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DATE: March 1, 2011

TO: Agency Members: Lewis, Kendrick, Hanson-Cox, McClellan and
Wells

FROM: Melissa Ayres, Director of Community Development

SUBJECT: OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH PARKWAY PLAZA GP,
LLC.

RECOMMENDATION: That the City of El Cajon Redevelopment Agency:

1. Adopt the next Resolution to approve execution of an Owner Participation
Agreement and any related documents by the Executive Director and Parkway
Plaza GP, LLC., substantially in the form as presented with such changes approved
by the Executive Director;

2. Appropriate $2,000,000 in ECRA 2005 Bond Proceeds from the Unrestricted Fund
Balance (590);

3. Increase the expenditure budget in the Redevelopment Capital Funds Activity
590900-RD0702 by $2,000,000 for FY2010-11.

BACKGROUND:

In an effort to assist in the economic development of Parkway Plaza Shopping Center, the
Agency authorized staff to negotiate with Parkway Plaza GP, LLC. (“Parkway Plaza”) for
the redevelopment of the regional shopping center with a site address of 107 Fletcher
Parkway (“Shopping Center”) and the building previously operated by Mervyn's at 565
Fletcher Parkway (“Building”).

The attached Owner Participation Agreement (“OPA”) provides for Agency assistance in
the form of reimbursement for exterior fagade improvements and renovations relating to
the site, including, but not limited to: renovation, reconfiguration and new vertical access to
the second level of 565 Fletcher Parkway, construction of new fagade improvements and
ancillary landscaping along the north side of the enclosed mall, and renovation of the north
enclosed entry of the Shopping Center. Agency assistance in the amount of $2,000,000
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has been requested to assist in offsetting the fagade improvement and renovation costs
and represents 13.26% of a total project budget of $15,080,020.

The terms of the Agency assistance will be in the form of a loan, accruing interest at a
variable interest rate per year and loan repayment will be over a 10 year period based on
net new sales taxes generated each year from the shopping center. Any principal or
interest balance remaining after the 10 year period will be due in full to the Agency.

CEQA: This project is categorically exempt from the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) per State CEQA Guidelines 15301 (Class 1 — Existing
Facilities) because the project involves the remodel of the fagade and the interior of
existing buildings within an existing shopping center.

FISCAL IMPACT:

There is no fiscal impact to the General Fund. Funds for this OPA in the amount of
$2,000,000 will be paid with Redevelopment 2005 Bond Proceeds under Project/Activity
#590900-9990-RD0O702.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
V] eles A
LS~2S SR MU e ey
Melissa Ayres 4 Kathi J. Henry {)
Director of Community Development Executive Director
ATTACHMENTS:

1. Owner Participation Agreement
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DATE: March 1, 2011
TO: Agency Members: Lewis, Kendrick, Hanson-Cox, McClellan and
Wells
FROM: Melissa Ayres, Director of Community Development

SUBJECT: OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH JKC PALM SPRINGS
AUTOMOTIVE, INC. (KIA)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City of EI Cajon Redevelopment Agency:

1. Adopt the next Resolution to approve execution of an Owner Participation
Agreement and any related documents by the Executive Director and JKC Palm
Springs Automotive, Inc., substantially in the form as presented with such changes
as approved by the Executive Director;

2. Appropriate $650,000.00 in ECRA 2005 Bond Proceeds from the Unrestricted Fund
Balance (590);

3. Increase the expenditure budget in the Redevelopment Capltal Funds Activity
590900-RD0702 by $650,000.00 for FY2010-11.

BACKGROUND:

In an effort to assist in the economic development of downtown, the Agency authorized
staff to negotiate with JKC Palm Springs Automotive, Inc., dba Team Kia El Cajon (“Team
Kia") for the redevelopment of the Kia dealership located at 541 N. Johnson Avenue.

The attached Owner Participation Agreement (“OPA”) provides for Agency assistance in
the form of reimbursement for exterior fagade improvements, renovations and signage
relating to the site. Agency assistance for reimbursement of fagade improvements,
renovations and signage shall not exceed $650,000 and Agency funds will be used last,
after other required financing sources have been utilized. The total project cost is estimated
at $1,340,000 and Agency funds would represent 48.51% of the total project.

Th'e terms of the Agency assistance will be in the form of a loan, accruing interest at three
percent per year beginning with the fourth Operating Year following completion of the
improvements. Loan repayment will be over a 10 year period based on sales taxes
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generated from the Site in excess of sales tax generated twelve months prior to Team Kia
obtaining control of the property. Any remaining principal or interest balance remaining
after the 10 year period will be due in full to the Agency.

CEQA: This project is categorically exempt from the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) per State CEQA Guidelines Section 15301 (Class 1 —
Existing Facilities) and Section 15311 (Class 11 — Accessory Structures) because the
project involves the remodel of the fagade of existing bunldlngs and the replacement of an
existing freestanding sign.

FISCAL IMPACT:

There is no fiscal impact to the General Fund. Funds for this OPA in the amount of
$650,000 will be paid with Redevelopment 2005 Bond Proceeds under Project/Activity
#590900-9990-RD0702.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
i T 4 2 N A/ ; : TR
ﬂ\ oMo & nen Sa46 (T Je
Melissa Ayres ' Kathi J. Henry J
Director of Community Development Executive Director
Attachments:

1. Owner Participation Agreement
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Indian Gaming Local Community Benefit Committee
County of San Diego
FY 2010-2011

Wednesday, February 23, 2011
2:30 - 3:30 PM
Supervisor Jacob’s El Cajon Office . ¢
250 E Main Street, Suite 169 o
El Cajon, CA 92020
800-852-7322
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Order of Business S

Welcome and Roll Call

Approval of minutes for the meeting of
September 16, 2010 (attachment) Action

Overview of October 2010 Annual Report
1. Financial Report of Indian Gaming SDF Trust

State Audit of FY08/09 SDF
1. State Audit recommendations
2. Review of grant documents

Adoption of Schedule and Milestones for
next round of competitive grants (attachment) Action

Public Comments and Communications

Vil.  Adjournment
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Board Members

Jerome Stocks, Chair
Deputy Mayor, Encinitas

Jack Dale, First Vice Chair
Councilmember, Santee

Jim Janney, Second Vice Chair
Mayor, Imperial Beach

Matt Hall
Mayor, Carisbad

Cheryl Cox
Mayor, Chula Vista

Carrie Downey
Councilmember, Coronado

Carl Hilliard
Deputy Mayor, Del Mar

Mark Lewis
Mayor, El Cajon

Sam Abed
Mayor, Escondido

Art Madrid
Mayor, La Mesa

Mary Teresa Sessom Pl
Mayor, Lemon Grove L

Ron Morrison

Mayor, National City @
Jim Wood

Mayor, Oceanside

Don Higginson
Mayor, Poway

Jerry Sanders
Mayor, San Diego

Tony Young
Council President, San Diego

Jim Desmond
Mayor, San Marcos

Lesa Heebner
Mayor, Solana Beach

Judy Ritter
Mayor, Vista

Bill Horn
Chairman, County of San Diego

Ron Roberts
Vice Chair, County of San Diego

Advisory Members

Vacant
Imperial County

Cindy McKim, Director
California Department
of Transportation

Harry Mathis, Chairman
Metropolitan Transit System

Chris Orlando, Chairman
North County Transit Dlstrlct

CAPT Keith Hamilton, USN, CEC,
Southwest Division Naval Facilities
Engineering Command

U.S. Department of Defense

Scott Peters, Chairman
San Diego Unified Port District

Mark Muir, Director
San Diego County Water Authority

Edwin ‘Thorpe’ Romero/Allen Lawson
Southern California Tribal
Chairmen's Association

Remedios Goémez-Arnau
Consul General of Mexico

Gary L. Gallegos
Executive Director, SANDAG
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SANDAG

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
AGENDA

= &
S §, Friday, February 25, 2011
X Io 9 a.m. to 12 noon
o I b SANDAG Board Room
N 401 B Street, 7th Floor
i~ .
3 San Diego

AGENDA HIGHLIGHTS

e FY 2011 TransNet AND TRANSPORTATION
DEVELOPMENT ACT REVENUE REVISIONS
AND FY 2012 TO FY 2016 TRANSIT REVENUE
ESTIMATES

e FUNDING RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FEDERAL
FY 2010 FOR JOB ACCESS AND REVERSE
COMMUTE AND NEW FREEDOM PROGRAMS
AND FY 2012 AND FY 2013 TransNet SENIOR
MINI-GRANT PROJECTS

e SAN DIEGO REGION AGGREGATE SUPPLY STUDY‘

PLEASE TURN OFF CELL PHONES DURING THE MEETING

A YOU CAN LISTEN TO THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
MEETING BY VISITING OUR WEB SITE AT WWW.SANDAG.ORG

MISSION STATEMENT
The 18 cities and county government are SANDAG serving as the forum for regional decision-making.
SANDAG builds consensus, makes strategic plans, obtains and allocates resources, plans, engineers,
and builds public transit, and provides information on a broad range of topics pertinent to the
region’s quality of life.

San Diego Association of Governments - 401 B Street, Suite 800, San Diego, CA 92101-4231
(619) 699-1900 - Fax (619) 699-1905 - www.sandag.org



Welcome to SANDAG. Members of the public may speak to the Board of Directors on any item at
the time the Board is considering the item. Please complete a Speaker’s Slip, which is located in the
rear of the room, and then present the slip to the Clerk of the Board seated at the front table. Also,
members of the public are invited to address the Board on any issue under the agenda item entitled
Public Comments/Communications/Member Comments. Public speakers are limited to three minutes
or less per person. The Board of Directors may take action on any item appearing on the agenda.

This agenda and related staff reports can be accessed at www.sandag.org under Meetings on the
SANDAG Web site. Public comments regarding the agenda can be forwarded to SANDAG via the e-
mail comment form also available on the Web site. E-mail comments should be received no later
than 12 noon, two working days prior to the Board of Directors meeting. Any handouts,
presentations, or other materials from the public intended for distribution at the Board
of Directors meeting should be received by the Clerk of the Board no later than 12 noon,
two working days prior to the meeting.

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), SANDAG will accommodate persons
who require assistance in order to participate in SANDAG meetings. If such assistance is required,
please contact SANDAG at (619) 699-1900 at least 72 hours in advance of the meeting. To request
this document or related reports in an alternative format, please call (619) 699-1900, (619) 699-1904
(TTY), or fax (619) 699-1905.

SANDAG offices are accessible by public transit.
Phone 511 or see 511sd.com for route information.

FRONT AND
_SECOND AVE. EXIT

DOWNTOWN SAN DIEGO
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ITEM #

+1.

+3.

+4,

+5.

BOARD OF DIRECTORS AGENDA
Friday, February 25, 2011

APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES

+A. JANUARY 14, 2011, BOARD POLICY MEETING MINUTES
+B. JANUARY 28, 2011, BOARD BUSINESS MEETING MINUTES

PUBLIC COMMENTS/COMMUNICATIONS/MEMBER COMMENTS

Public comments under this agenda item will be limited to five public speakers.
Members of the public shall have the opportunity to address the Board on any
issue within the jurisdiction of SANDAG that is not on this agerida. Other
public comments will be heard during the items under the heading “Reports.”
Anyone desiring to speak shall reserve time by completing a “Request to
Speak” form and giving it to the Clerk of the Board prior to speaking. Public
speakers should notify the Clerk of the Board if they have a handout for
distribution to Board members. Public speakers are limited to three minutes or
less per. person. Board members also may provide information and
announcements under this agenda item.

ACTIONS FROM POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEES

This item summarizes the actions taken by the Borders Committee on
January 28, by the Executive and Regional Planning Committees on
February 11, and the Transportation Committee on February 18, 2011.

CONSENT (4 through 10)

TransNet REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION CONGESTION IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM FEE ADJUSTMENT (Marney Cox and Ariana zur Nieden)*

The TransNet Extension Ordinance requires that the Regional Transportation
Congestion Improvement Program transportation mitigation fee charged by
local jurisdictions be adjusted every year on July 1 in order to maintain the
purchasing power of the program for improvements to the Regional Arterial
System. The Board of Directors is asked to approve a 2 percent adjustment to
the Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program, raising the
minirmum fee from $2,081 to $2,123 beginning July 1, 2011,

FY 2010 AUDITED COMPREHENSIVE ANNUAL FINANCIAL REPORT
(Lauren Warrem)*

In accordance with SANDAG Bylaws, the FY 2010 Comprehensive Annual
Financial Report (CAFR) audit has been completed and is presented for
informational purposes. Additionally, the attached report summarizes the
communications from the independent auditor to the governing body, in
com'pﬁar'\ce with the Statement of Auditing Standards 114. Copies of the CAFR
will be distributed to each member agency.

RECOMMENDATION

APPROVE

APPROVE

APPROVE

INFORMATION



+6.

+7.

+8.

+9.

+10.

+11.

QUARTERLY INVESTMENT REPORT - PERIOD ENDING DECEMBER 31,
2010 (Lisa Kondrat-Dauphin)*

The SANDAG Investment Policy requires that the Board of Directors be
provided a quarterly report of investments held by SANDAG. This report
includes all money under the direction or care of SANDAG as of December 31,
2010. '

QUARTERLY PROGRESS REPORT ON TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS -
OCTOBER TO DECEMBER 2010 (José A. Nuncio)*

This quarterly report summarizes the current status of major highway, transit,
arterial, traffic management, and transportation demand management projects
in the SANDAG five-year Regional Transportation Improvement Program for
the period October to December 2010.

REPORT SUMMARIZING DELEGATED ACTIONS TAKEN BY EXECUTIVE
DIRECTOR (Lauren Warrem)*

In accordance with SANDAG Board Policy Nos. 003 (Investment Policy), 017
(Delegation of Authority), and 024 (Procurement and Contracting-
Construction), this report summarizes certain delegated actions taken by the
Executive Director since the last Board of Directors meeting.

REPORTS ON MEETINGS AND EVENTS ATTENDED ON BEHALF OF

. SANDAG (Kim Kawada)

Board members will provide brief reports orally or in writing on external
meetings and events attended on behalf of SANDAG since the last Board of
Directors meeting.

APPOINTMENT OF POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEMBERS
(Kim Kawada)

This item summarizes the voting and advisory members appointed to the
Executive, Transportation, Regional Planning, Borders, and Public Safety
Committees as well as the Committee Chairs and Vice Chairs appointed by the
SANDAG Chair.

REPORTS (11 through 14)

FY 2011 TransNet AND TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT
REVENUE REVISIONS AND FY 2012 TO FY 2016 TRANSIT REVENUE
ESTIMATES (First Vice Chair Jack Dale, Transportation Committee
Chair; Sookyung Kim and Marney Cox)*

By March 1 of each year, SANDAG provides revenue estimates for the
upcoming fiscal year as well as a projection for the next four fiscal years to
allow the transit and local agencies to plan for capital projects and to
determine operating subsidies. The Transportation Committee recommends
that the Board of Directors: (1) approve the revision to the FY 2011 TransNet
revenue estimate; (2) accept the revision to the FY 2011 Transportation

INFORMATION

INFORMATION

INFORMATION

INFORMATION

INFORMATION

APPROVE



+12.

+13.

14.

15.

+16.

Development Act (TDA) revenue estimate while maintaining the current
apportionment; (3) approve the FY 2012 allocations for TransNet and State
Transit Assistance and the apportionments for TDA and Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) programs; and (4) approve the transit revenue estimates
for FY 2013 to FY 2016 for TDA, FTA, and TransNet programs.

FUNDING RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FEDERAL FY 2010 FOR JOB
ACCESS AND REVERSE COMMUTE AND NEW FREEDOM PROGRAMS
AND FY 2012 AND FY 2013 TransNet SENIOR MINI-GRANT PROJECTS
(First Vice Chair Jack Dale, Transportation Committee Chair;
Danielle Kochman)*

SANDAG is responsible for administering the federal Job Access and Reverse
Commute (JARC) and New Freedom programs, including the distribution of
funds through a competitive selection process. Similarly, SANDAG also is
responsible for distributing Senior Mini-Grant funds through a competitive
process as required by the TransNet Extension Ordinance. The Transportation
Committee recommends that the Board of Directors approve the JARC, New
Freedom, and TransNet Senior Mini-Grant Projects proposed for selection as
shown in Attachment 1.

SAN DIEGO REGION AGGREGATE SUPPLY STUDY (Laurie Berman,
Caltrans District 11 Director; Richard Chavez and Cheryl Mason)

In collaboration with Caltrans, SANDAG received a Transportation Planning
Special Studies grant to- explore construction aggregate supply in the
San Diego region. SANDAG prepared a report identifying issues surrounding
aggregate and developed Geographic Information System and other tools that
policymakers could use to help identify potential aggregate sources. Staff will
present the highlights and major findings from this study for Board of Directors
information. :

QUALITY OF LIFE FUNDING STRATEGY UPDATE (Rob Rundle)*

The Quality of Life Ad Hoc Steering Committee and the Quality of Life
Stakeholders Working Group have been meeting regularly to provide input to
the SANDAG Board of Directors on the development of a Quality of Life
funding strategy. An update will be provided on the work that has been
accomplished to date.

CONTINUED PUBLIC COMMENTS

If the five speaker limit for public comments was exceeded at the beginning of
this agenda, other public comments will be taken at this time. Subjects of
previous agenda items may not again be addressed under public comment.

CLOSED SESSION: CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL
Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(b)
Three potential claims regarding Interstate 15 (Julie Wiley)

APPROVE

INFORMATION

INFORMATION



+17. CLOSED SESSION — CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - PURSUANT
TO GOVERNMENT CODE SECTIONS 54956.9(b) AND 54956.8

One Potential Case - In re South Bay Expressway, L.P. and California
Transportation Ventures, Inc, Case No. 10-04516 (Claims by debtor in
bankruptcy) (Julie Wiley) ’

Property: State Route 125 Toll Road

SANDAG Negotiators: Gary L. Gallegos, Julie Wiley, Marney Cox
Property Owner Negotiators: South Bay Expressway, LP

Under Negotiation: Price and terms of payment for subject property

18. UPCOMING MEETINGS INFORMATION

The next Board Policy meeting is scheduled for Friday, March 11, 2011, at
10 a.m. The next Board Business meeting is scheduled from Friday, March 25,

2011, at 9 a.m.

19. ADJOURNMENT

+ next to an agenda item indicates an attachment
* next to an agenda item indicates a San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission item
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DATE: February 28, 2011
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Mayor Pro Tem Gary Kendrick

SUBJECT: Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City Council accept and file the following report of Council/Mayor activities attended
during the current agenda period.

BACKGROUND:

Government Code Section 53232.3(d) fequires members of a legislative body to provide brief
reports on meetings attended at the expense of the local agency at the next regular meeting of the

legislative body.
REPORT:

Since the last City Council meeting, | have attended the following events on behalif of the City of El
Cajon:

March 8, 2011 - Agenda Meeting 9:00 a.m.
March 8, 2011 - Council Advisory Meeting — Charter City Discussion
March 8, 2011 - Council Meeting 3:00 p.m.

I will be happy to answer any questions you may have.

SUBMITTED BY,

O oA
Gary K:;I(erck/@}l [%K(

Mayor Pro Tem
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Agenda Report
DATE: February 28, 2011
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Councilmember McClellan

SUBJECT: Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City Council accept and file the following report of Council/Mayor activities attended
during the current agenda period.

BACKGROUND:

Government Code Section 53232.3(d) requires members of a legislative body to provide brief
reports on meetings attended at the expense of the local agency at the next regular meeting of the
legislative body. :

REPORT:

Since the last City Council meeting, | have attended the following events on behalf of the City of El
Cajon:

February 25, 2011 - MTS Budget Development Meeting

March 8, 2011 - Council Advisory Meeting — Charter City Discussion
March 8, 2011 - Council Meeting 3:00 p.m.

I will be happy to answer any questions you may have.

SUBMITTED BY,

Bob McClellan
Councilmember
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Agenda Report

DATE: February 28, 2011

TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Councilmember Bill Wells
SUBJECT: Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City Council accept and file the following report of Council/Mayor activities attended
during the current agenda period.

BACKGROUND:

Government Code Section 53232.3(d) requires members of a legislative body to provide brief
reports on meetings attended at the expense of the local agency at the next regular meeting of
the legislative body.

REPORT:

Since the last City Council meeting, I have attended the following events on behalf of the City
of El Cajon:

February 25, 2011 - Meeting w/ City Manager

March 1, 2011 - Meeting w/ GAFCON

March 1, 2011 - Meeting w/ Joel Anderson’s Office

March 3, 2011 - METRO JPA

March 8, 2011 - Council Advisory Meeting — Charter City Discussion
March 8, 2011 - City Council Meeting 3:00 p.m.

I will be happy to answer any questions you may have.
SUBMITTED BY,

Yy n
Dl (o
Bill Wells NSy
Mayor Pro Tem
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DATE: March 3, 2011

TO: Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tem Kendrick,
Counpilmembers Hanson-Cox and McClellan

FROM: Councilmember Wells

SUBJECT: Draft Proposed Charter

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council review the draft proposed Charter and
refer same to the Special Election to be held in June 2011.

BACKGROUND: 4

The California Constitution gives cities the power to become a Charter City to have “supreme
authority over municipal affairs”. The attached draft Charter sets forth language that
establishes the city’s power separate from the Government Code, strives to protect revenues
and exempts the city from certain provisions of California statute regulating public
contracting and purchasing. ‘

FISCAL IMPACT: : ,
Once adopted, a savings will be realized through future contracts where city General Fund
money is being used to pay contracts that do not include prevailing wages.

PREPARED BY:

Bill Wells G

Councilmember




DRAFT

CHARTER
OF THE
CITY OF EL. CAJON

PREAMBLE

WE THE PEOPLE of the City of El Cajon declare our intent to restore to our
community the historic principles of self-governance inherent in the doctrine of
home-rule. Sincerely committed to the belief that local government has the closest
affinity to the people governed and firm in the conviction that the economic and
fiscal independence of our local government will better serve and promote the
health, safety and welfare of all of the citizens of this City, we do hereby exercise
the express right granted by the Constitution of the State of California to enact and
adopt this Charter for the City of El Cajon.

CHARTER

Article I
Municipal Affairs

Section 100. Municipal Affairs

Each of the responsibilities of governance set forth and described in this Charter,
and as established by the Constitutional, statutory and judicially defined law of the
State of California, is hereby declared to be a municipal affair of concern, the
performance of which is unique to the benefit of the citizens of the City of El Cajon.

Section 101. Powers ‘

The City shall have all powers that a City can have under the Constitution and
laws of the State of California as fully and completely as though they were
specifically enumerated in this Charter. The enumeration in this Charter of any
particular power, duty or procedure shall not be held to be exclusive of, or any
limitation or restriction upon, this general grant of power.

Section 102. Incorporation and Succession

The City shall continue to be a municipal corporation known as the City of El Cajon.
The boundaries of the City of El Cajon shall continue as now established until
changed in the manner authorized by law. The City shall remain vested with and
shall continue to own, have, possess, control and enjoy all property rights and rights
of action of every nature and description owned, had, possessed, controlled or
enjoyed by it at the time this Charter takes effect, and is hereby declared to be the

Page 1 of 4



successor of same. It shall be subject to all debts, obligations and liabilities, which
exist against the City at the time this Charter takes effect. All lawful ordinances,
resolutions, rules and regulations, or portions thereof, in force at the time this
Charter takes effect and not in conflict with or inconsistent herewith, are hereby
continued in force until the same have been duly repealed, amended, changed or
superseded by proper authority.

Article 2
Form of Government

Section 200. Form of Government

The municipal government established by this Charter shall be known as the
“Council-Manager” form of government. The City Council will establish the policy
of the City and the City Manager will carry out that policy.

Article 3
Fiscal Matters

Section 300. Economic and Community Development
The City shall encourage, support, and promote economic development and
community development in the City.

Section 301. Public Works Contracts

The City is exempt from the provisions of all California statutes regulating public
contracting and purchasing except as provided by ordinance or by agreement
approved by the City Council. The City shall establish all standards, procedures,
rules or regulations to regulate all aspects of the bidding, award and performance of
any public works contract, including but not limited to, the compensation rates to be
paid for the performance of such work.

Section 302. Prevailing Wage

No City contract shall require payment of the prevaﬂmg wage schedule unless: the
prevailing wage is legally required, and constitutionally permitted to be imposed, by
federal or state grants pursuant to federal or state law; or the project is considered
by the City Council not to be a municipal affair of the City; or payment of the
prevailing wage schedule is authorized by resolution of the City Council. Payment
of the prevailing wage schedule, if authorized hereunder, shall use the pertinent
rates published by the State of California.

Section 303. Fair and Open Competition

The City shall not, in any contract for the construction, maintenance, repair, or
improvement of public works, require that a contractor, subcontractor, material
supplier, or carrier engaged in the construction, maintenance, repair or
improvement of public works, execute or otherwise become party to any project
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labor agreement, collective bargaining agreement, pre-hire agreement, or other
agreement with employees, their representatives, or any labor organization as a
condition of bidding, negotiating, being awarded, or performing work on a public
works contract. Nothing in this section shall be construed as prohibiting private
parties from entering into individual collective bargaining relationships, or
otherwise as regulating or interfering with activity protected by applicable law,
including but not limited to the National Labor Relations Act.

Section 304. Definition of Public Works

For purposes of this Article, the term “public works” means: (1) A building, road,
street, sewer, storm drain, water system, irrigation system, reclamation project, or
other facility owned or to be owned or to be contracted for by the City of El Cajon,
that is paid for in whole with tax revenue paid by residents of the City of El Cajon;
or (2) Any other construction service or non-construction service.

Article 4
Revenue Retention

Section 400. Reductions Prohibited

Revenues raised and collected by the City shall not be subject to subtraction,
retention, attachment, withdrawal or any other form of involuntary reduction by
any other level of government.

Section 401. Mandates Limited

No person whether elected or appointed, acting on behalf of the City, shall be
required to perform any function which is mandated by any other level of
government, unless and until funds sufficient for the performance of such function
are provided by said mandating authority.

Article 5
General Laws

Section 500. General Law Powers

In addition to the power and authority granted by the terms of this Charter and the
Constitution of the State of California, the City shall have the power and authority
to adopt, make exercise and enforce all legislation, laws, and regulations and to
take all actions and to exercise any and all rights, powers, and privileges heretofore
or hereafter established, granted or prescribed by any law of the State of California
or by any other lawful authority. In the event of any conflict between the provisions
of this Charter and the provisions of the general laws of the State of California, the
provisions of this Charter shall control.

Section 501. Council Member Compensation

Page 3 of 4



Notwithstanding the previous paragraph, salary of the Mayor and Council Members
will continue to be set by California Government Code §36516, where the formula
considers city population and state law.

Article 6
Interpretation

Section 600. Construction and Interpretation

The language contained in this Charter is intended to be permissive rather than
exclusive or limiting and shall be liberally and broadly construed in favor of the
exercise by the City of its power to govern with respect to any matter which i1s a
municipal affair.

Section 601. Severability

If any provision of this Charter should be held by a court of competent jurisdiction
to be invalid, void or otherwise unenforceable, the remaining provisions shall
remain enforceable to the fullest extent permitted by law.

Article 7
Amendment

Section 700. Amendment to Charter, Revised or Repealed

This Charter, and any of its provisions, may be amended by a majority vote of the
electors voting on the question. Amendment or repeal may be proposed by initiative
or by the governing body.

AUTHENTICATION
AND
CERTIFICATION

Authenticated and certified to be a true copy by Mayor Mark Lewis and City Clerk
Kathie Rutledge.

Date of Municipal Election: ATTEST:

Mark Lewis, Mayor Kathie Rutledge, City Clerk
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BILL
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SPONSOR

SUBJECT

COUNCIL
DATE

POSITION

COMMITTEE

BILL STATUS/
LAST ACTION DATE

The Legislative Report tracks bills for the 2011-2012 Session of the California Legislature that the El Cajon City Council / Redevelopment Agency has voted to monitor, support or oppose,
Page - 1~ Updated March 1, 2011 at 2:30 p.m. for the March 8, 2011 City Council Meeting




11.1

lvocate Weekly

Feb. 18, 2011
Issue #19

IN THIS ISSUE:

Page 4. DBG Meetings Scheduled for City Officials to Provide Feedback

Page 5 Highway User Tax Revenue Updates Posted on CaliforniaCityFinance.com
Finding Ways for Your City to Save Money

MORE THAN 900 MAYORS AND COUNCIL MEMBERS SIGN
LETTER TO GOVERNOR AND LEGISLATORS URGING REJECTION OF
PROPOSAL TO KILL REDEVELOPMENT
Hundreds of Council Members and Mayors Say Unconstitutional Proposal
Goes Against the Will of Voters and Will Kill Hundreds of Thousands of
Local Jobs and Harm Local Economies

More than 900 mayors and city council members signed a letter delivered to Gov. Jerry Brown
and the entire Legislature on Thursday, urging them to reject the Administration’s proposal to
abolish redevelopment in California. The letter was signed by Democrats, Republicans and
Independents representing small, medium and large cities, and urban, rural and suburban
communities. The mayors and council members warn that this proposal flies in the face of
Proposition 22, overwhelmingly passed by voters just three months ago, that it represents more
ongoing raids of local funds by the state, and that it will destroy local economic growth and job
creation. For more, see Page 2.
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LEGISLATURE SENDS REDEVELOPMENT ISSUE TO CONFERENCE COMMITTEE

Today, despite the flurries of phone calls created by yesterday’s call to action, the Senate voted
for the complete elimination of redevelopment agencies this morning. The Assembly however,
adopted language that provides for a potential alternative to elimination. These and all other
budget items will be sent to the full Budget Conference Committee, which is expected to meet
next week. For more, see Page 2.
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CONGRESS CONTINUES TO CONSIDER MAJOR PROGRAM CUTS
Continuing Resolutions to Expire March 4

Two budget fights are presently happening in Washington, D.C. with major implications for cities:
Congress has yet to pass a FY 2011 budget and earlier this week, President Barack Obama
released his FY 2012 budget proposal. For more, see Page 3.



‘900 Mayors’ Continued from Page 1...

Chris McKenzie, Executive Director of the League of California Cities, said: “This strong
repudiation by hundreds of locally-elected officials reflects the overwhelming and widespread
opposition that has been mobilized against the Administration’s proposal from focal government,
business, labor, housing, community groups, and others throughout California. Local leaders are
-tired of the state coming in and raiding local funds, and they're reacting forcefully and viscerally to
kill this unconstitutional proposal that will destroy local job creation and economic recovery.”

The letter reads, in part:

“We stand ready to work with the Administration and the Legislature to pass an honest budget
that finally puts California on the road to fiscal health. However, it is important to ensure that no
decisions are made... that will make our financial problems worse.”

“Unfortunately, the Administration’s proposal to abolish redevelopment represents more of the
same State raids of local funds that voters have fought to prevent, and it will jeopardize the
State’s prospects for an economic recovery.”

“The propoesal will not provide budget savings fo the State or local governments...” but
“(e)liminating redevelopment will have a direct and lasting negative impact on the California
economy and job creation.”

“We strongly urge you to reject this measure and refocus on proposals that offer real solutions to
California’s budget problems.”

City leaders have warned that the proposal to abolish redevelopment is unconstitutional, violating
numerous provisions of the state and federal constitutions. Additionally, eliminating ‘
redevelopment will have a direct and lasting negative impact on the California economy and job
creation.
* Redevelopment activities support an average of 304,000 full- and part-time private sector
jobs in a typical year, including 170,600 construction jobs,
+ Redevelopment contributes over $40 billion annually to California’s economy in the
generation of goods and services; and
¢ Redevelopment construction activities generate $2 billion in state and local taxes in a
typical year.

Over the last few weeks, hundreds of local officials and community leaders have come to
Sacramento to lobby legislators and testify in committee hearings, they’ve held press events in
their communities highlighting the perils of the proposal, and they've logged thousands of phone
calls, letters and personal meetings with legislators and staff.

For more information visit www.ProtectOurl.ocalEconomy.com.

‘Budget’ Continued from Page 1...

Assembly

in a departure from the normal process, the Assembly Budget Commitiee arranged a vote on all
subcommittee actions as a package rather than by line item. This committee hearing represents
the only full budget committee hearing the Assembly will hold between subcommittees and the
conference committee. The package ultimately passed on a party-line vote.

Each subcommittee chair presented the results of their subcommittee’s work, and then committee
members were given an opportunity to ask questions and make statements. Assembly Members
Dan Logue (R-Linda) and Bill Berryhill (R-Ceres) raised concerns about the proposal to eliminate
redevelopment, citing the lack of language and concerns that the proposal is constitutional.

The Department of Finance (DOF) responded that language would be available next week. DOF
also recognized that there are difficulties with the proposal, but indicated that they could work
around any constitutional issues. Assembly Member Luis Alejo (D-Salinas) indicated an interest
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in preserving redevelopment and enterprise zones in some form. Chair Bob Blumenfield (D-
Woodland Hills) sent a message to interested parties that if they have ideas for reform the door
was open, but only for a short time. He was clear that any redevelopment reforms must include
$1.7 billion for the General Fund and more money for schools and other local government.

Also of interest to cities, the Assembly package included the Gas Tax Swap reenactment, an
amended version of the Governor's public safety realignment proposal, and cuts to State Parks.
The details of the approved package are posted online at

hitp./iwww budgettrack.net/Portals/21/BudgetTrack/Docs11/1326 . pdf#xmi=http://www budgettrac
k.net/desktopmodules/budgettrack/pdfhitbuilder.aspx?file=1326.pdf&btsession=4&uid=493.

Senate

Prior to voting, the Senate Budget Committee members spent time discussing the implications of
eliminating redevelopment. While DOF acknowledged by that language was unavailable, the DOF
representative the committee that all “valid” contractual obligations would be respected.

Chair Mark Leno (D-San Francisco) noted that DOF assured him that the popular Transbay
Terminal Project in San Francisco would not be impaired.

Other members asked questions about the impact of eliminating redevelopment on the state’s
budget. Sen. Lois Wolk (D-Davis) remarked that her main concern was the cost to the state for
backfilling losses to schools for property tax shares captured during the life of redevelopment
project areas.

DOF and the Legislative Analyst Office (LAO) were questioned by Senators Mark DeSaulnier, (D-
Concord), Alan Lowenthal (D-Long Beach), Rod Wright (D-Los Angeles) and Bill Emmerson (R-
Riverside) about the impact of eliminating redevelopment on the state budget. DOF and LAO
representatives confirmed repeatedly that the state will receive no budget savings from
eliminating redevelopment in future years because the Governor's proposal does not count freed
up school property tax against the state’s funding obligation under Proposition 98. LAO pointed
out that this was a “policy choice” for the body to decide. Ultimately, the committee voted to pass
the proposal on a party line vote.

Thus the political dance continues with state representatives claiming that eliminating
redevelopment is necessary to offset state budget expenses, but admitting that the proposal has
no such state budget benefit in the out years. Among the strongest advocates for the
Administration’s proposal to eliminate redevelopment in earlier subcommitiee hearings was the
politically powerful California Teachers Association.

Next Steps

While redevelopment agency authority remains in danger, there still is a ways to go in the political
process. However the measure is drafted, it is bound to have numerous constitutional flaws. The
two-house Budget Conference Committee will convene next week where the redevelopment
issue will be revisited again. Floor votes will follow in the first or second week of March. Many
other issues will also come into play, including the effort to secure two-thirds votes to place the
Administration’s proposals to extend state taxes on the ballot for a June special election.

City officials should continue to meet with their legislators on this important issue and hold them
accountable for votes that will have dire consequences for local communities.

‘Congress’ Continued from Page 1...
FY 2011 Standoff
Since last October, the federal government has been operating on Continuing Resolutions (CRs),

basically using the same funding levels as the prior year. But the current CRs will expire on
Friday, March 4, and without action the federal government will come to a standstill.



House Republicans this week released the language to HR 1, the proposed funding bill for the
remainder of FY 2011. The proposal slashes $100 billion from current year spending. Even if

HR 1 passes the House, it is unlikely to become law due to the Democratic majority in the Senate
and a promise from President Obama to veto the bill. This is leading to a standoff that could
reach far beyond March 4.

There are several programs proposed for termination or cuts by the Republicans in FY 2011 that
are of interest to cities, including: Community Oriented Policing Services (COPS) hiring,
Weatherization Assistance Program, and Community Development Block Grants (CDBG). Earlier
this week the League sent a request for cities to ask their federal representatives to support full
funding for CDBG as this program is viewed as being one of the most vulnerable. This is
especially important as the House prepares to vote on a 62.5 percent (or $2.5 billion) cut and we
enter into a weeklong break for Congress.

FY 2012 Budget Proposal Released

On Monday, President Obama released his budget proposal for FY 2012 which begins on Oct. 1,
2011. The proposal will result in a deficit reduction more than $1 trillion in the next 10 years and
includes a freeze on discretionary spending for five years on all non-security programs.

Of importance to cities, the President proposes increases to public transit, high-speed rail, and
COPS hiring grants. However, the President proposes cutting CDBG by 7.5 percent, and
eliminating the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grants altogether.

As budget discussions continue on the federal level, cities should take the opportunity to express
their support for these programs. )

CDBG Meetings Scheduled for City Officials to Provide Feedback

The Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) will hold a series of roundtable
discussions throughout the state from Feb. 22 — March 9 regarding the state Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG) program. Local government officials will have the opportunity
to attend one of the scheduled meetings or webinars to learn about future changes to the state
CDBG program and provide important feedback.

Meeting discussions will include ideas on how to continue business with reduced staffing for the
program and how to distribute state CDBG funding in the future. This program is for counties with
fewer than 200,000 residents in unincorporated areas and cities with fewer than 50,000 residents
that are not participants in the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) entitlement program.

Scheduled Meeting Dates

Feb. 22, Coachella, Noon~3 p.m.
City Hall, Council Chambers
1515 Sixth Street

Feb. 24, Sacramento, 1-4 p.m.
California Room (470)
1800 3rd Street

March 1, Anderson, 9 a.m.—Noon
Community Center
- 1887 Howard Street

March 2, Fort Bragg, Noon-3 p.m.
Town Hall
363 North Main Street

March 3, Crescent City, 9 a.m.—Noon



Del Norte County Flynn Administrative Center
981 H Street

March 8, Visalia, 9 a.m.—Noon
County of Tulare

Main Conference Room
Government Plaza

5961 S. Mooney Bivd.

March 9, Salinas, 1-4 p.m.
County of Monterey,

The Monterey Room, 2rd Floor
168 W. Alisal Street

CDBG Roundtable Discussion Webinars
Wednesday, March 16, 1 p.m.

Register online for this Webex meeting at
hitps://hcd. webex.com/hed/j.php?ED=164375682&RG=1&UID=0&RT=MiMQ

Thursday, March 17, 1 p.m.
Register online for this Webex meeting at
hitps://hed. webex.com/hed/i.php?ED=164375692&RG=18UID=0&RT=MIM0

Once the host approves your webinar registration request, a confirmation e-mail will be sent with
instructions for joining the meeting. :

Agenda Topics

Review the problem

Method of Distribution (Super-NOFA)
2009 comparison with the Super-NOFA
Regulation changes

Timeframe for the Super-NOFA release
Open discussion

® & o o o o

HCD recommends completing the registration form

(hitp:/iwww.cacities.ord/resource files/29541.CDBGRoundtableattenanceForm.doc) to help
reserve enough space for the potential number of attendees in each meeting. Please e-mail the
attached form to CDBG@hcd.ca.gov.

Highway User Tax Revenue Updates Posted on CaliforniaCityFinance.com

Newly updated city and county gas tax revenue estimates for FY 2010-11 and FY 2011-12 are
now available on the California Local Government Finance Almanac’s website at
http://www.californiacityfinance.com/HUTAupdate110214.pdf. The new agency-by-agency
estimates are based on statewide estimates from the Gov. Jerry Brown’s FY 2011-12 proposed
budget released last month. Included in the update are Highway User Tax (HUT) revenues
aliocated under Streets and Highways Code Sec 2104-2107.5 and Proposition 42 replacement
HUT revenues allocated under Streets and Highways Code Sec 2103,

Finding Ways for Your City to Save Money

Looking at your city’s banking relationships offers a painless way of recovering and generating
revenue for our cash-strapped cities.

This involves three options:
s Examining your bank’s fees and services;



+ Considering purchasing card/electronic vendor payment programs that provide a rebate
to your city; and
e Making the most of the Community Reinvestment Act for your city.

After looking at its fee schedule and earnings with its current bank, the city of Carson switched to
a regional bank and saved $75,000 in fees annually. “We're also enjoying great service,” reports
City Treasurer Karen Avilla.

To learn more, read “Making the Most of Your Banking Relationship” online at
http://www westerncity.com/\Western-City/January-2011/Making-the-Most-of-Y our-Banking-
Relationship on WesternCity.com.
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Issue #20

UPDATES

BUDGET CONFERENCE COMMITTEE TO MEET TODAY
Realignment, Public Safety, Enterprise Zones and Redevelopment all to be Debated

Yesterday, Assembly Member Bob Blumenfield (D-Woodland Hills), Budget Conference
Committee chair announced the committee’s conferees. The Senate will be represented by Sens.
Mark Leno (D-San Francisco), Alan Lowenthal (D-Long Beach), Gloria Negrete Mcl.eod (D-
Chino), Bill Emmerson (R-Riverside) and Bob Huff (R-Diamond Bar). The Assembly will be
represented by Asms. Blumenfield, Felipe Fuentes (D-Slymar), Diane Harkey (R-Dana Point), Jim
Nielsen (R-Gerber), and Nancy Skinner (D-Berkeley). For more, see Page 2.
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‘Conference Committee’ Continued from Page 1...

The Conference Committee meets today at 10 a.m. and is scheduled to take up a variety of
issues affecting local government, including redevelopment and enterprise zones. The agenda
which has been posted on the Senate website at

http:/Avww senate.ca.aov/fip/SEN/COMMITTEE/STANDING/BFR/ _home/201112ConfComMaijorl
ssues.pdf. The enterprise zone discussion is listed in the agenda on page 5, while the
redevelopment discussion is listed on page 7.

Public safety realignment is first on the agenda. Because it relates to COPS and Booking Fees
funding, this discussion is especially important to local government. Also of importance, is the
broader of issue of the realignment of health and human services to counties, which includes
such issues as potential reallocation of state prisoners to county jails. Counties are currently
being told that funding for this realignment will come from proposed tax increases which would be
effective for five years. After five years, the state has promised constitutional protections for
continuing revenue for realignment. However, given the experience with constitutional protections
and redevelopment, it remains a fair question whether the state will uitimately honor those
protections for future county revenues.

Other likely controversial topics today include the single sales factor and increasing pressure from
outside groups for pension reform.

Sen. B!pmenﬂe!d has requested that the Budget Conference Committee also meet:
e Thursday, Feb. 24 at 11:00 a.m. in Room 4202
e Friday, Feb. 25, at 10:00 a.m. Room TBA
e Saturday, Feb. 26, Upon Call of the Chair, Room 4203
e Sunday, Feb. 27, Upon Call of the Chair, Room 4203

The notices will appear in both the Senate and Assembly Daily Files on Wednesday, Feb. 23,
2011.
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LEGAL AND OPERATIONAL FLAWS EXPOSED WITH GOVERNOR’S
RDA ELIMINATION PLAN
Legislative Counsel Says Governor's Plan Violates Proposition 22

Aided by the availability of Gov. Jerry Brown's actual language detailing the proposed elimination
of redevelopment agencies, Budget Conference Committee members began to grapple today
with the meaning and complexities involved with the potential elimination of almost 400
redevelopment agencies operating under the fabric of 65 years of state law and constitutional
authority. For more, see Page 2.
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LITTLE HOOVER COMMISSION RELEASES PENSION REPORT
Calls for Pension Roll-Back for Current State and Local Government Workers

The Little Hoover Commission released a report yesterday urging the Governor and the
Legislature to establish the legal authority for the state and local government to freeze pension
benefits for current workers. The bipartisan and independent state agency is charged with
recommending ways to increase the efficiency and effectiveness of state programs.

For more, see Page 4.
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
HOLDS WATER QUALITY FEE MEETING

Earlier today, the State Water Resources Control Board held its annual water quality stakeholder
meeting to review the state Waste Discharge Permit Fund (WDPF) condition and the potential for
fee increases later this year in the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES),
Waste Discharge Requirement (WDR), Stormwater and Land Disposal areas. Ultimately, the
action to approve the potential fee increases will not occur unti later this fall.

For more, see Page 4.



‘Redevelopment’ Continued from Page 1...

Committee members queried representatives of the Department of Finance (DOF) and the
Legislative Analyst (LAO) on a host of technical and legal issues:

e Who would administer the duties of “successor agency?”

e Who holds the liability for toxic proposal if a successor agency does not step forward?

* What happens to projects that are important, but not quite under construction?

+ How can brownfields be cleaned up that the private sector does not want to do if this tool
goes away?
Proposition 22 was mentioned often.
DOF and LOA staff were also queried on the "Big 8” alternative proposal to allow for
securitization of RDA revenue streams to generate a one-time $1.7 billion, in exchange
for automatic 10-year project life extensions. Staff raised a variety of concerns related to
Proposition 22, Proposition 58, and the high costs associated with borrowing and
granting time extensions.

But the capper came when a representative from the Legislative Counsel of California, which
reviews all legislation for legality, indicated the Governor’s effort to take $1.7 billion to fund state
services as part of a proposal to abolish redevelopment appeared to be jllegal under Prop. 22.

When asked by Assembly Member Felipe Fuentes (D-Slymar) to opine on the legality of the
Administration’s proposal, the lawyer from Leg Counsel's office responded:

“Prop. 22 specifically prohibits the legislature from, um, enacting a statute that
requires an (redevelopment) agency to transfer tax increment money for the
benefit of the State or agency of the State or any jurisdiction (emphasis added).
So, that, on the face of it, may be problematic.”

To view the testimony visit www .youtube.com/watch?v=7Gv7LKGLEIM.

Assembly Member Diane Harkey (R-Dana Point) read language from the ballot title and summary
prepared by the then-Attorney General Brown for Prop. 22, which assured voters the measure
protected redevelopment funds. The verbatim language used in the baliot title was:

“PROHIBITS THE STATE FROM BORROWING OR TAKING FUNDS USED FOR
TRANSPORTATION, REDEVELOPMENT, OR LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROJECTS AND
SERVICES. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Prohibits the State, even during
Severe fiscal hardship, from delaying distribution of tax revenues for these purposes.”

Itis not without irony that the Governor and some legislators who are currently citing their respect
for the wisdom and perspective of the voters as they seek to place $14 billion in tax extensions on
the ballot, are so willingly to ignore the actions taken by these same voters less than four months

ago when they passed Prop. 22 by more than 60 percent.

Governor’s Language on Redevelopment Elimination Finally Released

The long-delayed language. containing the details of the Governor's proposed elimination of
redevelopment was released on Wednesday. Please go to:

www.dof.ca.gov/budgeting/trailer bill language/financial research_and local government/docu
ments/502%20RDA%20L egislation%202-23p.pdf

The League urges city managers and city attorneys to carefully review this language. The
effects of this proposal would have dire consequences for cities, projects, and jobs. It also
includes a provision which could undo redevelopment actions since the beginning of the year.

This latest state scheme to raid local funds will surely face strong constitutional challenges, based
upon the language of Prop. 22 and other Constitutional provisions. The language also conveys a
condescending tone toward the important work done by local officials and their communities.



The legislation would force cities that want to keep their rightful share of property taxes dedicated
to redevelopment to become a “successor agency.” This new agency would be subject to the
dictates of an oversight board stacked with representatives who will have little accountability or
concern for the welfare of the specific community. It would also be subject to oversight by the
DOF, the State Controller and the County Auditor.

The loss of local authority for many is too high of a price to pay for years of subjugation. Either
way however, the design of this mechanism will span disputes and harm relations between local
agencies, whether they agreed with the cuts and taxes or not.

Governor Visits Conference Committee Thursday

Gov. Jerry Brown made a rare appearance before the Budget Conference Committee on
Thursday.

The Governor — with a message primarily admonishing Republican legislators — insisted that
legislators pass his proposed spending cuts (including the elimination of redevelopment
agencies) and place his proposed $14 billion in annual tax extensions on the June ballot.

Sen. Bob Huff (R-Diamond Bar) challenged the Governor of the representation that his plan was
truly a balanced package of cuts and tax extensions. The Senator pointed out that many of the
actions counted as “cuts” are not really cutting state programs, but are cutting local programs
such as redevelopment. Republican legislators also expressed concern about the lack of bill
language and details for the Governor's proposal to realign over $6 billion in state health, social
service and corrections responsibilities to counties that would be funded by a portion of the five-
year temporary tax extensions.

Assembly Member Felipe Fuentes (D-Slymar) spoke of his positive experience with the benefits
of redevelopment and asked the Governor if he was open to alternatives short of elimination.
While acknowledging his own experience with redevelopment as mayor of Oakland, the
Governor’s response was cool and noncommittal.

Regarding realignment, Sen. Bill Emmerson (R-Riverside) expressed concerns over the lack of
- language on the proposal. In response, the Governor promised the committee that language
would be available by Monday, Feb. 28.

There was also mention of a possible “Big 8 alternative proposal to eliminating redevelopment
which would allow for the state to essentially borrow redevelopment funds to solve the budget
crisis; however the Governor was quick to dismiss it.

Next Steps

The Budget Committee’s staff will continue to work over the weekend. A vote on this issue could
occur as early next week. Legislators also appeared interested in a concept floated by Sen. Huff
in which agencies that voluntarily agree to dedicate 10 percent of RDA funding toward a state
securitization concept could be rewarded with 40-year extensions of project area lifespans. More
legislative staff research will go into this proposal.

City officials with legislators on the Conference Committee should continue to urge them to
oppose the Governor's redevelopment elimination proposal, The redevelopment proposal is
flagged an urgency bill, requiring a two-thirds vote in each house. It will take Republican votes as
well (at least two in each house) to get the tax extensions on the ballot because of the two-thirds
vote requirement.

The League has put out a response to the contents of the language. City officials can use this as
the basis of how to address this issue with Budget Conference Committee members. Please go
to: www.cacities.org/resource files/29560.RDA%20Talking%20Points%20FINAL .pdf

Budget Conference Committee members are:



Sen. Mark Leno (D-San Francisco);

Sen. Alan Lowenthal (D-Long Beach);

Sen. Gloria Negrete Mcleod (D-Chino);

Sen. Bill Emmerson (R-Riverside);

Sen. Bob Huff (R-Diamond Bar;

Assembly Member Bob. Blumenfield (D-Woodland Hills);
Assembly Member Felipe Fuentes (D-Slymar);
Assembly Member Diane Harkey (R-Dana Point};
Assembly Member Jim Nielsen (R-Gerber; and
Assembly Member Nancy Skinner (D-Berkeley).
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‘Little Hoover Continued from Page 1...

The Commission recommends that going forward, current workers accrue benefits under more
sustainable pension plans and payments to retirees would not be affected under these
recommendations.

In its report, Public Pensions for Retirement Security, the Commission recommends a “hybrid”
model that combines a lower defined-benefit pension formula with an employer-matched and risk-
managed defined-contribution plan. The Commission also suggests the state explore options to
extend Social Security old-age benefits to all uncovered state and local public employees,
following a model adopted for federal employees 25 years ago.

The Commission acknowledges the legal challenges these recommendations pose, but also
made recommendations to set uniform standards for the 85 defined-benefit pension plans in
California, including:

» Acap in the $80,000-90,000 range of the maximum salary that could be used to calculate
pension benefits;

o Eligibility ages for pension benefits that do no encourage early retirement;

A requirement that employees and employers share the normal costs of funding their

pensions plans;

Clear definitions of final compensation to prevent “spiking;”

A prohibition against contribution “holidays” when employer to not pay into the funds;

A ban on retroactive pension increases; and

Steps to improve accountability and transparency.

The League will continue to monitor this issue. Please direct any questions to Natasha Karl at
nkarl@cacities.org.

‘Water’ Continued from Page 1...

Earlier today, the State Water Resources Control Board held its annual water quality stakeholder
meeting to review the state Waste Discharge Permit Fund (WDPF) condition and the potential for
fee increases later this year in the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES),
Waste Discharge Reguirement (WDR), Stormwater and Land Disposal areas. Ultimately, the
action to approve the potential fee increases will not occur until later this fall.

It is important to keep in mind that the potential fee increases will likely change (although not
likely to go up any higher than currently projected) based on the final state budget which is
expected to be adopted sometime between March and June. In the fall, and through emergency
regulation, the State Board will adopt its final budget. Any fee increases would be implemented
after the Board finalizes its budget, towards the end of 2011.

Much of the potential fee increases come from the Governor's proposed budget, which potentially
will shift general fund revenues to fee based revenues for NPDES and basin planning programs.
In today’s call, SWRCB staff noted that based on current budget forecasts and state budget




proposals could have the overall fund see fee increases averaging 20 percent in FY 2011-12.
They also noted that today's numbers are still preliminary and will not be final untit the State
Board adopts their budget this fall.

Program FY2011-12 Potential Fee Increases
NPDES program 27 percent

WDR 8.6 percent

Land Disposal (no tip fee) 18.7 percent

Land Disposal (tip fee) 12.3 percent

Stormwater 17.4 percent

League staff will keep reporting on future discussions on the potential water quality fee increases
as they progress over the next few months, If you have specific questions on these programs or
potential fee increases, contact Kyra Ross at kross@cacities.org or Jennifer Whiting at
jwhiting@cacities.org.

Apply Now for EPA Smart Growth Achievement Award
April 6 Application Deadline

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is pleased to announce that the application
period for the 10th annual National Award for Smart Growth Achievement is now open. This
award recognizes and supports communities that have successfully used smart growth principles
to improve communities environmentally, socially, and economically. Open to public- and private-
sector entity award recipients (although all applications must include a public-sector partner) will
be recognized at a ceremony in Washington, D.C., in December 2011, Awards will be given in the
categories of Programs, Policies, and Regulations; Smart Growth and Green Building; Civic
Places,; and Rural Smart Growth. An “Overall Excellence” winner will be chosen from the four
categories by the review panels.

To view the application and complete entry guidelines, please visit
www.epa.gov/smartgrowth/awards. htm#2011app. Applications are due April 6.

Additional information about developing and implementing cost-effective climate and energy
strategies that help further environmental goals and achieve public health and economic benefits
is available on the EPA website at www . epa.gov/statelocalclimate.

Navigatihg the Complex Rules on Gifts: What Public Officials Need to Know

The law related to public officials’ acceptance of gifts is complicated, and the concept of a “gift” is
extremely broad. Here are three key points to keep in mind:

* Gifts from family members (as defined in Fair Political Practices Commission regulations)
are OK and not subject to gift limit and reporting requirements; and
* Gifts of approximately equal value that you exchange with friends for birthdays, holidays
and similar occasions are OK and not subject to gift limit and reporting requirements.
.
Everything else is subject to fairly complex rules, and violating the rules carries severe penalties.
To avoid inadvertently breaking the laws that govern public officials’ acceptance of gifts, read
“When Someone Does Something Nice for You: Practical Questions for Public Officials to Ask.”
Please see www.westerncity.com/Western-City/February-2011/Gifts-Part-1-When-Someone-
Does-Something-Nice-For-You-Practical-Questions-for-Public-Officials-to-Ask/.

This article is an instaliment of the "Everyday Ethics for Local Officials” column in Western City
magazine and part of an ongoing series about the gift laws.




Feb. 28, 2011
Issue #22

UPDATES

BUDGET CONFERENCE COMMITTEE CONTINUES TO MEET

The Budget Conference Committee is meeting again today to discuss SB 69, the state’s budget
bill, after last week’s unexpected admission by the Legislative Counsel of California that the
Governor's proposal to end redevelopment was likely illegal under Proposition 22. Please see the
Feb. 25 issue of City Advocate Weekly at
hitp://www.cacities.org/index.jsp?zone=locc&previewStory=28405 for more information.

The Budget Conference Committee is made up of Sens. Mark Leno (D-San Francisco), Alan
Lowenthal (D-Long Beach), Gloria Negrete McLeod (D-Chino}, Bill Emmerson (R-Riverside) and
Bob Huff (R-Diamond Bar) and Asms. Blumenfield, Felipe Fuentes (D-Slymar), Diane Harkey (R-
Dana Point), Jim Nielsen (R-Gerber), and Nancy Skinner (D-Berkeley).

Detailed information on the Budget Conference Committee process has been posted on the
Senate website at hitp://www.sen.ca.gov/budget/

The Committee is scheduled to meet every day for the rest of the week.

City officials should continue to urge their legislators on the Conference Committee to oppose the
proposal which has been flagged as an urgency bill, requiring a two-thirds vote in each house.
The League has put out a response to the contents of the language which city officials can use as
the basis of how to address this issue with Budget Conference Committee members. The
response is available on the League’s website at

hitp://www.cacities org/resource files/29560.RDA%20Talking%20Points%20F INAL.pdf.

C06O00C000CCRO00000000000600080BVOOE
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Advocate Weekl

Mar. 2, 2011
Issue #23

UPDATES

HOOVER COMMISSION PENSION REPORT BECOMES
PRINCIPAL FOCUS OF LEGISLATIVE HEARING

A joint orientation hearing of the Assembly and Senate PERS Committees is typically an
opportunity for the members to meet with public employee stakeholder groups and identify
priorities for this legislative session. Today, however, it was a very different scene during the bi-
annual hearing when the topic turned to the Little Hoover Commission’s (Commission) recent
report on public employee pensions. For more, see Page 2.

GOVERNOR BROWN OFFERS REVISION TO REALIGNMENT PLAN FOR
CORRECTIONS, FIRE RESPONSE

The Brown Administration released revised portions of its realignment plan this week impacting
local public safety services, specifically corrections and fire service response, based on
discussions with local stakeholders and testimony provided during the many budget
subcommittee hearings. For more, see Page 2.

00006000000 00000000000000000008000000

NEW PROGRAM OPTIONS FROM CALIFORNIA COMMUNITIES TRANS WEBINARS

The 2011 California Communities TRANs program has new features with greater flexibility.
Please join one of two informational webinars describing the new Flexible Tax and Revenue
Anticipation Notes (Flex-TRANs) Program. The newly improved program will offer rolling
enroliment dates and monthly issuances commencing July 1 through Nov. 1.

For more, see Page 3.

11.1



‘Pensions’ Continued from Page 1...

The Public Pensions for Retirement Security (hitp://www.lhc.ca.gov/studies/204/Report204.pdf)
report released last week by the Commission has received a vast and varying amount of attention
for its recommendation that going forward, current workers should accrue benefits under more
sustainable pension plans. The League first reported on this in the Feb. 25 issue of City Advocate
Weekly (hitp://www.cacities.org/resource files/29569.Feb25 pdf). Essentially, the Commission
wants the Legislature to consider options for public agencies to reduce benefits for current
employees.

In its report, the Commission acknowledges that there is extensive case law that establishes
pension benefits as a vested right to employees. However, it has indicated that public sector
employers should have the same options as their private sector counterparts to change future un-
accrued benefits for current employees to allow "governments to reduce their overall liabilities.”

League Deputy Executive Director Dwight Stenbakken testified at the hearing today, highlighting
what has occurred already at the local level. He emphasized that many cities and their public
employees are negotiating changes to pensions and other benefits.

Both chairs, Assembly Member Warren Furatani (D-Gardenia) and Sen. Gloria Negrete Mcl.eod
(D-Chino), acknowledged that pension reforms must be made and noted that their committees
will be working on the issue this year.

The labor coalition was represented at the hearing by David Low with California School
Employees Association and Terry Brennand of the SEIU State Council. Both expressed criticism
of the Commission’s report.

Gov. Jerry Brown, while campaigning for office, indicated that he wanted to implement pension
reforms that are both fair to employees as well as taxpayers. The Governor has yet to release a
specific proposal. :

‘Realignment’ Continued from Page 1...

Parole and Incarceration

Gov. Jerry Brown’s revised plan makes changes to the his January proposal in the areas of
inmate supervision, probation, parole, court security, juvenile justice, and public safety mandates,
in response to concerns from law enforcement associations that local facilities are not equipped
to handle the potential new inmate population types or levels.

Most notably, the plan withdraws the broad realignment of non-serious, non-violent, and non-sex
state inmates from the state to county facilities. Rather, it redefines which type of convictions
would make state inmate ineligible for local incarceration including solicitation for murder, felony
child abuse, felony domestic violence, assault on a peace officer and human trafficking. A fuli list
of these offenses has been posted on the League’s website at

hitp://www.cacities.org/resource files/29575.RealignmentCrimeExclusionList.pdf.

Parole agreements would also follow these guidelines as well, while all other non-serious, non-
violent, non-sexual convictions (“non-non-nons”) would fall under county jurisdiction. Counties
would still be expected to manage the “non-non-nons” with, for example, records of petty theft
with a prior conviction, drug possession, grand theft and fraud. The budget also provides
additional funding for county-level inmates serving in jail for more than three years.

While it is a promising step for the state to maintain jurisdiction over the most serious parolees,
some argue this split-level system, which relies on different models for parole revocation and
supervision at the state and local levels, may hinder the goals of reducing recidivism rates and
improving community safety.

Also, because the Governor's January budget assumed a greater savings in public safety, in
order to still achieve savings the revised realignment plan repeals state-mandate reimbursement



opportunities for various local public safety programs including costs for domestic violence arrest
standards and victim treatment, and child-abduction and recovery services.

Fire Service in State Responsibility Areas

The other major revision makes changes to the reassignment of iands currently under the
responsibility of CALFIRE, also known as state responsibility areas (SRA). The January proposal
would have directed the Board of Forestry and Fire Protection to assess SRAs with higher levels
of development and deem them “urban,” placing them under the responsibility of the adjacent
city, county or fire protection district.

Fire service stakeholders and the Legislative Analyst Office raised many concerns with the
original proposal. This included an over-assumption of potential savings that could be realized,
the long duration of the reassignment process, and the harm it could cause to air response
capabilities and the statewide mutual aid network.

Now, the proposal instead focuses on existing contracts between local agencies and CALFIRE,
shifting the funding source but not the scope on current agreements with six local JPAs and
dependent and independent representing the counties of Kern, Los Angeles, Marin, Orange,
Santa Barbara, and Ventura.

The League will provide additional details on these and other realignment proposals as more
information it becomes available.

‘Webinars’ Continued from Page 1...

The webinars will be a combination of audio and PowerPoint presentations. Please use one of
the following links to register in advance for either webinar:

Tuesday, March 8 from 10- 11am
(hitp://r20.rs6 . net/tn.jsp?iir=yobgeqcab&et=1104681395315&s=1&e=0011PFr3ROMSIggDzNZEmM

2hzFzZ7zixPBCGAsSRB_UbofpE8BM_wkvZo9T59dUmCai75r1 gPXPBIUWXabVWNS wrDLLZny--
ODggXlyiepMvX3uzgRN8CZRb-Qyi8Y CBUIDX9HmyxBnMcHk3h1LixHEMBQ==)

Thursday, March 10 from 10 - 11 am
(http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?lir=yo5geqcab&et=11046813953158s=18&e=001IPFr3ROMSIpzEyUolLH
atwK-Lw xHCcgeaVLIWT4gmi8aK NbHsRDHWIOPXatWlipzdV1TLIg7 J-ei8yM8XWC3Nhnl.-
tMWUKtvdwgPto-z8iKkzA744u0mGBAwWSqT7hHEXzsp07pYyoF 8CxCZwnXg==

Both webinars will contain the same information. A confirmation e-mail will be sent with log-in and
dial-in instructions after registering. :

Webinar Topics

Short Term Municipal Market Overview

TRANS Issuance

Optional stand-alone or pooled TRANs

Shorter maturity options available

Economies of scale to achieve lower costs
Timelines - Rolling program enroliment deadliines
Questions and Answers

Time will be allowed for a question and answer session after the presentation. During the webinar
you can 'raise your hand' using the webinar tool. Your line will then be un-muted and you will be
recognized by the presenters so that you may ask your question(s).

If you have any questions or problems regarding the presentation or the program, please contact
Jake Bayham of California Communities at (925) 933-8229 x230 or
jbayham@cacommunities.org.




13.1

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE PREZONING UNINCORPORATED PROPERTY LOCATED
ON THE EAST SIDE OF EAST MAIN STREET BETWEEN PEPPER
DRIVE AND LAVALA LANE AS C-G (GENERAL COMMERCIAL) ZONE;
GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION: GENERAL COMMERCIAL (GC),
ZONE RECLASSIFICATION NO. 2261, APNs: 400-250-07, -08, -09 AND -28.

WHEREAS, the City Council held a duly noticed public hearing on July 12, 2005, to
consider an appeal of the Planning Commission’s decision to deny Zone Reclassification
Application No. 2261, as set-forth in PC Resolution No. 10124; and

WHEREAS, Zone Reclassification Application No. 2261 is a request to prezone four
parcels of unincorporated land located on the east side of East Main Street between Pepper
Drive and Lavala Lane as C-G (General Commercial) Zone as a prerequisite of annexation of
the property to the City of EI Cajon (APNs 400-250-07, -08, -09, and -28); and

_ WHEREAS, an Environmental Impact Report (No. 74) was prepared for a Home Depot
retail store development on this proper’cy, and

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 129-99 on July 27, 1999, certifying
EIR No. 74, and adopting a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program to avoid or
substantially lessen impacts of the proposed project; and

WHEREAS, on July 12, 2005, the City Council adopted an Addendum to Final
Environmental Impact Report No. 74 for this project, and it has reviewed and considered the
information contained therein; and

WHEREAS, at its public hearing on July 12, 2005, the City Council considered all public
testimony, relevant exhibits, and recommendations of the Planning Commission and City staff,
and thereafter upheld the appeal and approved the prezoning request.

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF EL CAJON DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. Based upon the record as a whole, the City Council hereby makes the
following findings:

A. All the recitals above are true and correct and incorporated herein by reference;
B. The prezoning of the subject properties to the C-G Zone is consistent with the City
General Plan General Commercial land use designation governing the subject

properties upon annexation to the City;

(Continued on Page 2)



Page 2 of 2, Ordinance No.

C. The C-G Zone is consistent with the applicable objectives, policies, general land
uses, and programs specified in the General Plan because it is intended to
accommodate general retail uses; and

D. Prezoning the subject properties to the C-G Zone is in the best interest of public
necessity, convenience and general welfare because it will allow for the subsequent
annexation of the four parcels which are surrounded by the City of El Cajon on three
sides and all City services are readily available to serve the subject properties.

SECTION 2. The City Council hereby PREZONES Assessor Parcel Numbers 400-250-
07, -08, -09 and -28 C-G (General Commercial) Zone as shown on Exhibit “A” attached hereto
and incorporated by reference.

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall become effective at the same time that the
annexation becomes effective.

3/8/11 (Item 13.1)

ZR 2261 Home Depot
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General Information “A”

DATE: March 1, 2011

TO: Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tem Kendrick,
Councilmembers Hanson-Cox, McClellan, and Wells

FROM: Deputy City Manager/Director of Public Works/City Engineer
SUBJECT: 2010 Annual School Review

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council accept and file the 2010 Annual ;
School Review report.

BACKGROUND: The Annual School Review has been conducted since 1990. The
attached report details requests related to traffic issues made by all public and private
elementary, middle, and high schools within the City of El1 Cajon.

FISCAL IMPACT: None at this time pending possible future actions required as
noted in the attached report.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
1R T~ et W ey

Rob Turner Kathi J. Henry J

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER CITY MANAGER

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
CITY ENGINEER



2010 ANNUAL SCHOOL REVIEW

Background
This is the City’'s Annual School Review for the period from December 2009 through

December 2010. This review, as those in the past, contains surveys from the Principals of El
Cajon schools, both public and private. All of these surveys have been summarized to
include comments pertaining to either Public Works Traffic Engineering or the Police
Department (see attachments). Items related to on-site concerns not under the control of the
City will be referred to the School District for possible action. Also included with the review is
a table summarizing a number of items completed over previous years at each school (see
attachments). For each of the schools reviewed, the school safety review table includes the
following information: '

School

Speed limit on fronting street

Street classification and number of lanes

Traffic volumes

School patrol locations

Approximate numbers of children using school patrolled crossings
Accident information

Dates of previous service request reviews

General comments/requests

OCONDO B LN =

Based on this year's review, the overall conditions were again quite satisfactory at the
majority of schools. Several of the schools continue to be concerned with vehicle speeds,
parents disregarding directions made by School staff, and traffic congestion in general.
Fortunately, traffic congestion adjacent to the schools occurs for about 20 minutes at the
morning school start time and then again at the afternoon dismissal time.

In the past year, the City replaced all existing school zone warning signs to be in compliance
with the latest California Manual on Uniform on Traffic Control Devices (CAMUTCD)
standards.

Accident History
During the past year (December 2009 through December 2010) there was one (1) accident

involving a vehicle versus a school age pedestrian(s) for which a report was taken. There .
was one accident involving a school-age pedestrian in the previous year as well.

This particular accident occurred at the intersection of Mollison Avenue Street at Madison
Avenue in the general vicinity of Cajon Valley Middle School. This accident involved a
vehicle making a northbound right-turn from Mollison Avenue to Madison -Avenue colliding
with a school-age pedestrian crossing the street in the crosswalk. The cause of this accident
was the attributed to the driver not paying attention and failing to yield to the pedestrian in the
crosswalk. A review of this accident did not reveal any field conditions that could be changed
or corrected to prevent this type of accident other than greater awareness for both the
motorist and the school-age pedestrian.



2010 SCHOOL REVIEW - ACCIDENT SUMMARY
DECEMBER 31, 2009 TO DECEMBER 31, 2010

Cajon Valley Minor Mollison Ave./Madison Ave. Yes 05-21-10 13

SCHOOL INJURY LOCATION X-WALK DATE AGE
Middle School

Conclusion and Recommendations

The City annually applies for the “Safe Routes to School” Program Grant that would
potentially install additional school sidewalks, traffic signal countdown pedestrian signal
heads, and more vehicle speed feedback signs at key schools. The “Safe Routes to School”
program is an annual State and Federally funded program administered by Caltrans that
agencies competitively submit grant applications to help pay for safety improvements near
schools. The City will apply this year and hopefully obtain grant funding in the future.

At the beginning of each school year, the vehicle speed radar trailer is placed adjacent at
some of the key schools and will be placed in front of others throughout the year to remind
motorists of the 25 mph speed zones when children are present. It should also be noted that
the Police Department regularly rotates enforcement at schools, particularly at the beginning
of the school year and this enforcement continues throughout the school year as time and
staffing permits. The Police Department continues to provide a full time Police Officer at all
public High Schools. During 2010, the Police Department conducted regular enforcement in
and around elementary and middle schools throughout the City as-needed. This effort
included targeting speeders and other types of violations before and after school when most
of the traffic related problems occur. This effort has been done periodically in the past and
will continue throughout 2011.



2010 ANNUAL SCHOOL TRAFFIC SURVEY REQUEST SUMMARY

SCHOOL REQUEST : ACTION
ANZA 1. Request for additional red curbs adjacent to both | 1. City staff will conduct a field investigation and notify
ELEMENTARY school crosswalks. the School District of findings.

1005 S. Anza St.

2. Install speed humps to control speed.
3. More Police presence for enforcement.

2. Speed humps are not recommended since they are
used on primarily on residential streets. Anza Street is
more of a “thorough-fare” which accommodates more
traffic volume.

3. The PD will be advised of this request.

BOSTONIA
ELEMENTARY
1390 Broadway

1. Install more visible speed zone signs with flashing
yellow beacons on Broadway.

1. The City has applied for a “Safe Routes to School”
grant to help fund the installation of radar vehicle speed
feedback signs but was not successful. City will re-apply
in the next funding cycle.

CAJON VALLEY No request.

MIDDLE

395 Ballantyne St.

CHASE AVE 1. Parents/vehicles continue to stop in the “No | 1. The PD will be advised of this request for
ELEMENTARY Stopping” area along Chase Avenue creating a safety | enforcement.

195 E. Chase Ave. | hazard.

EMERALD 1. Safety concerns are primarily focused on the | 1. Request has been forwarded to the School District.
MIDDLE school site parking lot.

1221 S. Emerald
Ave.

FLYING HILLS 1. Install additional red curbing near existing school | 1. City staff will conduct a field investigation and notify
ELEMENTARY crosswalk on Heron Avenue. -~ | the School District of findings.
1251 Finch St. 2. Install an additional school crosswalk on Finch

Street at Heron Avenue.
GREENFIELD 1. Install a crosswalk or traffic signal to cross { 1. A traffic signal would not be recommended since it
MIDDLE Greenfield Drive between Camillo Way and N. Third | would not meet the required guidelines (warrants) as

1495 Greenfield Dr.

Street.

stated in the California Manual On Uniform Traffic
Control Devices. The existing traffic signal located at
Greenfield Dr./N. Third St. is located too close to the
requested location.




2010 ANNUAL SCHOOL TRAFFIC SURVEY REQUEST SUMMARY

JOHNSON
ELEMENTARY
500 W. Madison
Ave.

1. Install a crosswalk on Madison Avenue opposite
from the parking lot exit.

2. Install a traffic signal in front of the school.

3. Install a designated area for school buses on
Madison Avenue.

1. This crosswalk was discussed previously with the
District and it was decided that this location would not be
appropriate as it is a mid-block crossing which is not
recommended.

2. A traffic signal would not be recommended since it
would not meet the required guidelines (warrants) as
stated in the California Manual On Uniform Traffic
Control Devices. The existing traffic signal located at
Madison Ave./Chambers Ave. is located approximately
250 feet to the east which would be too close to the
requested signal location.

3. City staff will conduct a field investigation and notify
the School District of findings.

LEXINGTON 1. Re-paint the existing curb red on First Street and | 1. City staff will conduct a field investigation and take
ELEMENTARY install a “Do Not Park” or “Reserved for School Bus” | appropriate action.

533 S. First St. signs in the school bus loading zone.

MADISON 1. Additional red curb on Madison Avenue near the 1. Additional red curb was recently approved by City
ELEMENTARY mid-block school crosswalk. Council and installed in January 2011.

1615 E. Madison
Ave.

1. Parents are

MAGNOLIA illegally double parking along | 1. The PD will be notified for enforcement.
ELEMENTARY Greenfield Drive east of the school and jaywalking | - ‘ :

650 Greenfield Dr. with their children across the street.

MERIDIAN 1. Students have difficulties judging traffic on Third | 1. City staff will conduct a field investigation and take
ELEMENTARY Street at Dumar Avenue. appropriate action.

651 S. Third St.

MONTGOMERY 1. Post additional “No Parking” signs on the southern | 1. City staff will conduct a field investigation and take
MIDDLE end of Granite Hills Drive. Parents are parking in the | appropriate action. The PD will be notified for

1570 Melody Ln. existing bike lanes. enforcement.

NARANCA 1. Additional Police presence during school dismissal | 1. The PD will be notified for enforcement.
ELEMENTARY times to enforce speeding on Naranca Avenue.

1030 Naranca Ave.

FLETCHER HILLS
ELEMENTARY
2330 Center Pl.

1. Request for “all-way” stop at the intersection of
Chatham Street/Center Place.

1. City staff will conduct a field investigation and take
appropriate action.




2010 ANNUAL SCHOOL TRAFFIC SURVEY REQUEST SUMMARY

CHAPARRAL HS
1600 N. Cuyamaca
St.

No request.

EC VALLEY HS
1035 E. Madison
Ave.

No request.

GRANITE HILLS
HS

1719 E. Madison
Ave.

No request.

GROSSMONT HS
1100 Murray Dr.

No request.

CHRISTIAN
ELEMENTARY-
WEST

211 S. Third St.

No request.

CHRISTIAN HS

2100 Greenfield Dr.

No request.

HOLY TRINITY
ELEMENTARY
509 Ballard St.

No request.

OUR LADY OF
GRACE
2766 Navajo Rd.

No request.

ST. KIERANS
1347 Camillo Wy.

No request.

SEVENTH DAY
ADVENTIST
1640 E. Madison
Ave.

No request.

FOOTHILLS
CHRISTIAN
SCHOOL

2321 Dryden Rd.

No request.

LITERACY FIRST
CHARTER
799 E. Washington

No request.




2010 EL CAJON SCHOOL SAFETY REVIEW

School Type | Area | Speed Location s/C Traffic Student Safety Child Ped/Bike | previous
Limit Vol. Patrols Xing Accidents Review Comments/Requests
Anza E R 25 1005 S. Anza RC/1 L Gray/Anza H -- SR 2009 Request for additional red curb
St. Anza at School at school crosswalks.
Bostonia E C 40 1390 P/2 M Broadway/Grape M -- SR 2009 Applied for Safe Routes to
Broadway School grant but was not
successful.
Cajon Valley | M.S. R/C 35 395 P/2 H None H 1/0 SR 2009 None.
Ballantyne
St.
Chase E R/C 40 195 E. Chase P/2 H Chase/Prescott H - SR 2009 Installed “No Stopping
Ave. Anytime” signs on Chase Ave.
Emerald M.S. R 25 12215S. R/1 L None H - SR 2009 None.
Emerald Ave
Flying Hills E R 25 1251 Finch R/1 L Heron/Finch M -~ SR 2009 Request for additional red curb
St. SC/1 L Swallow/Finch at school crosswalks.
Fletcher E R 30 2330 S/1 M -Garfield/Center Pl M -= SR 2009 Request for all-way stop at
Hills Center PL. Chatham/Center Pi Chatham St./Center PI.
Greenfield M.S R 35 1495 P/1 M None H - SR 2009 Installed bus loading zone and
Greenfield handicap zone on Third St.
Dr.
johnson E R/C 35 500 W. S/1 M Madison/ H - SR 2009 None.
Madison Ave. Chambers
Lexington E R 35 533 S. First S/1 First/Redwood H - SR 2009 Relocated vehicle speed
St. feedback sign on First St.
Madison E R 35 1615 E. S/1 Madison at School H - SR 2009 installed additional red curb at
/Sevick Madison Ave. school crosswalk on Madison
Ave.
Magnolia E R/ 35 650 P/1 H Greenfield/Victor H -- SR 2009 None.
Greenfield
Dr.
Meridian E R 35 651 S. Third SC/1 M Third/Wash. M - SR 2009 None.
St. L Third/Dumar M
Montgomery | M.S. R 40 1570 Melody S/1 L None L -- SR 2009 None.
35 Ln.
Naranca E R 25 1030 RC/1 L Naranca & First/ M - SR 2009 | Requestto lengthen green-time
Naranca Ave. Naranca at Naranca/Mollison traffic
Mollison/Naranca ; signal.
Holy Trinity E.P. R 25 509 Ballard RC/1 L None L - SR 2009 None.
St.




2010 EL CAJON SCHOOL SAFETY REVIEW

School Type | Area | Speed Location s/C Traffic Student Safety Child Ped/Bike | previous
Limit Vol. Patrols Xing Accidents Review Comments/Requests
Christian - E.P. R 35 211 S. Third SC/1 L None L - SR 2009 None.
West St.
Our Lady of E.P. R/C 40 2766 Navajo P/2 H None L -- SR 2009 None.
Grace Rd.
St. Kierans E.P. R 25 1347 Camillo R/1 L None L - SR 2009 None.
Wy.
Seventh Day E.P. R 35 1640 S/1 M None L - SR 2009 None.
Adventist Madison Ave.
Chaparral H.S. R/t 50 1600 N. P/2 H None L - SR 2009 None,
H.S. Cuyamaca St.
El Cajon H.S. R 35 1035 E. s/1 M None M - SR 2009 None.
Valley H.S. Madison Ave. ' ,
Granite Hills H.S. R 40 1719 E. S/1 M None M - SR 2009 None.
H.S. Madison Ave.
Grossmont H.S. R/C 30 1100 Murray RC/1 L None M - SR 2009 Red curb added in existing No
H.S. Dr. Parking Zone in 20089.
Christian PHS R 45 2100 P/1 L None L - SR 2009 None.
H.S. Greenfield
Dr.
Foothills PHS R 25 2321 Dryden R/1 L None L - SR 2009 None.
Christian Rd
H.S.
Literacy First E.P. R/C 40 799 E. P/2 H None L - SR 2009 None.
Charter Washington
Ave
LEGEND
Type =E-Elementary, E.P.-Elementary Private/Parochial, M.S.- Middle School, H.S. - High Schoot
Area =R-Residential, I-Industrial, C-Commercial
s/C =Street Classification and Number of Lanes in Each Direction, R-Residential, S-Secondary, P-Primary Arterial

Traffic Volume
Children Xing

Ped/Bike Accidents

Previous Review

RC-Residential Collector, SC-Standard Collector

=L < 5,000, M >5,000< 12,000, H> 12,000

=Number of Children Crossing, L-Low, M-Moderate, H-High
=Number of Pedestrian/Bicycle Accidents that occurred in previous year.
=SR 2009 (Year safety review was conducted.) ‘ '




