t this time, any person may address a matter within the jurisdiction of the City\
Council/Housing Authority/Successor Agency to the ElI Cajon Redevelopment
Agency that is not on the Agenda. Comments relating to items on today’s docket
are to be taken at the time the item is heard. State law prohibits discussion or
action on items not on the Agenda; however, Council, Authority and Agency
Members may briefly respond to statements or questions. An item may be placed
on a future Agenda. In addition to briefly responding to statements or questions
from the public, Councilmembers may also address the City Council during this

i Y

*Backup Information Available — Housing Authority
and Successor Agency ltems are identified

Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council/ -8- April 8, 2014
Housing Authority/Successor Agency to 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.
The El Cajon Redevelopment Agency



PUBLIC HEARINGS:

*100 CAMDEN YARDS - NEGATIVE DECLARATION; GENERAL PLAN
AMENDMENT No. 2012-01; ZONE RECLASSIFICATION No. 2310;
SPECIFIC PLAN No. 522; AND TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP No. 656
(Report: Planning Manager)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:

¢ Open the Public Hearing and receive testimony;
¢ Close the Public Hearing;

THEN
s Move to ADOPT the next RESOLUTION, in order, APPROVING proposed
Negative Declaration;

o Move to ADOPT the next RESOLUTION, in order, APPROVING General Plan
Amendment No. 2012-01;

¢ Move to INTRODUCE the next ORDINANCE, in order, APPROVING Zone
Reclassification No. 2310;

If approved, Mayor requests the City Clerk to read the title of the Ordinance.

¢ Move to INTRODUCE the next ORDINANCE, in order, APPROVING Specific
Plan No. 522;

If approved, Mayor requests the City Clerk to read the title of the Ordinance.

o Move to ADOPT the next RESOLUTION, in order, APPROVING Tentative
Subdivision Map No. 656.

101 ITEMS CONTINUED FROM THE 3:00 P.M. MEETING (IF ANY)

ADJOURNMENT: The Adjourned Regular Joint Meeting of the El Cajon City
Council/El Cajon Housing Authority/Successor Agency to the El Cajon
Redevelopment Agency held this 8™ day of April 2014, is adjourned to
Tuesday, April 22, 2014, at 3:00 p.m,

Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council/ -9- April 8, 2014
Housing Authority/Successor Agency to 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.
The El Cajon Redevelopment Agency



DRAFT MINUTES 1.1

JOINT MEETING OF THE o
EL CAJON CITY COUNCIL &N,
AND REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY i

MINUTES

CITY OF EL CAJON
EL CAJON, CALIFORNIA

March 25, 2014

An Adjourned Regular Joint Meeting of the El Cajon City1Council and Redevelopment
Agency of the City of El Cajon, California held Tuesday, March 25, 2014, was called to
order by Mayor/Chair Bill Wells at 3:00 p.m., in the Council Chambers, 200 Civic
Center Way, EI Cajon, California. This %ﬁng was.adjourned from the Adjourned
Regular Joint meeting held at 3: n March 111, 2014.

p.m.

ROLL CALL
Council/Agenc

Am rose| Bales and McClellan
Council/Agencyf( Kendrick

members absent
Mayor Pro Tem/Vice Ghair present: N
Mayor/Chair present: Wells
Other Officers gr sent; Hawley, City Clerk/Secretary

Foley, City Attorney/General Counsel
Al-Ghafry, Assistant City Manager
Officer absent: Williford, City Manager/Executive Director

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO FLAG led by Mayor Wells and MOMENT OF
SILENCE. (The Courts have concluded that sectarian prayer as part of City Council
Meetings is not permitted under the Constitution).

POSTINGS: The City Clerk posted Orders of Adjournment of the March 11, 2014,
meeting and the Agenda of the March 25, 2014, meeting in accordance to State Law
and Council/Authority/Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency Policy.

Joint Mleeting: El Cajon City Council March 25, 2014
And Redevelopment Agency -63- 3:00 p.m.
DRAFT MINUTES



PRESENTATIONS: None

Council encouraged students from Valhalla High School to introduce themselves.
AGENDA CHANGES: None

CONSENT ITEMS: (1.1-1.8)

MOTION BY WELLS, SECOND BY McCLELLAN, to APPROVE
Consent ltems 1.1 to 1.8.

MOTION CARRIES BY UNANIMOUS VOTE OF THOSE PRESENT.
(KENDRICK — Absent)

1.1 MINUTES OF CITY COUNCIL/REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETINGS

Approve Minutes of the March 11, 2014, meeting M El Cajon City
Council/Redevelopment Agency.

1.2 WARRANTS

y the F'ineﬁf:e Department.

Approve payment of WarraHtS/a\submitt

1.3 APPROVAL OF REAI?iN

OF ORDINANCES ON AG

| BY TITLE\AND WAIVER OF READING IN FULL
ND

y title @nd, waive fth ading in full of all Ordinances on the

Agenda.

Approve the r]a in

1.4 SUBDI\)IS N/ AGREEMENT AND FINAL MAP FOR TENTATIVE
SUBDI IISIO MAP (TSM) 655 - 1300 Lorna Avenue, Engineering Job No.
3445 (Report:

Deputy Director of Public Works)

Approve the Subdivision Agreement and Final Map for Tentative Subdivision Map
(TSM) 655 at 1300 Lorna Avenue, authorizing execution of the Agreement.

1.5 RESOLUTION: APPLICATION TO STATE OF CALIFORNIA FOR A
SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES PLANNING GRANT
(Report: Planning Manager)

Adopt RESOLUTION NO. 021-14 approving a grant application to the State of
California to update the City’'s General Plan, Land Use Codes and Infrastructure
Plans.

JointMeeting: El Cajon City Council March 25, 2014
And Redevelopment Agency -64 - 3:00 p.m.
DRAFT MINUTES



CONSENT ITEMS: (Continued)

1.6 RESOLUTION: APPLICATION FOR A HOUSING-RELATED PARKS
PROGRAM GRANT (Report: Director of Recreation)

Adopt RESOLUTION NO. 022-14 to approve the application for Statewide Housing-
Related Park Program Grant.

1.7 RESOLUTION: ADOPTION OF THE 2012 STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS
FOR PUBLIC WORKS CONSTRUCTION (GREENBOOK), THE 2012
SAN DIEGO COUNTY REGIONAL SUPPLEMENT TO THE STANDARD
SPECIFICATIONS, AND THE 2012 SAN DIEGO REGIONAL STANDARD
DRAWINGS (Report: Deputy Director of Public Works)

Adopt RESOLUTION NO. 023-14 approving adoption of the 2012 Standard
Specifications for Public Works Construction (Greenbook), the 2012 San Diego
County Regional Supplement to the Standard Specifications, an F 2012 Regional
Standard Drawings as the official Standard Specifications angStandard Drawings for
the City of El Cajon.

1.8 RESOLUTION: AWARD OF BID NO. 01714, HILLSIDE RECREATION

CENTER, Engineering Job No. lFﬁl\’:\ZMO (Re : PurclJIasing Agent)
Adopt RESOLUTION NO.,024-14 and aw
responsible bidder, EC Cons’ﬂ;u tors, Inci,
of $1,108,4

rd the [bid to the lowest responsive,
in the amount of-$1,076,980.00, plus
.00.

additive altern r a total

PUBLIC COMMENT:

Brenda Hammo poke about homeless people being placed in the “mental”
catergory and the hafassment she has experienced.

Robert Mcnutt spoke about security deficiencies found in the Solterra apartment
building at 131 Chambers Avenue. He asked for red curbs to be painted in front of the
apartment building for safety purposes, and would like the City to address speeding
cars in the area.

Hildie Kraus, Branch Manager at the El Cajon Public Library, invited the students
present at today’s Council Meeting to volunteer at the library. She invited Council and
public to the Multicultural Family Fiesta event on Saturday March 29, 2014, and
announced that donations are being accepted for a prom dress giveaway to be held
on April 5™

Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council March 25, 2014

And Redevelopment Agency -65- 3:00 p.m.
DRAFT MINUTES



PUBLIC COMMENT: (Continued)

Councilmember Bales mentioned that she attended a suicide prevention seminar
sponsored by the Veterans Commission. She encouraged the public to call 1-800-
273-8255, ext. 1, if they suspect a veteran is struggling and is in need of help.

Councilmember Ambrose quoted President Dwight D. Eisenhower.

Mayor Wells stated he attended an enjoyable dance recital, and praised the work
done by the Recreation Department.

2. WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS: None
3. PUBLIC HEARINGS: None
4. ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS:

4.1 BROADWAY RESIDENTIAL AT 1160 BROADWAY = Council Review of
Conditional Use Permit No. 208 (Report:PlanningManager)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council acceptthis adminisirative report on the
status of Broadway Residential group re id%ntial facility;] and approve additional time
from the date of this report to complete r 7a! ing conditions of approval.

ION

DIS(

Assistant Cit ager Al-Ghafry provided 'a summary of the administrative report
on the status of the Broadway, roxp faﬁi/tﬁ)

Police Captain Arvan r sp:i\ged to questions from Councilmember Ambrose
regarding public ¢ laints against the facility. He indicated that complaint calls have
greatly decreased to/only three calls during the last two months of 2013.

Mayor Wells requests a follow up report a year from now on the completion of the
conditions of approval for the project.

MOTION BY AMBROSE, SECOND BY BALES, to ACCEPT the report
and APPROVE the request for additional time as follows: Six (6)
months to complete the fire alarm upgrade and smoke barrier double
doors, and one (1) year to complete the fire-rated exit corridors.

MOTION CARRIES BY UNANIMOUS VOTE OF THOSE PRESENT.
(KENDRICK — Absent)

Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council March 25, 2014
And Redevelopment Agency -66 - 3:00 p.m.
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5. COMMISSION REPORTS: None
6. ACTIVITIES REPORTS OF MAYOR WELLS/COMMENTS

SANDAG (San Diego Association of Governments); SANDAG Public Safety
Committee; League of California Cities, San Diego Division; Heartland; Fire Training
JPA — Alternate; Indian Gaming Local Community Benefit Committee.

6.1 Council Activities Report/Comments
REPORT AS STATED.

6.2 Legislative Report: No Report

6.3  Support for Youth Choir of San Diego

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council consider financially supporting the
Youth Choir of San Diego.

DISCUSSION

Mayor Wells suggested donating $5000.00 at this|ti nd reviewing their progress
in six (6) months, and possibly donating 7ﬂ4ﬁjition | B%O0.00 t that point.

Councilmember Ambrose

like to/kpow how the-money will be spent and what

’ .| Mayor Wells suggests inviting
the group back to next ng to present their plans for East County youth.

MOTIO ELLS, SECOND BY AMBROSE, to TABLE the ltem to
the next me
to attend the meeting

MOTION/CARRIES BY UNANIMOUS VOTE OF THOSE PRESENT.

(KENDRICK ~ Absent)
ACTIVITIES REPORTS OF COUNCILMEMBERS

MAYOR PRO TEM GARY KENDRICK

Heartland Communications JPA; Heartland Fire Training JPA; SANDAG (San Diego
Association of Governments) - Alternate; SANDAG Public Safety Commitiee —
Alternate.

7.1 Council Activities Report/Comments

REPORT AS STATED.
Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council March 25, 2014
And Redevelopment Agency -67 - 3:00 p.m.
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ACTIVITIES REPORTS OF COUNCILMEMBERS: (Continued)

8.
COUNCILMEMBER TONY AMBROSE

Chamber of Commerce — Government Affairs; MTS (Metropolitan Transit System
Board) - Alternate; East County Economic Development Council; METRO
Commission/ Wastewater JPA.

8.1 Council Activities Report/Comments

REPORT AS STATED.

COUNCILMEMBER STAR BALES
East County Economic Development Council - Altemate;ayEIF{O Commission/
Wastewater JPA — Alternate; Indian Gaming Local Community Bengfit Committee —
Alternate.

9.1 Council Activities Report/Comme

REPORT AS STATED.

10. Q
COUNCGILMEMBER BOB McCLELLAN

MTS (Metropoljtan Transit System Board); Harry Griffen Park Joint Steering
Committee; Heartland|Com {c)axtion PA — Alternate.

10.1 Council Activjties Report/Comments

REPORT/AS/ STATED.

11. LEGISLATIVE REPORT: None

12. GENERAL INFORMATION ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION: None

13. ORDINANCES: FIRST READING - None

14. ORDINANCES: SECOND READING AND ADOPTION - None

Joint Meeting: E! Cajon City Council March 25, 2014

And Redevelopment Agency -68 - 3:00 p.m.
DRAFT MINUTES



15. CLOSED SESSION: None

Adjournment: Mayor Wells adjourned the Adjourned Regular Joint Meeting of
the City Council/ Redevelopment Agency held this 25" day of March, 2014, at
3:48 p.m. to Tuesday, April 11, 2014, at 3:00 p.m.

BELINDA A. HAWLEY, CMC
City Clerk/Secretary

March 25, 2014

Joint Mesting: El Cajon City Council
3:00 p.m.

And Redevelopment Agency -69 -
DRAFT MINUTES



1.3

APPROVAL OF READING BY TITLE AND WAIVER OF READING
- OF ORDINANCES ON THIS AGENDA

The City Council waives the reading of the full text of every ordinance contained
in this agenda and approves the reading of the ordinance title only.



MEETING:_4/8/2014

memno: 14

TO: Mayor Wells, Mayor Pro Tem Kendrick
Councilmembers Ambrose, Bales, McClellan

FROM: Chief of Police Jim Redman

SUBJECT: 2018 San Diego County Stonegarden Collaborative Grant

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council take the following actions:

1. Authorize the City Manager or designee to accept the 2013 San Diego County
Stonegarden Collaborative Grant in the total amount of $25,000 and to execute any
grant documents and agreements necessary for the receipt and use of these funds;

2. Appropriate these funds in the amount of $22,915 for overtime and $1,474 for fringe
benefits, for a total of $25,000.

BACKGROUND:

The San Diego County Stonegarden Collaborative Grant reimburses police agencies throughout
San Diego for working overtime with other Law Enforcement Agencies to address border security
issues. The grant is funded by the U.S. Department of Homeland Security and is admlnlstered by
the San Diego Sheriff's Department.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The City of El Cajon is eligible to receive $25,000 as part of the allocation for the 2013 San Diego
County Stonegarden Collaborative Grant funds.

AMOUNT ~ GRANT PERIOD BUDGET ACTIVITY
$25,000 9/1/2013 — 5/31/2015 225900-PD053
PREPARED BY+ APPROVED BY:
£ A e T y /
Jim Redmaf [ Douglas Williford

CHIEF OF POLICE : CITY MANAGER



Clty Clerk Date Stamp

MEETING:_04/08/2014

City of El Eajo

memno:  1-5

AﬂﬂMﬁJﬁ@ﬂﬂFﬁ

TVO: Mayor Wells, Mayor Pro Tem Kendrick
Councilmembers Ambrose, Bales, McClellan

FROM: Purchasing Agent

SUBJECT: Radio Equipment Purchase

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council authorize the Purchasing Agent in
accordance with Municipal Code 3.20.010.C.5 to execute a purchase agreement with
Motorola Solutions, Inc. utilizing San Diego County RCS Contract No. 544679 for the
purchase of 57 replacement radios in the amount of $277,919.60.

BACKGROUND: On June 25, 2013, Council approved the budget to replace police
handheld and mobile radios with P25 compliant models. The City entered into an
agreement with the County of San Diego to participate in the 800Mhz Regional
Communications System (RCS) via Resolution No. 163-98. As part of the participation,
we are able to purchase hardware via San Diego County RCS Contract No. 544679
awarded to Motorola Solutions, Inc.

The RCS Contract pricing provides a 27.5% to 33.3% discount from list price.
Purchasing, in concurrence with the Chief of Police, recommends this purchase be made
from Motorola Solutions, Inc., because it is in the best interest of the City.

FISCAL IMPACT: The fiscal impact of this purchase is $277,919.60. Sufficient funds
are available in Activity/Account No. 615280-9020 (Police Department-Technology

Replacement).
PREPARED BY: REVIEWED BX: APPROVED BY:
Dede Porter Jim Rednﬁ\n Douglas Willif%d

PURCHASING AGENT CHIEF OF POLICE CITY MANAGER



City Clerk Date Stamp

MEETING:_04/08/2014

Citiy of Bl Gajon
Agenda Report

ITEM NO: 1.6 ,

“rhe Valley of Opportunity ]
TO: Mayor Wells, Mayor Pro Tem Kendrick *
Councilmembers Ambrose, Bales, McClellan

op, Ao A
Dorated

FROM: Purchasing Agent

SUBJECT: Award of Bid No. 020-14, Street Striping & Removal Services, Various
Locations in the City of El Cajon

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:
1) Find the fifth low bidder non-responsive for féilure to submit a properly notarized bid bond.

2) Based on the above, adopt the next resolution in order and award the bid to the lowest
responsive, responsible bidder, Statewide Stripes, Inc., in the estimated amount of $82,828.00.

BACKGROUND: On June 25, 2013, the City Council approved contracting for street striping and
removal services at various locations in the City of El Cajon. This contract is for an initial one-year
term with four one-year renewal options. Eleven prospective bidders obtained bid packages, and six
responses were received and opened at 2:00 p.m. March 13, 2014.

Contractors are required to submit bid security in the form of a cashier’s check, certified check, or
bidder'sbond made payable to the City of El Cajon, for an amount equal to at least ten percent (10%)
of the bid amount. The bid submitted by Safe USA, Inc., included a bid bond that was not properly
notarized and it is therefore non-responsive to the specifications.

Purchasing, in concurrence with the Assistant City Manager, recommends award of the bid to the
lowest responsive, responsible bidder, Statewide Stripes, Inc. The summary of bids is attached and
complete proposals are on file in Purchasing.

FISCAL IMPACT: The pricing of $82,828.00 is based on estimated annual quantities. The contract
amount will be based upon actual quantities completed at the unit bid price. Sufficient funds are
available for this contract in Activity/Account #152320-8576 (Public Works-Traffic Maintenance).
Funding for years two through five will be provided from annual budget appropriations as approved by
the City Council.

PREPARED BY: RE‘,@EWE BY: APPROVED BY:
Dede Porter [,/%MG afry / z Douglas Willifo
PURCHASING AGENT ASSISTANT CITY CITY MANAGE

MANAGER



BID SUMMARY-BID NO.

020-14

BIDDER

Statewide Stripes, Inc. (San Diego)

J &S Striping Company, Inc. (Ontario)
Chrisp Company (Fremont)

PCI (Long Beach)

Safe USA, Inc. (Ontario)

Luzaich Striping, Inc. (El Cajoh)

* RECOMMEND AWARD
ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE

TOTAL AMOUNT BID

$ 82,828.00*
$93,399.00
$109,380.00
$131,720.00
Non-Responsive
$159,755.00

$ 115,000.00



RESOLUTION NO. __-14
RESOLUTION AWARDING BID FOR
STREET STRIPING AND REMOVAL SERVICES
VARIOUS LOCATIONS IN THE CITY OF EL CAJON PROJECT.
(Bid No. 020-14).

WHEREAS, bids for the Street Striping and Removal Services Various Locations
in the City of El Cajon project were publicly opened at 2:00 p.m. on March 13, 2014; and

WHEREAS, six responses were received; and

WHEREAS, the bid submitted Safe USA, Inc. was deemed non-responsive to the
specifications for failure to submit a properly notarized bid bond; and

WHEREAS, Purchasing, in concurrence with the Assistant City Manager,
recommends award of the bid to the lowest responsive, and responsible, bidder; and

WHEREAS, the City Council believes it to be in the best interests of the City to
award the bid to the lowest responsive, and responsible, bidder.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF EL CAJON AS FOLLOWS: '

1. The City Council hereby rejects all other bids and proposals except that
herein mentioned, and awards the bid for the Street Striping and Removal Services
Various Locations in the City of El Cajon project to:

Statewide Stripes, Inc.

in an amount not to exceed $82,828.00.

2. The Mayor and City Clerk are authorized and directed to execute a
contract for said project on behalf of the City of El Cajon.

4/8/14 (ltem 1.6)

Street Striping and Removal Services awd Bid No 020-14






Initial Study / Environmental Checklist for the Camden Yard Project

f.  Conflict with the provisions of
an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, ] ] ] X
or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

Explanation of Checklist:

a-c: No Impact. The project site consists of a previously developed lot located in an
urbanized area. The building previously located on-site burned and was demolished,
leaving a vacant lot with the remnants of a surface parking lot. The site is surrounded by
multi-family residential, commercial, and institutional uses. No habitat for sensitive plant
or wildlife species exists on-site; nor are there riparian habitats or wetland resources
located on the site. Therefore, no impacts would result from the project.

d: No Impact. The site is located within an urbanized area which is not near an open
space or wildlife corridor; nor does the site itself serve as a wildlife corridor or nursery
site.

e-f: No Impact. There are no trees, habitat, or other biological resources located on-
site. The project is not located within an Habitat Conservation Plan or within the vicinity
of any local, regional, or state conservation plan.
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Initial Study / Environmental Checklist for the Camden Yard Project

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an N7
historical resource as defined in L L L X
§15064.57

b. Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an <
archaeological resource [ L X u
pursuant to §15064.57

c. Directly or indirectly destroy a
unique paleontological resource 7
or site or unigue geologic [ u X L]
feature?

d. Disturb human remains,
including those interred outside [l L] O X
of formal cemeteries?

Explanation of Checklist:

a: No Impact. The project site is disturbed and vacant with the exception of a surface
parking lot; the building previously located on-site burned and was demolished.
Therefore, there are no historical resources to be affected by the proposed site
improvements.

b-c: Less than Significant Impact. The significance of archaeological resources is
based on integrity and potential to yield research information. Because the project parcel
was developed in the past, the integrity of the project area has been compromised; thus,
the potential for unknown significant subsurface archaeological resources to be present
is considered low. In addition, excavation during construction activities would be minimal
(632 cubic vyards); whereas the threshold for potential impacts to paleontological
resources is generally 1,000 cubic yards; or more than 10 feet of cut. Therefore,
impacts to archaeological or palecntological resources would be less than significant.

d: No Impact. No cemeteries, formal or informal, have been identified on-site. There
would be no impacts.
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Initial Study / Environmental Checklist for the Camden Yard Project

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Would the project:

a. Expose people or structures to
potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving:

i. Rupture of a known
earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map issued by O O
the State Geologist for the
area or based on other
substantial evidence of a
known fault?

ii. Strong seismic ground
shaking?

ili. Seismic-related ground
failure, including liguefaction?

iv. Landslides?

b. Result in substantial soil erosion
or the loss of topsoil?

¢. Be located on a geologic unit or
soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of
the project, and potentially result
in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or coliapse?

d. Be located on expansive soil, as
defined in Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Building Code (1994), ] ] X ]
creating substantial risks to life or
property?

e. Have soils incapable of
adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative >
wastewater disposal systems L] L] L] A
where sewers are not available
for the disposal of wastewater?

X
[]

X

O O
OO0 O
X X X

oo O

L]
[]
<]
[]
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Initial Study / Environmental Checklist for the Camden Yard Project

Explanation of Checklist:

a: Less than Significant Impact. As El Cajon lies within a region known to be
seismically active, the potential exists for people and structures associated with new
residential projects to be exposed to strong ground shaking, ground failure, and soil
instability. The Rose Canyon Fault Zone is the nearest active fault system to the City.
Major tectonic activity associated with these and other faults within this regional tectonic
framework consists primarily of right-lateral strike-slip movement. Given the close
proximity of the Rose Canyon fault system to the City, a strong earthquake on this fault
could produce severe ground shaking in the City. Despite the potential of the Rose
Canyon fault system to produce severe ground shaking in the City, impacts to the project
would be precluded through adherence to requirements specified in the Alquist—Priolo
Act, the Uniform Building Code, Title 24 of the California Building Code, and all
development regulations of the City. Compliance with these building standards would
minimize impacts associated with seismic hazards.

b-d: Less than Significant Impact. The project site and vicinity are relatively flat and
most lowland areas with relatively level ground surface are not prone to landslides. The
development would be subject to the recommendations of a geotechnical study in order
to minimize potential impacts from expansive soils or soils prone to liquefaction or
erosion,

e: No Impact. The project would tie into the City’s wastewater system and would not
require the use of septic systems.
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Initial Study / Environmental Checklist for the Camden Yard Project

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Would the project:

Generate greenhouse gas
emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a ] | X< ]
significant impact on the
environment?

b. Conflict with an applicable plan,
policy or regulation adopted for
the purpose of reducing the ] O] X ]
emissions of greenhouse
gases?

Explanation of Checklist:

a-b: Less Than Significant Impact. The City does not currently have adopted
thresholds of significance for greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. Therefore, a 900-
metric-ton of carbon dioxide equivalent (MTCO.E) screening criterion is used to
determine when a detailed GHG analysis would be required by the City. This
methodology is consistent with guidance from the California Air Pollution Control Officers
Association (CAPCOA) report “CEQA & Climate Change” dated January 2008.

The CAPCOA report references the 900-metric-ton guideline as a conservative threshold
for requiring further analysis and mitigation. This emission level is based on the amount
of vehicle trips, typical energy and water use, and other factors associated with projects.
CAPCOA identifies project types that are estimated to emit approximately 900 MTCO,E
of GHGs annually. Projects that meet the criterion are not required by the City to prepare
a detailed Business as Usual (BAU) GHG technical analysis report.

Construction activities emit GHGs primarily though combustion of fuels (mostly diesel) in
the engines of off-road construction equipment and through combustion of diesel and
gasoline in on-road construction vehicles and in the commute vehicles of the
construction workers. Smaller amounts of GHGs are also emitted through the energy
use embodied in any water use (for fugitive dust control) and lighting for the construction
activity.

Operational activities emit GHGs primarily through the combustion of fuel in vehicles,
electricity generation and natural gas consumption, water use, and from solid waste
disposal.

GHG emissions were calculated using the CalEEMod computer program. It was
calculated that construction of the project would result in 62 MTCO,E and operation of
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Initial Study / Environmental Checklist for the Camden Yard Project

the project would result in 203 MTCO,E. Emissions would be less than the 900 MTCO,E
screening criterion; thus, impacts would be less than significant.

Additionally, the project would be constructed in accordance with the energy efficiency
standards, water reduction goals, and other “green” standards contained in the California
Green Building Standards. In addition, the project is an infill development that would
place residences in close proximity to existing neighborhood amenities and employment.
As such, the project would not conflict with plans, policies, or regulations adopted for the
purpose of reducing GHG emissions.
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Initial Study / Environmental Checklist for the Camden Yard Project

VIl. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Would the project:

a. Create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment
through routine transport, use, ] ] ] =
or disposal of hazardous
materials?

b. Create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions H ] ] X
involving the release of
hazardous materials into the
environment?

¢. Emit hazardous emissions or
handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, 7
substances, or waste within L u o X
one-quarter mile of an existing
or proposed school?

d. Be located on a site which is
included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code <
Section 65962.5 and, as a [ [ X 0
result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public
or the environment?

e. For a project located within an
airport land use plan or, where
such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a
public airport or public use O O ] X
airport, would the project result
in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the
project area?

f.  For a project within the vicinity
of a private airstrip, would the
project result in a safety hazard O O ] X
for people residing or working in
the project area?
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Initial Study / Environmental Checklist for the Camden Yard Project

g. Impair implementation of or
physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response ] ] ] X
plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

h. Expose people or structures to
a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands are ] L] ] X
adjacent to urbanized areas or
where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

Explanation of Checklist:

a-c: No Impact. Because of the nature of the project which involves only single-family
detached residential uses; no uses are proposed that would involve the use, transport,
or disposal of hazardous materials. Nor would the project generate significan{ quantities
of hazardous materials, be prone to the accidental release of hazardous materials, or
emit hazardous substances near a school.

d: Less than Significant Impact. The site was evaluated using appropriate databases
including the California Depariment of Toxic Substances Control EnviroStor database
which, pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, lists Federal Superfund, State
Response, Voluntary Cleanup, School Cleanup, Hazardous Waste Permit, and
Hazardous Waste Corrective Action sites. According to the EnviroStor database, there
are no listings for the project site and the nearest active cleanup site (a tiered permit for
American Metal Processing at Magnolia and Main) is approximately one-third of a mile
from the project site. Because of the nature of, and distance from, the nearest cleanup
site, no significant impacts are anticipated.

e-h: No Impact. Gillespie Field Airport is located within the City, but is approximately
2.4 miles from the project site. The project is not located within 2 miles of a private
airstrip. Therefore, the project would result in no impact relative to airport hazards. The
project site is located within an urbanized area far from any urban/wildfire interface areas
and the project would not interfere with any emergency response or evacuation plans.
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Initial Study / Environmental Checklist for the Camden Yard Project

IX.  HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the project:

a. Violate any water quality
standards or waste discharge ] ] X ]
requirements?

b. Substantially deplete
groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with ‘
groundwater recharge such that ] ] O X
there would be a net deficit in
aquifer volume or a lowering of
the local groundwater table?

c. Substantially alter the existing
drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the
alteration of the course of a <
stream or river, in a manner, L O X u
which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation
on- or off-site?

d. Substantially alter the existing
drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the
alteration of the course of a
stream or river, or substantially ] ] X []
increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner,
which would result in flooding
on- or off-site?

e. Create or contribute runoff
water, which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned 7
stormwater drainage systems [ u A L
or provide substantial additional
sources of poliuted runoff?

f.  Otherwise substantially
degrade water quality? L L] X [

g. Place housing within a 100-year
flood hazard area as mapped
on a federal Flood Hazard <
Boundary or Flood Insurance O [ [ A
Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?
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Initial Study / Environmental Checklist for the Camden Yard Project

h. Place within a 100-year flood
hazard area structures which
would impede or redirect flood [ L . X
flows?

i. Expose people or structures to
a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving flooding, ] ] ] >
including flooding as a result of
the failure of a levee or dam?

}. Contribute to inundation by
seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? L u L

Explanation of Checklist:

aand f: Less than Significant Impact. A Stormwater Conceptual Plan was prepared
for the project by Landmark Engineering Corporation and submitted to the City.
According to that document, the project is located within the Washington Channel Basin
which is not one of the two basins within the City listed on the Section 303(d) list as
being an “impaired water body.” The proposed residential project is an infill site within an
urbanized area and the City has procedures and regulations in place. These include
requirements for the implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs), preparation
of Storm Water Mitigation Plans, and submittal of Erosion Control Plans in compliance
with National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) provisions. Consistency
with this regulatory framework would adequately ensure that the project would not
impact water quality.

b: No Impact. The Helix Water District and Padre Dam Municipal Water District provide
potable water in the City. Therefore, implementation of the project would not deplete
groundwater supplies.

c-e: Less than Significant Impact. City regulations prohibit new development creating
runoff volumes or velocities that could cause the City's existing drainage system to
exceed its design capacity. Accordingly, a Drainage Study was prepared for the project
by Landmark Engineering Corporation (November 12, 2013). In the existing condition,
wherein the site is partially vacant and partially paved for surface parking, storm water
drains either westerly to South Magnolia Avenue or northerly to Camden Avenue. In the
proposed condition, the project would still be consistent with the existing drainage
pattern wherein storm water flowing to Magnolia and Camden Avenue gutters merges at
the cross gutter and flows northerly. However, the project design includes provisions for
planters and interior vegetated swales which would increase the “time of concentration”
and ensure that there would be no increase in the “Q” or “peak discharge” compared to
the existing condition. Impacts would be less than significant.

¢g-j: No Impact. With regard to risks due to dam or levee failure, the City is not located
within an area that would be impacted by any dam or levee failure. Seiche and mudflow
risk would also be negligible, as the City is not located near a large contained body of
water or downslope from an unstable hillside. With regard to tsunami risk the City is not
located within a mapped tsunami inundation area.
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Initial Study / Environmental Checklist for the Camden Yard Project

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Would the project:

a. Physically divide an established -
community? [ N [ A

b. Conflict with any applicable land
use plan, policy, or regulation of
an agency with jurisdiction over
the project adopted for the ] ] X ]
purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental

effect?

¢. Conflict with any applicable
habitat conservation plan or —
natural community conservation [ O [ A
plan?

Explanation of Checklist:

a and c: No Impact. The project site is vacant and the project is generally consistent
with surrounding land uses, which include medium density residential as well as single-
family residences converted to business uses. The project would not divide an
established community. As described in Section IV(f), there are no habitat conservation
plans in effect within the vicinity of the project.

b: Less than Significant. The project would require an amendment to the General Plan
to accommodate a change in land use and zoning. In the existing condition, the project
site’s land use and zoning are more consistent with the uses across South Magnolia and
across Camden Avenue (to the north and west). The proposed GPA and Rezoning
would make the project site consistent with the area directly adjacent to the south and
east, which is medium density residential. The project also proposes fewer parking
spaces than required by the Zoning Code for a PUD or PRD with 11 units; therefore, a
specific plan (SP No. 522) would be required in order to allow for the application of
special development standards (i.e., less parking). Upon approval of these discretionary
actions, the project would be consistent with the zoning ordinance and general plan and
no significant impacts would result.
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Initial Study / Environmental Checklist for the Camden Yard Project

Xl. MINERAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

a. Resultin the loss of availability
of a known mineral resource
that would be of value to the ] ] ] X
region and the residents of the
state?

b. Result in the loss of availability
of a locally important mineral
resource recovery site
delineated on a local general N L] L] X
plan, specific plan or other land
use plan?

Explanation of Checklist:

a and b: No Impact. There are no known mineral resources of significant value or
categorized as locally important within the City that would be lost due to residential
development accommodated by the Camden Yard project. As a result, there would be
no impact to mineral resources associated with implementation of the project.
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Initial Study / Environmental Checklist for the Camden Yard Project

Xll. NOISE

Would the project:

a. Expose persons to or generate
noise levels in excess of
standards established in the <
local general plan or noise L [ X L
ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

b. Expose persons to or generate

excessive ground borne 7

Lo , <
vibration or ground borne noise N [ X L
levels?

¢. Resultin a substantial
permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project ] ] X ]
vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

d. Resultin a substantial
temporary or periodic increase
in ambient noise levels in the O] ] X L]
project vicinity above existing
without the project?

e. For a project located within an
airport land use plan, or, where
such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a
public airport or public use ] ] ] X
airport, would the project
expose people residing or
working in the area to excessive
noise levels?

f.  For a project within the vicinity
of a private airstrip, would the
project expose people residing 1 M ] X
or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

Explanation of Checklist:

a~-d: Less Than Significant Impact. Noise levels in the City of El Cajon are regulated
by the General Plan and the Noise Ordinance. The City of El Cajon uses the day-night
level (Lgn) as the measure for assessing transportation noise impacts with respect to
land use planning. The Ly, is a 24-hour A-weighted decibel average sound level [dB(A)
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Initial Study / Environmental Checklist for the Camden Yard Project

Leq] Obtained after the addition of 10 decibels (dB) to the sound levels occurring between
10:00 P.M. and 7:00 A.M. Adding 10 dB to the nighttime hours accounts for the added
sensitivity of humans to noise during these time periods. The General Plan establishes
65 L4 as the maximum acceptable standard for noise sensitive land uses.

Impacts to sensitive receptors generated by activities at a given location are regulated
by the City's Municipal Code. The Noise Ordinance specifies maximum one-hour
average sound level limits at the boundary of a property. These maximum one-hour
sound level limits are the maximum noise levels allowed at any point on or beyond the
property boundaries due to activities occurring on the property. For single-family
residential uses, these limits are 60 dB(A) Le, between 7:00 A.M. and 7:00 P.M., 55 dB(A)
Leg between 7:00 p.m. and 10:00 p.m., and 50 dB(A) L., between 10:00 P.M. and
7:00 a.m.

The main source of noise on the project site is Magnolia Avenue. Magnolia Avenue has
a future year 2035 traffic volume of 12,600 ADT and a posted speed of 40 miles per hour
(mph). Camden Avenue does not carry a significant amount of traffic. Private front yards
are not considered noise sensitive areas, therefore, this noise analysis focuses on the
common recreation area. The project's common recreation area would be located
approximately 130 to 185 feet from the centerline of Magnolia Avenue. Noise levels at
the common recreation area due to traffic on Magnolia would range from 63.5 t0 65.0 Ly,
without consideration of noise shielding from the proposed buildings located immediately
adjacent to Magnolia Avenue. Shielding from the buildings would provide an additional 3
to 5 dB reduction in noise. Thus, noise levels at the common recreation area would not
exceed the standards established in the General Plan. With respect to interior noise
levels, the California Building Code regulates acceptable interior noise levels through the
building permit process; however, standard construction would provide sufficient exterior
to interior noise reduction to provide a comfortable interior noise environment.

The project proposes 11 single-family detached residential units which would generate
approximately 110 ADT. Adding this project traffic to the future volume of 12,600 ADT on
Magnolia Avenue would result in an insignificant increase in noise (0.04 dB). Permanent
increases in traffic noise would be less than significant.

During construction activities, the potential would exist for temporary or periodic
increases in noise levels and/or ground-borne noise and vibration levels on and adjacent
to the project site. The degree of such increases would depend on the type and intensity
of construction activity, equipment type used, duration of equipment use, and distance
between the noise source and noise receiver. Adherence to the allowable time limits
established in the City's Noise Ordinance would ensure that any such noise and
vibration increase would result in less than significant impacts.

e—f: No Impact. Gillespie Field is the closest airport to the project site and is located
more than two miles to the north. However, the project site is located well outside
(approximately 1.5 miles south) of the 60 community noise equivalent level (CNEL)
contour line for Gillespie Field. There would be no impact due to aircraft noise.
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Initial Study / Environmental Checklist for the Camden Yard Project

Xill. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Would the project:

Induce substantial population
growth in an area, either directly
(for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or ] ] X ]
indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other

infrastructure)?
b. Displace substantial numbers of
existing housing, necessitating the [ u [ 4
N

construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

¢. Displace substantial numbers of
people, necessitating the <
construction of replacement O O o X
housing elsewhere?

Explanation of Checklist:

a: Less Than Significant Impact. The project proposes a medium density detached
residential housing project which would assist the City of El Cajon in meeting its RHNA.
The project would be implemented within an urban infill site which already has roadway
access, all urban infrastructure; and is also surrounded on two sides by existing medium
density residential development; as such, it would not induce population growth.

b and ¢: No Impact. The project site is vacant; thus, the project would not displace
existing housing or people.
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XiV. PUBLIC SERVICES

Would the project:

a. Result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental
facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order
to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any
of the public services:

i. Fire protection? ] ] X []
i. Police protection? N ] X L]
iii. Schools? ] O ]
iv. Parks? ] ] X ]

Ll L] X ]

v. Other public facilities?

Explanation of Checklist:

a(i—v): Less Than Significant Impact. The project is located within an infill site in a
highly urbanized community well served with sewer and water lines, streets, drains and
other public utilities. In addition, the project site is served by Heartland Fire & Rescue, a
joint powers authority delivering fire protection and emergency medical services to the
cities of El Cajon, Lemon Grove, and La Mesa. Police protection is provided by El Cajon
Police Department located less than half a mile away. The EI Cajon Branch Library, part
of the San Diego County Library system, opened in 1991 and is located at
201 E. Douglas Avenue, less than a quarter mile to the north of the project site. Based
on Cajon Valley (elementary and middle school) and Grossmont Union (high school)
District student generation rates, the project would generate approximately five students.

The project proposes 11 units on approximately 0.69 acre. Residential development of
this magnitude would not be expected to significantly increase the demand for public
services; nor would it be anticipated to require the provision of new or expanded public
facilities. Further, the City would assess development impact fees (appropriate for
11 units) at the time that building permits are issued. Thus, impacts would be less than
significant.
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XV. RECREATION

Would the project:

Increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such <

that substantial physical [ O] X 0
deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?

b. Include recreational facilities or
require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities, <

which might have an adverse [ [ X [
physical effect on the
environment?

Explanation of Checklist:

a-b: Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed above for Public Services, the
project proposes 11 units within an urban infill site with access to existing public
infrastructure, including park and recreational facilities. The project provides
1,342 square feet of open space on-site and is centrally located approximately 0.71 mile,
0.27 mile, and 0.36 mile, respectively, from El Cajon City Park, Prescott Promenade,
and City Hall. Therefore, the project, while residential, is not of a magnitude that it is
anticipated to significantly increase the use of existing parks such that deterioration
would accelerate; nor would it require the addition or expansion of park facilities.
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XVI. TRANSPORTATION / TRAFFIC

Would the project:

onflict with an applicable plan,
ordinance, or policy establishing
measures of effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation
system, taking into account all
modes of transportation including
mass transit and non-motorized ] O X L]
travel and relevant components of
the circulation system, including
but not limited to intersections,
streets, highways and freeways,
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and
mass fransit?

b. Conflict with an applicable
congestion management program,
including, but not limited to level of
service standards and travel
demand measures, or other ] ] X ]
standards established by the
county congestion management
agency for designated roads or
highways?

¢. Resultin a change in air traffic
patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a ] ] ] X
change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?

d. Substantially increase hazards due
to a design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) H ] ] X
or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

e. Resultin inadequate emergency <
access? [ [ [ A

f. Conflict with adopted policies,
plans, or programs regarding
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian o
facilities, or otherwise decrease the L [ X [
performance or safety of such
facilities?
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Explanation of Checklist:

a-b, f: Less Than Significant Impact. The project proposes 11 single-family detached
residential units which would generate approximately 110 ADT based on SANDAG Trip
Generation Rates. The addition of these trips onto S. Magnolia and E. Camden would
not substantially degrade the existing LOS on these sireet segments. In addition, the
project location is an urban infill site which is currently zoned for office professional uses.
Using 11.7 trips per 1,000 square feet, the existing zoning could allow approximately 610
ADT if the site was utilized to the fullest extent. An office professional building,
therefore, would generate approximately 500 more ADT than the proposed single-family
residential use.

Further, as discussed in the El Cajon Housing Element Update, an urban infill project is
expected to generate fewer vehicular trips and more multi-modal trips than conventional
development. The project site is less than a quarter mile from downtown El Cajon which
has bus routes, enhanced secondary pedestrian routes, and Class Il bike lanes along
West Washington Avenue. The El Cajon transit center is less than a mile to the west.
To the south, the bus route along West Washington Avenue is less than an eighth of a
mile from the project site.

c: No Impact. The nearest airport (Gillespie Field) is more than 2 miles from the project
site and the project would not cause a change in air traffic patterns or an increase in
safety risks.

d-e: No Impact. Access to the project site would be taken from East Camden Avenue,
which carries significantly less traffic than West Magnolia Avenue. The internal driveway
allows access to each unit's two-car garage and also provides emergency vehicle
turnaround at the terminus along the southern portion of the project site. No parking of
vehicles would be allowed within the driveway itself in order to ensure that emergency
vehicles have full and free access to the interior of the site at all times.
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XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Would the project:

Exceed wastewater treatment
requirements of the applicable <

Regional Water Quality Control L N A [
Board?

b. Require or result in the
construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the o L D O
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

c. Require or result in the
construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of 7
existing facilities, the construction L O X u
of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

d. Have sufficient water supplies
available to serve the project from
existing entitiements and ] ] < ]
resources, or are new or expanded
entitlements needed?

e. Resultin a determination by the
wastewater freatment provided
which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate ] ] X O
capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition to the
provider’s existing commitments?

f. Be served by a landfill with
sufficient permitted capacity to 7
accommodate the project’s solid o L X [
waste disposal needs?

g. Comply with federal, state, and
local statutes and regulation O ] X L]
related to solid waste?
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Explanation of Checklist:

a—e: Less than Significant Impact.

The project would be located within an urbanized infill site that already has access to
water, wastewater, and storm water infrastructure. Wastewater and storm water
services are provided by the City of El Cajon. Water is supplied by the Helix Water
District. The project is less than 500 units; thus, the project is not required (pursuant {o
SB 221) to conduct a water supply assessment.

While the project would result in an incrementally greater demand for water, wastewater,
and storm water treatment compared to the existing condition, the magnitude of the
proposed 11 residential units is anticipated to be such that the incremental increase in
demand for services would not result in the need for new or expanded facilities. Based
on water consumption rates and wastewater generation rates (Helix Water District and
San Diego Metro), the water demand for the 11-unit project would be approximately 2.75
acre-feet per year with a wastewater generation of approximately 1,540 gallons per day.

f-g: Less than Significant Impact. Solid waste service for the City of El Cajon is
provided by Waste Management in El Cajon who disposes of non-recyclable solid waste
generated by the City at the Sycamore Landfill. Services provided by Waste
Management include the provision of mandatory three-cart collection services to all
single-family residential property. Three-cart collection requires residents to sort their
solid waste into three categories: non-recyclable solid waste; recyclable material; and
green waste. The City of El Cajon estimates 4.96 pounds of solid waste generated per
person per day.

As with the rest of El Cajon, the project would be served by Waste Management.
However, the proposed homes have very little private landscaping and landscaping
activities on-site would be undertaken by contracted landscapers who would take care of
any green waste generated. Therefore, the proposed residences would have only non-
recyclable solid waste and recyclable material bins. The project would comply with the
City's implementation of the Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SREE), required
pursuant to the State Legislature’s Integrated Waste Management Act, which mandated
that all cities reduce waste disposal in landfills from generators within their borders.,
impacts relative to the project's solid waste disposal needs would be less than
significant.
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XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Does the project:

a. Have the potential to degrade
the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat
of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to <
eliminate a plant or animal O L X O
community, reduce the number
or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California
history or prehistory?

b. Does the project have impacts
that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable?
(*Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental
effects of a project are ] O X< ]
considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects
of probable futures projects)?

¢. Does the project have
environmental effects, which will
cause substantial adverse O O X ]
effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly?

Explanation of Checklist:

a—c: Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed throughout the above portions of the
Initial Study Checklist, the project does not impact biological or historical resources as
the site was previously developed; but the building burned and was demolished. The
11 single-family dwellings proposed would produce a slight increase in population within
the area, but the growth would be a less than significant incremental increase both by
itself and in consideration of cumulative projects in the area. As detailed in prior
sections of this document, the project does not cause any significant environmental
effects and no mitigation measures would be required.
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XiX. DETERMINATION AND PREPARERS

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE FEE DETERMINATION

(Fish and Game Code Section 711.4, Statutes of 2006 —- SB 1535)

[X]1 It is hereby found that this project involves no potential for any adverse effect,
either individual or cumulatively, on wildlife resources and that a “Certificate of
Fee Exemption” shall be prepared for this project.

[ 1 Iltis hereby found that this project could potentially impact wildlife, individually or
cumulatively, and therefore, fees in accordance with Section 711.4(d) of the Fish
and Game Code shall be paid to the County Clerk.

Report Preparers
RECON Environmental, inc., 1927 Fifth Avenue, San Diego, CA 92101

XX. REFERENCES

Section 15150 of the State CEQA Guidelines permits an environmental document to
incorporate by reference other documents that provide relevant data. The documents
listed below are hereby incorporated by reference. The pertinent material is summarized
throughout this Initial Study / Environmental Checklist where that information is relevant
to the analysis of impacts of the Project. The following references were used in the
preparation of this Initial Study / Environmental Checklist and are available for review at
the City Hall located at 200 Civic Center Way, in El Cajon.

California Depariment of Conservation
2008 Important Farmland Designations, San Diego County. Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program. Available at
ftp:/fftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dirp/FMMP/pdf/2008/sdg08_west.pdf.

City of El Cajon
2001 General Plan.
2013 Draft Housing Element Update.

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

2012 “Climate Change Basics”. Available at
http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/basics. June 14.
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Community Development Department

Cpored Planning Division
City of El Cajon PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA REPORT
Agendaltem: = 2
Project Name: | Camden Yards

Amend the General Plar and the Zonlng Map, and ‘

Request: ,
. approve a SpECIflC plan for the construction of an eleven
. - | unit common interest re5|dentlal development ’
CEQA Recommendation: V'Negatlve Declaration
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: | Recommend City Council approval .
Project Number(s): General Plan Amendment No. 2012-01; Zone
Reclassification No. 2310; Specific Plan No. 522; Tentative
Subdivision Map No. 656

Location: Southeast corner of South Magnolia and East Camden
Avenues

Applicant: G8 Development
Project Planner: Eric Craig
City Council Hearing Required? | Yes f Tentatively scheduled for April 08, 2014
Recommended Actions: 1. Conduct the public hearing; and

2. MOVE to adopt the next resolutions in order
recommending City Council approval of the proposed
Negative Declaration; to change the subject site’s
General Plan designation from O/NR to MR and zoning
from O-P to RM-2200; for a new residential
development by specific plan; and subdivision map,
subject to conditions

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposal includes an amendment of the General Plan and Zoning Map, an 11-unit
common-interest residential project by specific plan, and the conveyance of real
property by a tentative subdivision map. Specifically, the proposal would change the
land use designation of the subject property from Office/Non-Retail (O/NR) to
Medium Density Residential (MR), and the zoning designation from Office-Professional
(O-P) to Residential, Multi-Family, 2200 (RM-2200). Furthermore, a specific plan is
proposed to program the design, development standards and maintenance of an 11-unit
townhome development. A 12-lot tentative subdivision map is proposed for the
creation of real property.

200 Civic Center Way | El Cajon | California | 92020 | 619-441-1742
www.ci.el-cajon.ca.us/dept/comm/planning.html
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BACKGROUND
General Plan: Office/Non-Retail (O/NR)
Specific Plan: None
Zone: Office-Professional (O-P)
Other City Plan(s): N/A
Regional and State Plan(s): Gillespie Field Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP)
Notable State Law(s): Subdivision Map Act

Project Site & Constraints

The subject property occupies the southeast corner of South Magnolia and East Camden
Avenues, with frontage on both streets. The site area is 29,931 square feet, generally flat,
and is currently vacant. There is a 15-foot wide sewer easement along the east property
line, and overhead power lines run east and west along the East Camden Avenue
frontage. Curbside parking is available along both street frontages.

The adjacent property to the east and south is developed with a 63-unit apartment
complex. Parking areas for the apartment project is located along the common property
lines and those parking areas are covered by large metal carports.

Surrounding Context

Properties surrounding the project site are developed and zoned as follows:

Direction , Zones Land Uses
North O-P Daycare/Head Start Program
South RM-2200 Apartments
East RM-2200 Apartments
West O-P Mix of office uses and residential
units

General Plan

The current land use designation of the subject property is Office/Non-Retail (O/NR)
according to the General Plan Land Use Map. However, the applicant is proposing to
change the land use designation to Medium Density Residential (MR). The MR
designation is intended to accommodate residential development in the density range
of 18 to 20 dwelling units per acre. The General Plan designates residential land use
classifications intended to accommodate various densities of residential development
within the city. It is the intent of every residential zone to implement the goals and
objectives of the General Plan by regulating residential development with specific
development standards.

The General Plan text provides the framework for determining if the proposed land use
change is consistent with the General Plan. Specifically, Goal 5 of the General Plan calls
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for a broad range of housing types to be made available to meet the housing needs of
various age and income groups. Furthermore, Policy 5-2.1 states that “the City will
provide a variety of residential development opportunities in the City to fulfill regional
housing needs.”

The attached General Plan Zoning Consistency Chart lists the individual zone districts
which are compatible within the various land use designations of the General Plan.
According to the chart, the proposed RM-2000 zone is compatible with the proposed
MR General Plan designation.

Municipal Code

The Zoning Code provides the minimum lot requirements for properties within
residential zone categories. The proposed RM-2200 zone is intended for residential
development in the medium density range which is between 18 to 20 units per acre.

A specific plan is a plan for a particular portion of the City where circumstances require
a more detailed framework of development than the General Plan, and more detailed
standards than the general provisions of the Zoning Code. It effectively establishes a
link between implementing policies of the General Plan and the individual
development proposals in a defined area. Since the proposed General Plan MR
designation and RM-2200 zone compliment the adjacent developed areas to the south
and east, and the proposed project’s density (16 du/ac) is below the MR density range
(18 to 20 du/acre), and the General Plan directs a flexible approach to land use changes
and trends, a specific plan is the more appropriate entitlement to implement the
proposed development.

Subdivision Ordinance/ Subdivision Map Act

TSM No. 656 proposes to- divide the subject property into 12 lots for residential
purposes, including one common lot. The authority and procedures for the processing
of a tentative subdivision map are found in the California Subdivision Map Act, and the
City of El Cajon Subdivision Ordinance (Title 16 of the El Cajon Municipal Code.)

The Planning Commission’s role in analyzing and making a decision regarding a
proposed subdivision map is described in Section 16.12.080 of the El Cajon Municipal
Code (ECMC). Section 16.12.080 requires the Planning Commission to make a report to
the City Council regarding the design of the proposed subdivision and the nature and
extent of the proposed improvements. In this context, “improvements” mean public or
private, street and/or drainage improvements.

Gillespie Field

The Gillespie Field Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) is a regional plan
that governs the subject site and the surrounding area. The ALUCP is a policy
document designed to implement the primary objectives of the State Aeronautics Act
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and the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook by promoting compatibility
between Gillespie Field and the land uses that surround it. This plan, prepared for land
uses in the area of Gillespie Field, is used by the San Diego County Regional Airport
Authority for the orderly growth of the airport and the surrounding area. In addition,
this plan provides compatibility policies and criteria applicable to the City of El Cajon
and other affected local agencies in the design of new development.

The subject site is located within Review Area No. 2 of the Gillespie Field Airport
Influence Area, and is therefore subject to the ALUCP. However, since the proposed
project does not meet specific criteria, it does not require Airport Land Use Commission
review.

DISCUSSION

The proposed project includes 11 detached, three story townhomes, with two-car
garages on the ground floor. Also proposed are landscaping improvements, a common
courtyard and playground, and four visitor parking stalls. The homes are arranged
along a common internal driveway providing access to the garages with eight units
fronting on Camden and South Magnolia Avenues, two units on the north and south
side of a courtyard and playground, and one residence facing the visitor parking area
and emergency vehicle turn-around at the southeast corner of the site. There are three
proposed floor plans, each with a distinct exterior building design.

General Plan Amendment and Zone Change

The proposal to change the General Plan designation of the subject property from
O/NR to MR is consistent with the goals and policies of the General Plan, which call for
a broad range of housing types, and the fulfillment of regional housing needs. The
majority of housing stock in the City of El Cajon consists of single-family homes and
multi-tenant apartment buildings. However, the recent trend in housing construction
has favored infill projects in the form of common-interest developments. This proposal
to build townhomes in a common interest development would continue the recent
trend, adding much needed variety to the City’s housing stock.

The proposal to change the zoning designation of the subject property is consistent with
the proposed General Plan land use designation. Moreover, the area and dimensions of
the subject property exceed the minimum lot requirements of the proposed RM-2200
zone.

Design and Architecture

The project design orients the majority of the proposed units outward to activate the
streetscape along South Magnolia and East Camden Avenues. A small neighborhood
gathering place is provided in the form of a common interior courtyard and
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playground. Additionally, each of the proposed homes includes a private courtyard
and a private balcony on either the 27 or 3+ story.

The proposed architectural design satisfies all of the criteria described in the Zoning
Code for aesthetic quality. The designs provide architectural interest and surface
richness through variations in building materials, wall planes, and fenestration. The
exterior building materials include mauve tile roofs, various shades of beige, tan, and
brown stucco, tan and grey ledge stone trim, wood trellises, window shudders, window
canopies, and decorative ironwork. The overall architectural style reflects
Mediterranean influences.

There are three proposed floor plans. Two of the plans provide three bedrooms with
three and a half bathrooms. The third floor plan is a four bedroom, four bathroom plan.
Each plan includes an attached garage and private outdoor courtyard on the ground
floor.

The second story of each floor plan includes the kitchen and living room. The three
bedroom plans also include a dining room and patio on the second story, while the four
bedroom plan has a smaller dining room, but provides a bedroom and bath on the
second floor. The four bedroom plan does not have a patio on the second story. Instead,
it provides a patio on the third story, which is accessible from the master bedroom.

Parking, Transportation, and Circulation

Off-street parking would consist of private two-car garages attached to each of the 11
units. Four additional visitor parking spaces would be provided at the southeast corner
of the project, for a total of 26 off-street parking spaces at the site. By comparison, if the
applicant were proposing apartment units, rather than single family homes in a specific
plan, the parking requirement would be 25 spaces. Assuming a distance of 25 feet per
curbside parallel parking space, the adjacent public streets to the project provide an
additional 11 parking spaces.

Access to the project site would be provided via a common driveway on East Camden
Avenue. The driveway would provide access to the private garages and visitor parking
spaces at the site. Pedestrian access would be provided by paved sidewalks connecting
the common areas to the unit entrances, and by the public sidewalks on South Magnolia
and East Camden Avenues.

The San Diego Metropolitan Transit System provides bus service on Magnolia Avenue,
and there is a bus stop located approximately 250 feet from the project site on the west
side of South Magnolia Avenue. The bus routes serving the bus stop provide direct
access to the El Cajon Transit Center.

Given the availability of curbside parking on adjacent public streets, the availability of
bus service and the project site’s proximity to the downtown district, there are sufficient
transportation options to serve the future residents of the proposed project and to
connect the project to the local and regional transportation network.
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Open Space, Recreation Areas, and Landscaping

The proposed development includes a 575 square foot common courtyard with shade
trees and benches, and a 750 square foot playground (tot lot). Each unit contains a
private landscaped courtyard with areas ranging from 250 to 435 square feet. The total
area of proposed landscaping is 7,429 square feet, which includes street trees in the
public right of way along East Camden and South Magnolia Avenues. Also proposed
are terraced planters which would form a barrier separating the private courtyards
from the street. Additional landscaping is proposed along the common alley and in the
common courtyard/playground area.

Landscaping for the project will require approval of a Landscape Documentation
Package, to ensure compliance with the water efficiency standards in Chapter 17.195 of
the Zoning Code.

Lighting

The project elevations depict exterior wall sconces to provide lighting outside the fronts
of the proposed townhomes. However, no lighting is depicted on the project site plan
for the common driveway, courtyard, and parking area. At a minimum, additional
lighting is needed in the common courtyard and visitor parking area. Moreover, wall
mounted lights at the rear of each unit, near the garage doors, will provide sufficient
lighting in the common driveway. Therefore, staff has added requirements to the draft
specific plan to ensure adequate lighting for pedestrian and vehicular safety.

Development Standards

Typically, a proposed project would adhere to the development standards of the
underlying zone district. However, as previously stated, a specific plan is a plan for a
particular portion of the City where circumstances require a more detailed plan of
development than the General Plan, and/ or more detailed standards than the general
provisions of the Zoning Code. This means that a specific plan can have different
development standards than what would normally be found in the Zoning Code. The
table below provides a comparison of the proposed specific plan with the applicable
development standards for the proposed RM-2200 zone. Standards discussed elsewhere
in this report are excluded from the table.

Development Standard RM-2200 Zone Proposed Specific Plan
Density Max 19.8 dwelling units | 16 dwelling units per
per acre acre
. 10 feet (min) - exterior 12-18 feet - exterior
Setbacks from exterior, and 6 feet (min) - interior 10-16 feet - interior

interior property lines

12 feet (min) - rear
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Building Height 35 feet (max) 34 feet

44% (includes all
building footprints and
Lot Coverage 55% 100% of the common
driveway and visitor
parking)

Individual residential
bins will be used.
Storage areas for the
bins are provided
outside each unit.

Can be provided in a
Solid Waste Collection and | common trash/recycling
Recycling enclosure or by the use of
individual residential bins

Covenarnts, Conditions, and Restrictions (CC&Rs)

A common interest residential project, such as a PUD or PRD, requires the formation of
a homeowner’s association with CC&R’s to ensure the maintenance of common areas.
Although the subject proposal is a specific plan, there still exists a need for the
formation of a homeowner’s association with CC&R’s to ensure the maintenance of
common areas and landscaping. Common areas for the proposed project include the
driveway, visitor parking spaces, the common area landscaping, fences, walls, building
exteriors, utilities, and the common courtyard and playground. Although not included
as part of the common lot, the terraced planters along South Magnolia and East
Camden Avenues would also require maintenance by the homeowners association
through the implementation of a landscape maintenance easement. The dratt specific
plan contains language for covenants, conditions and restrictions which run with the
land and which clearly set forth both the privileges and responsibilities involved in the
common ownership and/or maintenance.

FINDINGS

General Plan Amendment No. 2012-01

A. The City has complied with applicable California Government Code Sections regarding
amendments to the Land Use Element of the General Plan.

The proposed amendment to the General Plan Land Use Element to change the
general plan designation on the subject property to MR is in conformance with
Government Code Sections 65352.3 and 65358(b). Because the City invited the local
Native American Tribes in San Diego County to consult with the City for the
purpose of protecting, and/or mitigating impacts to cultural places when a local
government is considering a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan and/ or a
specific plan; and the City received no response requesting consultation from any of
the local tribes; and, because this is the first amendment to the General Plan’s Land
Use Element which may be amended up to four times in one calendar year.
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B. The proposed General Plan amendment will not be detrimental to the public health, safety, or
welfare, and is in the public interest.
The change in land use designation from ON/R to MR compliments and completes
the established residential district in the area. Furthermore, it will create needed
housing opportunities, which is supported by Goal 5 of the General Plan that calls
for a broad range of housing types made available to meet the housing needs of
various age and income groups. Furthermore, Policy 5-2.1 states that “the City will
provide a variety of residential development opportunities in the City to fulfill
regional housing needs.”

C. The proposed General Plan amendment is internally consistent with the remainder of the
General Plan, as required by Government Code Section 65300.5
Amending the General Plan Land Use designation to MR accommodates an increase
in affordable residential units. Furthermore, it will improve the quality of the
existing residential neighborhood with well-designed residential townhomes.
Therefore, the amendment does not conflict with adopted governing plans and it is
internally consistent with the remainder of the General Plan.

Zone Reclassification No. 2310

A. The proposed zoning amendment, including any changes proposed in the various land uses
to be authorized, is compatible with the objectives, policies, general land uses, and programs
specified in the general plan.

The proposed amendment to the El Cajon City Zone Map rezoning the subject site to
the RM-2200 zone is consistent with the Land Use Element of the General Plan, and
with the goals, objectives, and policies therein, because the proposed RM-2200 zone
is consistent with the proposed General Plan Land Use designation of MR as
indicated in the General Plan Zoning Consistency Chart. Furthermore, the proposed
zone change is consistent with the Housing Element, because it provides the
opportunity for the development of a variety of housing in terms of type, price point
and style.

B. The proposed zoning amendment is consistent with any applicable specific plan governing
development of the subject property.

The proposed RM-2200 zoning is consistent with the proposed specific plan that will
govern the residential development of the site.

C. It is in the public necessity and convenience and/or general welfare that the zoning
regu lations governing the property be changed.
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The proposed zone change will facilitate the development of a vacant and
underutilized property with residential housing, which will also assist the City in
meeting its share of regional housing needs.

Specific Plan No. 522

A.

The proposed specific plan serves the public interest.

The proposed project will redevelop an existing underutilized site located in close
proximity to the City’s downtown urban core by expanding affordable housing
opportunities and adding quality dwelling units to an existing residential
neighborhood. Moreover, the specific plan includes development standards and
conditions attached as Exhibit A to ensure a compatible residential development
with the existing and planned land uses in the vicinity.

The proposed specific plan will systematically implement the city’s general plan.

The project focuses on a particular portion of the City where special circumstances
require a more detailed framework of development than the General Plan, and more
detailed standards than the general provisions of the Zoning Code. Furthermore, it
effectively establishes a link between implementing policies of the General Plan and
the individual development proposals in a defined area.

Tentative Subdivision Map No. 656

Section 66474 of the Subdivision Map Act and Section 16.12.080.B.2 of the ECMC state
that the City shall deny approval of a subdivision map if the city’s legislative body
makes any of the following findings:

A.

The proposed map is not consistent with the General Plan and any applicable specific plan.

The proposed map is consistent with the General Plan and the General Plan goals
related to housing that seek to provide a variety of residential development
opportunities in the City to fulfill regional housing needs.

The design or improvement of the proposed subdivision is not consistent with the General
Plan, and the site is not physically suitable for the type of development and proposed density.

The design of the proposed subdivision map is consistent with the goals and
objectives of the General Plan. The proposed common lots include the private street,
and a common recreational lot that will be maintained by a homeowner’s
association. The site is physically suited for the type of development that is
proposed, as well as the density of the development that is proposed for this

property.
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C. The design of the subdivision or the proposed improvements are likely to cause substantial
envivonmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or wildlife or their habitat.

The design of the subdivision and the proposed improvements are not likely to
cause substantial environmental damage or cause serious public health problems
because the proposed project site has no habitat value and is located in an urbanized
area. Furthermore, the subject property is in a disturbed condition, surrounded by
urban development, not environmentally sensitive, and there are no fish or wildlife
populations that would be harmed by the residential development of the subject

property.

D. The design of the subdivision or type of improvements is likely to cause serious health
problems.

The design of the subdivision and type of improvements is not likely to cause
serious health problems and is required to incorporate storm water management
improvements that will contribute to healthier streams, rivers, bays and the ocean.
Furthermore, the design of the proposed subdivision will accommodate passive
heating and cooling opportunities because the proposed homes are designed with
windows that open and would allow occupants to take advantage of the prevailing
west winds. The units are separated to allow air flow through and around the units.

E. The design of the subdivision or type of improvements will conflict with easements acquired
by the public at large for access through or use of property within the subdivision.

The design of the subdivision or type of improvements will not conflict with
easements acquired by the public at large for access through or use of property
within the proposed subdivision.

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

An Initial Study was prepared for the project and the study determined that the project
would not have a significant effect on the environment. Based upon this determination
a draft Negative Declaration was circulated for public review and comment. No public
comments were received in response to the Notice of Intent to adopt the draft Negative
Declaration.

PUBLIC NOTICE & INPUT

Notice of the draft Negative Declaration was published in the Union Tribune on
February 6, 2014. Notice of this public hearing was published in the Union Tribune on
March 7, 2014, and was mailed on March 6, 2014 to all property owners within 300 feet
of the project site and to anyone who requested such notice in writing, in compliance
with Government Code Sections 65090, 65091, and 65092, as applicable. Additionally,
as a public service, the notice was posted in the kiosk at City Hall and on the City’s
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website under “Public Hearings/Public Notices.” The notice was also mailed to the two
public libraries in the City of El Cajon, located at 201 East Douglas Avenue and 576
Garfield Avenue.

ATTACHMENTS

L Proposed Resolution Recommending Approval of Negative Declaration

2. Proposed Resolution Recommending Approval of GPA No. 2012-01
Exhibit A: General Plan Land Use Map

3. Proposed Resolution Recommending Approval of ZR No. 2310
Exhibit A: Zone Reclassification Map

4. Proposed Resolution Recommending Approval of Draft Specific Plan No. 522
Exhibit A: Draft Specific Plan No. 522 with attachments

5. Proposed Resolution Recommending Approval of TSM No. 656

6. Draft Negative Declaration

7. General Plan Zoning Consistency Chart

8. Aerial Photograph of Subject Site

0. Public Hearing Notice

10. Application & Disclosure statement

11. Project Description

12. Reduced 11” x 17”7 Site Plan, Elevations, Floor Plans, and Landscape Plan (in commissioner’s

binders)
13. Full Size Site Plan (in commissioner’s binders)
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City of El Cajon
Zoning Consistency Chart — Adopted by City Council on July 13, 2010 — Resolution No. 94-10

RS- | RS- [ RS- [ oo oToc <TRM-[RM- | RM- [ RM- [ RM-

OS |PRD| 4o | 20 | 14 6000 | 4300 | 2500 | 2200 | 1500

MHR M-U| OP| P |CN|CG|CR|CM| M
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Park
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Commercial

X X | XX
b
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Commercial
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X
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Neighborhood X | X
Commercial

Office/
Non-Retail X X

Low Low B

Residential
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Low Medium
Residential
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Residential

High B B X
Residential
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Open Space

LEGEND: X - Consistent with General Plan
m — May be found consistent with applicable general plan land use designation

Footnotes: A. Rezoning to add hillside overlay may be found consistent, if at least 50% of the lot has an average natural slope of 10%
or more.
B. May be found consistent with applicable General Plan land use designation, if property owner makes such a request and there is no public
purpose in requiring a more intense use.

C. May be found consistent with Light Industrial land use designation under unique and unusual circumstances - such finding enables the
property to be used for all purposes and uses authorized by the M zoning district.

General Notes: 1. All zones may be found consistent with General Plan public institution, school, and park land use designations.
2. All zones may be found consistent with special development areas, if found to further the provisions of the particular
special development area.
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Community Development Department
b Planning Division
Cajon DISCRETIONARY PERMIT APPLICATION

City of El

Type of Discretionary Permit(s) Requested

[Jazp [Jcup [JLLA D ~ |PUD
E\Speciﬂc Plan  [JTPM / L_IVAR IR

Applicant Information (the individual or entity proposing to carry out the project; not for consultants)

companyname: 38 Development

Contact Name: Phlllp ChOdUI’

Address: 7626 El Cajon Blvd., La Mesa, CA 91942

Phone: 61 9-823-3402 ‘emai: PChodur@sbcglobal.net

Interest in Property: %Own []Lease _ Option

Project Representative Information (if different than applicant; consultant information here)

cmpanyrame: L@NAMark Engineering Corporation

Contact Name: Lawrence E.-:COIG License: RCE 36292

Address: 3443 Camino Del Rio South #204, San Diego, CA 92108

Phone: 619-260-0420 .,... lawrence@ixpres.com

Property Owner Information (if different than applicant)

Cémpa ny Name: 6 AAE AS Ap 0 U C%V\T‘

Contact Name:

Address:

Phone: Email:

200 Civic Center Way | El Cajon | California | 92020 | 619-441-1742 Main | 619-441-1743 Fax



Project Location

Parcel Number (APN): 488-290-1 1
Address: 511 S. Magnolia Avenue, El Cajon, CA 92019

Nearest Intersection:  ©. Magnolia Avenue and Camden Avenue

Project Description (or attach separate narrative) A f)PQGE {:\ C \P i e

The project proposes a bl detached unit subdivision with a [ Bth lot for driveway and

parking for common use by the { b residential owners. -

Hazardous Waste and Substances Statement

Section 65962.5(f) of the State of California Government Code requires that before the City of El Cajon
accepts as complete an application for any discretionary project, the applicant submit a signed
statement indicating whether or not the project site is identified on the State of California Hazardous
Waste and Substances Sites List. This list identifies known sites that have been subject to releases of
hazardous chemicals, and is available at htip://www.calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/. Check the
appropriate box and if applicable, provide the necessary information:

The development project and any alternatives proposed in this application:

is/are NOT contained on the lists compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5.
[Jis/are contained on the lists compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5.

if yes, provide Regulatory Identification Number: Date of List:

Date: / ﬁ) @) / Z

Property Owner Signature®: Date:

Applicant Signature®;

1. Applicant’s Signature: | certify that | have read this application and state that the above information is correct, and that | am the property
owner, authorized agent of the property owner, or other person having a legal right, interest, or entitlernent to the use of the property
that is the subject of this application. | understand that the applicant is responsible for knowing and complying with the governing
policies and regulations applicable to the proposed development or permit. The City is not liable for any damages or loss resulting from
the actual or alleged failure to inform the applicant of any applicable laws or regulations, inciuding before or during final inspections. City
approval of a permit application, including all related plans and documents, is not a grant of approval to violate any applicable policy or
regulation, nor does it constitute a waliver by the City to pursue any remedy, which may be available to enforce and correct violations of
the applicable policies and regulations. 1 authorize representatives of the City to enter the subject property for inspection purposes.

2. Property Owner's Signature: If not the same as the applicant, property owner must also sign. A signed, expressed letter of consent to
this application may be provided separately instead of signing this application form. By signing, property owner acknowledges and
consents to all authorizations, requirements, conditions and notices described in this application. Notice of Restriction: property owner
further acknowledges and consents to a Notice of Restriction being recorded on the title to their property related to approval of the
requested permit. A Notice of Restriction runs with the land and binds any successors in interest.



Community Development Department
Planning Division
DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

Disclosure Statement

This statement is intended to identify and avoid potential conflicts of interest that may
exist between the project proponents and the decision makers; including City staff,
Planning Commissioners, and City Council members.

The following information must be disclosed:

1.

List the names and addresses of all persons having a financial interest in the
application.

Pkip Choduc  HE3E Cags Stk San Bleas ,dk 42109

(Y Dwelopmunt Tne. 4533 _(ass Shousk  SanDieas ek A2 07

List the names and address of all persons having any ownership interest in the
property involved.

Philp Oeboc 493% Cops Shmek  San Dtegp, T G207

O¥ Delpuots Tac, H3F_ (ass Stk S Voo, Uy 92409

If any person identified pursuant to (1) above is a corporation or partnership, list the
names and addresses of all individuals owning more than 10% of the shares in the
corporation or owning any partnership interest in the partnership.

wip Choduc HSBE Caos Dhasek  San Wieso, (A 42109

If any person identified pursuant to (1) above is a trust, list the name and address of
any person serving as trustee or beneficiary or trustor of the trust.

NIEY

200 Civic Center Way | El Cajon | California | 92020 | 619-441-1742 Main | 619-441-1743 Fax



4. Have you or your agents transacted more than $500.00 worth of business with any
member of City staff, Boards, Commissions, Committees and Council within the past
12 months or $1,000.00 with the spouse of any such person? Yes No

If yes, please indicate person(s), dates, and amounts of such transactions or gifts.

# Y g ccss
%ﬁ\/%,e, 2 Wﬁm/ /‘/, —Ccty 7 L@ !W/?'
on_ g %@wﬁﬁm o b/ e’ 4t7

/1/474@%%/(.»'7{/

“Person” is defined as “Any /r:;/idual, proprietorship, firm, partnership, joint venture,
syndicate, business trust, company, corporation, association, committee, and any other
organization or group of persons acting in concert.” Gov't Code §82047.

(s Fhily Lo Chodir £8

Signaturef applicant / g{g‘é ! / Print or type name ‘of applicant :pé{/@é/%

NOTE: Attach appropriate names on additional pages as necessary.



Description of New Residential Housing Project

Location: Southeast corner of Magnolia Avenue and Camden Avenue
Specific Plan: No. 522

This project consists of 11 detached single-family homes. The project will provide needed quality
affordable residential housing to El Cajon. The site is vacant and has been a community eye sore for a
number of years. The proximity to Downtown El Cajon allows for increased interaction of the new
residents to the heart of the City. The homes are well designed with an open floor plan with four
bedrooms and a private patio space to enjoy the outdoors. All 11 homes will be energy efficient and
utilize green building practices which will result in reduced utilities for the home owners. Thereis also a
1342 square foot open space for the residents to gather. The streetscape and landscape along with the
pleasing architecture will be a welcome addition to the neighborhood.

CAMDEN YARDS
Received 11-20-13



“The Valley of Opportunity

£
“Dorated

MINUTES

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
March 18, 2014

The meeting of the El Cajon Planning Commission was called to order at 7:00 p.m.
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE & MOMENT OF SILENCE

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Anthony SOTTILE, Chairman
Paul CIRCO, Vice Chairman
Luis HERNANDEZ
Darrin J. MROZ

COMMISSIONERS ABSENT: Adel DANKHA

STAFF PRESENT: Anthony Shute, Planning Manager / Planning Commission Secretary
Majed Al-Ghafry, Assistant City Manager
Barbara LUCK, Assistant City Attorney
Eric CRAIG, Assistant Planner
Patricia HAMILTON, Secretary

SOTTILE welcomed the new Planning Commissioner, Luis HERNANDEZ.
SHUTE also welcomed new Planning Commissioner, HERNANDEZ, and looks forward to working with him.

AL-GHAFRY announced that Anthony SHUTE had been promoted to Planning Manager and praised his
dedication and hard work over the years.

SOTTILE explained the mission of the Planning Commission.

CONSENT CALENDAR
Motion was made by CIRCO, seconded by SOTTILE, to adopt the minutes of the Planning Commission
meeting of January 21, 2014; carried 3-0 {(Hernandez abstained).

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

| General plan ame

_ProjectName:
Request:

ndment from O/NRto MR, azone




| reclassification f from O-Pto RM-2200 ,a
unit subdivision .

cific plan, and an 11-

. ?:"'Negatlve Declaration

STAFF RECOMMENDAT!ON:' o

RECOMMEND CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL

Project Number({s):

General Plan Amendment No. 2012-01
Zone Reclassification No. 2310
Specific Plan No. 522

Tentative Subdivision Map No. 656

Location:

511 South Magnolia Avenue

Applicant:

G-8 Development (Philip Chodur); 619.823.3402; pchodur@sbcglobal.net

Project Planner:

Eric Craig; 619.441.1782; ecraig@cityofelcajon.us

City Council Hearing Required?

Yes | April 8,2014

Recommended Actions:

1. Conduct the public hearing; and

2. MOVE to adopt the next resolutions in order recommending City
Council approval of General Plan Amendment No. 2012-01,Zone
Reclassification No. 2310, Specific Plan No. 522, and Tentative

Subdivision Map No. 656,, subject to conditions

CRAIG summarized the agenda report in a PowerPoint presentation.

HERNANDEZ received confirmation from CRAIG that all units would have sprinkler systems as part of the
Building Division process.

HERNANDEZ also asked what the open space requirements are.

CRAIG answered that most in-fill residential development projects in El Cajon in recent years were developed
either through a planned unit development (PUD) or planned residential development (PRD). This particular
site would have been difficult to develop under the applicable Zoning Code regulations. Staff worked with
the applicant to identify the best approach for a complete neighborhood, including open space
requirements.

HERNANDEZ asked where the trash cans would be located for pick up.

CRAIG responded the applicant chose individual bins and provided space for them at each unit.

SHUTE added that in terms of common area, the project site has approximately 7,500 square feet of
common area. The typical standard for a PRD or PUD is about one to 400 square feet per unit. This project

exceeds the one per 400 square foot requirement.

HERNANDEZ confirmed with CRAIG that the Fire Department could easily gain access to the site, and a truck
turn around area had been provided.

SOTTILE opened the public hearing and invited any speakers to the podium.

Philip CHODUR, project developer, approached the podium and advised that they had worked with staffand
feltthat this was a good project for El Cajon. He added the trash cans would most likely be taken outto the
street and that the CC&Rs will state trash cans to be placed out the night before prior to pick up.
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MROZ confirmed with CHOUR that the owners could access the gate from the sidewalk into the units.
HERNANDEZ asked if there was consideration in attaching the units which would create more open space.

CHODUR responded they felt the market was geared more toward single family homes versus attached units
and the project would be more aesthetically pleasing than one long building.

Chris WARBURTON, representing the developer, spoke next. He added that one of the models provided a
bedroom on the third floor, instead of a deck for diversity, which might appeal to some people. Also, on the
east and west sides of the driveway on Camden Street there are two red curbs where the trash cans could
possibly be located for pick up.

Motion was made by MROZ, seconded by CIRCO, to close the public hearing; carried 4-0.

HERNANDEZ felt the architectural treatment of the project was beautiful but showed concern with the plan
that designated a private balcony off a bedroom on the third floor. It didn’t seem conductive if an owner
wanted to barbeque on that balcony.

CRAIG clarified the four-bedroom plan has a balcony accessible from a bedroom on the third floor, the three-
bedroom plan has patio access from the living room on the second floor, and each unit does have its own
private courtyard on the first floor. All have a ground floor courtyard area which can be used for a barbeque.

CIRCO was pleased to see single family homes being built in El Cajon and particularly liked the private areas
and playground.

SOTTILE appreciated the points HERNANDEZ brought up, praised the project overall, and agreed we do need
single family homes in El Cajon.

Motion was made by CIRCO, seconded by SOTTILE, to adopt the next resolution in order recommending City
Council approval of the proposed Negative Declaration; carried 4-0.

Motion was made by SOTTILE, seconded by MROZ, to adopt the next resolution in order recommending City
Council approval of General Plan Amendment No. 2012-01, subject to conditions; carried 4-0.

Motion was made by CIRCO, seconded by SOTTILE, to adopt the next resolution in order recommending City
Council approval of Zone Reclassification No. 2310, subject to conditions; carried 4-0.

Motion was made by MROZ, seconded by CIRCQ, to adopt the next resolution in order recommending City
Council approval of Specific Plan No. 522, subject to conditions; carried 3-1.

Motion was made by SOTTILE, seconded by MROZ, to adopt the next resolution in order recommending City
Council approval of Tentative Subdivision Map No. 656, subject to conditions; carried 3-1.

Agendaltem: 13 ,
_ProjectName: o ‘ Venzon Wire!ess atGrossmont ngh School
Request: . o W:re!esscommumcatlonsfacmty -
CEQA Recommendatzon . ——]_Exempt




_STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Project Number(s):

| APPROVAL

Conditional Use Permit No; ‘24’199

Location:

1100 Murray Drive

Applicant:

Verizon Wireless LLC (Chris Terry); 619.260.0813;
chris@briancookandassociated.com

Project Planner:

Noah Alvey; 619.441.1773; nalvey@cityofelcajon.us

City Council Hearing Required? No [
Recommended Actions: 1. Conduct the public hearing; and
2. MOVE to adopt the next resolution in order approving Conditional

Use Permit No. 2199, subject to conditions

SHUTE summarized the agenda report in a PowerPoint presentation.

SOTTILE opened the public hearing and invited any speakers to the podium.

Franklin OROZCO, representing the applicant, spoke in favor of the project and was available for any

questions.

Motion was made by SOTTILE, seconded by CIRCO, to close the public hearing; carried 4-0.

Motion was made by CIRCO, seconded by MROZ, to adopt the next resolution in order approving Conditional

Use Permit No. 2199, subject to conditions; carried 4-0.

Project Number({s):

| “C‘o'r'\ditidynal U’se Permif No. 2'190‘

Location:

1021 West Washington Avenue

Applicant:

7-Eleven, Inc. — Norton, Moore & Adams, LLC {William A. Adams);
619.233.8200; wadams@nmalawfirm.com

Project Planner:

Anthony Shute; 619.441.1705; tonys@cityofelcajon.us

City Council Hearing Required? No l
Recommended Actions: 1. Conduct the public hearing; and
2. MOVE to adopt the next resolution in order denying Conditional

Use Permit No. 2190

SHUTE summarized the agenda report in a PowerPoint presentation.

MROZ asked staff if the applicants could be subject to the previous standard of retiring or transferring

licenses within the City.

SHUTE advised this was a practice in place prior to the adoption of the new deemed approved ordinance.
Under the new ordinance the census tract must have existing capacity and the crime rate must be low to
average. This project site has more licenses than authorized and is therefore in an over concentrated area.
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HERNANDEZ confirmed with staff that the Alcoholic Beverage Control Board (ABC) moratorium applies to
new licenses only and that this request did not include new or transferred licenses. He added that the new
ordinance also states that these sites are required to be 600 feet away from any residential zones.

SHUTE clarified that the moratorium applies to new licenses and not the transfer of a license from other
parts of the County or from within the City. Regarding the distance requirements, if the display area is less
than 10%, then the convenience store is not subject to the distance requirements.

SOTTILE opened the public hearing and invited any speakers to the podium,

Anita SOLANO, spoke first. She is a new resident and lives behind the 7-Eleven on Grossmont Avenue. She
sees many vagrants rummaging in the recycling bins for items to turn in for money to buy their alcohol.
There are already two liquor stores and a gas station that sells beer and wine within one-half mile of the 7-
Eleventhat currently sell alcohol and she was concerned that one more outlet would attract more vagrants.
There is also a lot of litter currently around the site, including slurpy cups, trash, and paper products, which
she has personally picked up. She does not want to add empty beer and wine bottles to the mix.

Shawn SAGART, property owner, spoke next. He said this site used to be a Mexican restaurant that served
on-sale beer and wine, and he understood when he purchased the property it was zoned for consumption as
when itwas a restaurant. There would be more danger to the public when alcohol is consumed on premises
andthen patrons get behind the wheel of a car. He felt with 10% of floor area just for beer and wine display,
with limited hours to sell, was reasonable and would hate to see 7-Eleven leave when their lease was up.

Bill ADAMS, attorney representing 7-Eleven, spoke next. He said that he heard confusing information that
this application was not subject to the new ordinance since they submitted their application before the
ordinance came into effect. He added this application comes under the same regulatory scheme as the prior
7-Eleven applications the Planning Commission reviewed.

MROZ pointed out one possible easy solution of the findings in the agenda report might be to make this
approval conditioned on acquisition of an existing license within the city limits, and conditioned that 7-Eleven
acquirea license from either a census tract with a high crime rate or from within the same census tract. This
would getrid of an old, unregulated license and put in place a license in a more controlled environment with
the new restrictions in place. Sometimes the only available license is a Type 21 license selling full liquor. The
approach to take this type of license out of the City and replace with a highly restricted beer and wine ficense
could be another alternative.

ADAMS concluded by suggesting that if the City really wanted to decrease the amount of alcohol related
problems thatissuing a CUP with the condition that it be expressly restrictive to requiring an existing license
would see a net decrease in alcohol sales.

SOTTILE asked if 7-Eleven would agree to obtaining two licenses in other census tracts and retiring one.
ADAMS answered they would take what they could get and that this suggestion would certainly be an
option. They would need to take two licenses out and replace one with the highly restricted license.
However, if done on a one for one basis, there would still be a net benefit and would probably happen
sooner,

MROZ confirmed with SHUTE that the new ordinance went into effect on November 1, 2013.
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ADAMS said that under the new ordinance, they couldn’t make this application since the Commission no
longer has the discretion under the deemed approved ordinance. By filing before the deemed approved
ordinance came into effect, they were able to be heard.

SHUTE stated that the option was available to submit an application before the new ordinance became
effective.

MROZ confirmed with SHUTE there are four operating licenses currently in the subject census tract.

ADAMS mentioned when the deemed approved ordinance became effective it barred the process of applying
for a new license.

SOTTILE commented then that they used their filing date instead of the Planning Commission date.

ADAMS said that they were told by staff to get the application in before the effective date of the deemed
approved ordinance, or they would not be able to make the application.

SHUTE clarified that the information given was that an option to submit existed, but by no means would staff
give a recommendation to approve because the City just went through the process of adopting the new
ordinance. The option was there for submittal before the ordinance became effective and that option was
given to them, SHUTE further clarified that even existing licenses are subject to the ordinance and they must
adhere to the deemed approved performance standards.

ADAMS said the ordinance is a large ordinance that applies to existing operators. The portion of the
ordinance that deals with new licenses and new applications has not changed.

MROZ confirmed with SHUTE that the 7-Eleven on Chase and Avocado was able to obtain their license from
an existing El Cajon store and transfer it, because that census tract had capacity.

ADAMS said they did purchase an existing license for that site. Their application was then denied by the
Commission, then appealed to the City Council and approved.

MROZ added it might be easier to obtain approval if the applicant found a license in other tracts prior to
making a new application.

ADAMS advised this approach works when you have an existing store such as this one and perhaps they
would have taken that approach, but when the ordinance became effective, it barred these applications, so
staff would no longer have discretion.

SOTTILE added when the 7-Eleven on Chase came into effect the crime rate when up.

Kristy DUNCAN, representing corporate 7-Eleven spoke next in support of the application. She advised 7-
Eleven has a great relationship with El Cajon in their 20 plus sites in the city. Employees all go through
vigorous training especially making sure alcohol is not sold to minors. The operator at this site has been in El
Cajon for five years and he supports El Cajon, its schools and children,

MROZ agreed that 7-Eleven does a great job in the City, but the whole over concentration issue needs to be
addressed and it would be difficult to make the findings based on that and the high crime rates.
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Bic SIDHU, owner and franchisee, approached the podium next, and was in support of the application. He
opened the store five years ago and has run a good operation. The customers that come to their focation
look for the whole basket of products. A key part of that basket is beer and wine. Without providing these
products, they are not fully committed to the customers. He would like to see this store become a
conventional 7-Eleven.

Charlene BLISS, manager, also spoke in support of the application. She said when people come into the store
they would like to be able to offer beer or wine to customers as well. They are the only 7-Eleven that
provides a jumper for kids and sell hot dogs for special events occasionally. On Super Bowl Sunday
customers can’t buy beer like from other stores. All 7-Eleven stores should be consistent.

Jeff ARVAN, from the Police Department, spoke about the increase in the crime rate in the census tract
where the 7-Eleven is located at Chase and Avocado. In 2012 this area was considered a low crime area but
climbed to an average crime rate within the index during 2013. Items reviewed were not only alcohol, but
public drunkenness, etc., where there were 35 related crimes vs. 15 from year 2012,

Motion was made by SOTTILE, seconded by HERNANDEZ, to close the public hearing; carried 4-0.

SOTTILE said that 7-Eleven is a great corporation and brings services and employment to the community, but
would only consider approving the application if two licenses were purchased and one retired. The City went
through the process last year for Second Street because there was a problem. He would hate to see the
problem on Second Street move to another area.

HERNANDEZ added that it seemed to be a punishment to see a 7-Eleven not being able to sell beer and wine
at all their stores. But as Commissioners, they need to follow the rules as they apply today. Possibly they
cansend a message to Council to provide a strategy to allow good business applicants to acquire a license
and substitute for an undesirable license.

CIRCO added the Council would probably love to see a tool of this sort, but El Cajon does have too many
licenses. They don’t have room for more licenses now. As it stands now, they cannot approve the application
because the findings are not there.

SOTTILE agreed that they must make their decision with the information they have now.

Motion was made by SOTTILE, seconded by MROZ, to reopen the public hearing; carried 4-0.

SOTTILE asked ADAMS if they would be willing to purchase two licenses and retire one.

ADAMS preferred that the Commission vote that way versus a denial, which the applicant more than likely
would appeal.

Motion was made by SOTTILE, seconded by MROZ, to close the public hearing; carried 4-0.

HERNANDEZ asked if the applicant went two to one, would they still need to come back to the Planning
Commission.

MROZ felt thatif licenses could be purchased in a high crime area and moved into a low crime area, it would
be something possibly to pursue.
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SHUTE stated that the process the City went through last year was the result of an over concentration of
licenses, crime rates, with the goal to reduce licenses in the City. The new ordinance allows licenses in areas
where capacity exists and crime rates are low to average. The ordinance is designed to correct the problem
first, not to add licenses.

Motion was made by SOTTILE, seconded by HERNANDEZ, to adopt the next resolution in order denying
Conditional Use Permit No. 2190, subject to conditions; carried 4-0.

Agendaltem: |
J*PrOJec Name .

/ 7 Eleven 0ff~saie alcohol

Request .
CEQA Recommendataon -
STAFF RECOMMENDAT!ON | DENY .
Project Number(s): Conditional Use Permit No. 2195
Location: 500 North Second Street
Applicant: 7-Eleven, Inc. (Richard Mills); 972.282.6586; Richard.mills@7-11.com
Project Planner: Anthony Shute; 619.441.1705; tonys@cityofelcajon.us
City Council Hearing Required? No [
Recommended Actions: 1. Conduct the public hearing; and
2. MOVE to adopt the next resolution in order denying Conditional
Use Permit No. 2195

SHUTE summarized the agenda report in a PowerPoint presentation.

CIRCO confirmed with SHUTE that the census tract to the south has four off-sale licenses.

SOTTILE opened the public hearing and invited any speakers to the podium,

Bill ADAMS, attorney representing 7-Eleven, spoke about this application being different in that this site is
under construction and he has not heard about the types of crime with alcohol yet. He added they would
accept and not appeal buying an alcohol license, put it out of service and add beer and wine.

SOTTILE advised this census tract has the same two factors as the first application discussed.

ADAMS added this site is in a commercial area, not residential.

Motion was made by SOTTILE, seconded by CIRCG, to close the public hearing; carried 4-0.

HERNANDEZ said he held the same position as in Agenda Item No. 4.

MROZ added the City should give the deemed approved ordinance time to work, however, he did agree with
ADAMS on his offer to purchase an alcohol license. :

CIRCO stated it is still an over concentrated area and they can’t make all the findings.
SOTTILE added that they do want to keep the 7-Eleven stores in El Cajon.

SHUTE advised that the appeal period would be within ten days.
14




Motion was made by CIRCO, seconded by MROZ, to adopt the next resolution in order denying Conditional
Use Permit No. 2195, subject to conditions; carried 4-0.

STAFF COMMUNICATIONS

6. Mr. Derusseau letter dated 12-18-14
SHUTE outlined the content of the letter, After discussion, Al-Ghafry advised Public Works, Traffic
Division, was investigating diagonal parking at some trial locations along the street.

7. ACADEMY LEAGUE OF CITIES CONFERENCE
The adopted Fiscal Year 2013-14 City budget included funds to send two Commissioners to this
conference. Commissioners Hernandez and Mroz will attend.

8. Election of Officers
Paul CIRCO was elected Chairman and Darrin MROZ was elected Vice Chairman.

ADIOURNMENT

Motion was made by SOTTILE, seconded by MRQOZ, to adjourn the meeting of the El Cajon Planning
Commission at 9:08 p.m. this 18th day of March until April 1, 2014, at p.m.; carried 4-0.

Paul CIRCO, Chairman
ATTEST:

Anthony SHUTE, AICP, Secretary

15



All property owners within this line o
shall receive notification 1 ~~~~~~

HGHLAND-AN

RS-6

=
9]
>4

(@]
a1
2
>
"y

u\v

L
#
% ]

Y,

Do,
e Wy

P

S-ORANGE.

o

»

I

o}

o
MAGNOLIA-A\
\W

S

CHAMBERLAIN-§

e L1 - Subject site

RS-6

RS-6 O-P

' RS-6 '
C-N

NOTICE OF PROPOSED GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT, SPECIFIC PLAN,
TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP AND ZONE RECLASSIFICATION FOR CAMDEN YARDS

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the El Cajon Planning Commission will hold a public hearing at 7:00 p.m., Tuesday, March 18, 2014, and the
El Cajon City Council will hold a public hearing at 7:00 Tuesday, April 8, 2014 in the City Council Chambers, 200 Civic Center Way, El Cajon, CA,
to consider:

CAMDEN YARDS -~ GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 2012-01, ZONE RECLASSIFICATION NO. 2310, SPECIFIC PLAN NO. 522, AND
TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP NO. 656, as submitted by G-8 Development (Philip Chodur), requesting a general plan amendment from O/NR
to MR, a zone reclassification from O-P to RM-2200, a specific plan, and an 11-unit subdivision. The subject property is addressed as 511 South
Magnolia Avenue. The Planning Commission and City Council will also consider a draft negative Declaration for the proposed project.

The public is invited to attend and participate in these public hearings. The staff reports for this project will be available 72 hours prior to the
meeting for Planning Commission at www.ci.el-cajon.ca.us/dept/comm/planning agendas.aspx and for City Council at http://www.ci.el-
cajon.ca.us/council/agendas.aspx. To download a copy, click the current agenda — full version link, then the agenda item. In an effort to reduce
the City's carbon foolprint, paper copies will not be at the Planning Commission public hearing, but will be available at the Planning Division
counter upon request.

If you challenge the matter in court, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described in
this notice or in written correspondence delivered to the Commission at, or prior to, the public hearing. The City of El Cajon encourages the
participation of disabled individuals in the services, activities, and programs provided by the City. Individuals with disabilites who require
reasonable accommodation in order to participate in the public hearing should contact the Planning Division at 619.441.1742. More information
about planning and zoning in El Cajon is available at www.ci.el-cajon.ca.us/dept/comm/planning.html.






