











JOINT MEETING OF THE
EL CAJON CITY COUNCIL
AND REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

MINUTES

CITY OF EL CAJON
EL CAJON, CALIFORNIA

APRIL 12, 2011

An Adjourned Regular Joint Meeting of the City Council and Rédevelopment Agency

by Mayor/Chair Mark Lewis at 7:00 p.m., in the Couj

Way, El Cajon, California. This meeting was ne
Joint Meeting held at 3:00 p.m., Tuesday, /April 12, 3
and Redevelopment Agency.

ROLL CALL

Council/Agency rs pre anson:Cox, McClellan and Wells
Council/Agency ars ab lone

Mayor Pro Tem/Vice Chair p Kendrick

Mayor/Chair pr Lewis

Rutledge, City Clerk/Secretary

Foley, City Attorney/General Counsel
Henry, City Manager/Executive Director
Turner, Deputy City Manager/Director of
Public Works

Ayres, Director of Community
Development

Other Officers present:

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)

Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council April 12, 2011

and Redevelopment Agency -120 - 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.
DRAFT MINUTES



AGENDA CHANGES: None
PUBLIC COMMENT: None

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

100 CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 2142 — INLAND KENWORTH
(Report: Director of Community Development)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:
« Open the Public Hearing and receive testimony;
« Close the Public Hearing; and
« Move to adopt the next RESOLUTION in order approvi onditional Use
Permit No. 2142, subject to conditions.

DISCUSSION

- Mayor Lewis announces the Public Hearing Js now

. No one comes forward to spé A/ _
CON HANSON-COX, to CLOSE the

conditios.
MOTION CARRIES BY UNANIMOUS VOTE.
Joint Meeting: E! Cajon City Council Aprit 12, 2011
and Redevelopment Agency -121 - 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.

DRAFT MINUTES



101 CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 2144 (Minor) — STEREO DEPOT
(Report: Director of Community Development)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council::
» Open the Public Hearing and receive testimony;
« Close the Public Hearing; and
« Move to adopt the next RESOLUTION in order approving Conditional Use
Permit No. 2144, subject to conditions.

DISCUSSION
Mayor Lewis announces the Public Hearing is now Open.

Linda Paradise resides near the subject property. . She indicates the noise level of
the music and the bass has been very high, and for long periods. She feels the
business is operating outside of their normal business hours. Phone calls to the -
business owner have not resolved the issue of excessive noise. '

Mark Barnes res ind t re0 business. He confirms the noise from the
business continlies into thel eyehing, and occurs every evening.

Ala Sammaan ndicates he recently started doing stereo installations, and has made
signs asking customers to keep the noise down and to be considerate of neighbors.
He submits photographs of the signs for review by Council, and states he is willing
to reduce store hours on Saturday and Sunday.

Councilmember Wells recommends a continuance of the Item, and have the
applicant work with staff, in order to ensure compliance with the conditions of

approval.

City Attorney Foley reminds that direction given by Council in the past has been to
seek compliance rather than bringing the matter forward with so much litigation as to
stop the business. The applicant is aware a permit is required, and is going through
the appropriate process.

Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council Aprit 12, 2011

and Redevelopment Agency -122 - 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.
DRAFT MINUTES



ITEM 101 (Continued)

Mayor Lewis adds that this process provides for a logical progression of
enforcement and compliance.

No further comments are offered.

MOTION BY LEWIS, SECOND BY HANSON-COX, to' CLOSE the
Public Hearing.

MOTION CARRIES BY UNANIMOUS VOTE.

MOTION BY LEWIS, SECOND BY HANSON-COX, to ADOPT
RESOLUTION NO. 45-11 approving Condltlonal Use Permit No. 2144
(Minor), subject to conditions.

MOTION CARRIES (M AN - NO)

[ING: ne

KATHIE J. RUTLEDGE, CMC
City Clerk/Secretary

Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council : April 12, 2011

and Redevelopment Agency” -123 - 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.
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.
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April 18, 2011
TO: Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tem Kendrick

Councilmembers Hanson-Cox, McClellan and Ramos
FROM: City Clerk

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION: APPROVING ANNEXATION OF HOME DEPOT
REORGANIZATION - 20.38 Acres

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council édopt the next RESOLUTION in
order approving the annexation of 20.38 acres.

BACKGROUND: The City Council approved prezoning the property to the City’s
C-G (General Commercial) Zone according to Zone Reclassification No. 2261 on March
22, 2011. The applicant has paid the City annexation fee of $28,620 and the $800 fee
for the State Board of Equalization.

The Local Agency Formation Commission adopted a RESOLUTION approving and
ordering the Home Depot Reorganization, detachments from the Lakeside Fire
Protection District, County Service Area No. 69 (Heartland Paramedics), and County
Service Area No. 135 (San Diego County Regional Communications System) and
incorporating into the City of El Cajon.

It is now appropriate for the City Council to officially annex the subject property to the
City of El Cajon.

FISCAL IMPACT: $28,620 annexation fee.

APPROVED BY:

g@‘;(,l\ {\\E:/{,L A n{f‘.\
Kathi Henry N
CITY CLERK CITY MANAGER




RESOLUTION NO. -11

RESOLUTION APPROVING ANNEXATION TO THE CITY
OF EL CAJON OF AREA DESIGNATED AS THE "HOME DEPOT
REORGANIZATION" (CITY OF EL CAJON), AND DETACHMENT
FROM LAKESIDE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT, COUNTY
SERVICE AREA NO. 69 (HEARTLAND PARAMEDICS),
AND COUNTY SERVICE AREA NO. 135 (SAN DIEGO
COUNTY REGIONAL COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM).

WHEREAS, a municipal reorganization involving the annexation to the City of El -
Cajon of an area described as the "Home Depot Reorganization” (City of El Cajon), and
detachments from Lakeside Fire Protection District, County Service Area No. 69 (Heartland
Paramedics), and County Service Area No. 135 (San Diego County Regional
Communications System) is proposed; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government
Reorganization Act of 2000 (Government Code Section 5600, et seq.) and in accordance
with the Peremptory Writ of Mandate issued by the Superior Court of the State of .
California, County of Orange, in Case No. 06CC13348 on January 5, 2011, Resolution No.
RO05-36 of the San Diego Local Agency Formation Commission has been presented to
the City Council of the City of EI Cajon, authorizing the City to initiate proceedings for a
municipal reorganization in. compliance with Government Code Section 56663, et seq.,
without notice and hearing, and without an election; and

WHEREAS, the preliminary proceedings were commenced by petition signed by all
of the landowners in the affected territory of the proposed reorganization; and

'WHEREAS, urban services can best be provided to said territory by the City of El
Cajon; and

WHEREAS, this territory includes 20.38 acres and the boundaries do conform to
lines of assessment and ownership; and '

WHEREAS, on March 22, 2011, the City Council approved Zone Reclassification
No. 2261 by Ordinance No. 4966 to pre-zone subject property as C-G (General
Commercial) Zone, General Plan Designation: General Commercial (GC).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
EL CAJON, pursuant to the provisions of the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government
Reorganization Act of 2000, and amendments thereto, as follows:

1. That the area proposed for annexation contains less than twelve registered
voters on the date of the adoption of this resolution, to wit: April 26, 2011.

(Continued on Page 2)
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2. That the uninhabited area so proposed for annexation by the City of El Cajon
is hereby given the name of "Home Depot Reorganization” (City of El Cajon) for reference,
and when said name shall be used in this proceeding it shall mean the area described in
Exhibit "A" attached hereto and made a part hereof.

3. The City Council hereby approves the annexation of the territory described in
said Exhibit "A" to the City of El Cajon, and the detachment of said area from the Lakeside
Fire Protection District, County Service Area No. 69 (Heartland Paramedics), and County
Service Area No. 135 (San Diego Regional Communications System).

4. The City Clerk is hereby directed to mail a certified copy of this Resolution to
the Executive Officer of the Local Agency Formation Commission of the County of San
Diego, together with the fees required by Section 54902.5 of the Government Code.

4/26/11 (ltem 1.4)

LAFCO Home Depot Reorg



RO05-36: HOME DEPOT REORGANIZATION

‘HOME DEPOT REORGANIZATION” TO THE CITY OF EL CAJON

CITY OF EL CAJON
ANNEXATION LEGAL DESCRIPTION

PAGE 1 OF 3

ALL THAT PORTION OF LOT 1 IN BLOCK 39 OF THE SUBDIVISION OF THE “S”
TRACT OF RANCHO EL CAJON, IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, ACCORDING TO MAP THEREOF FILED IN BOOK 170, PAGE 71
OF DEEDS, RECORDS OF SAN DIEGO COUNTY, INCLUDING THE NORTHERLY
ONE-HALF OF A PORTION OF THAT 66.00 FOOT WIDE ROAD EASEMENT BY
SUPERIOR COURT JUDGEMENT RECORDED DECEMBER 4, 1947 AS
DOCUMENT NO. 126204, KNOWN AS FLUME DRIVE, MORE PARTICULARLY
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE INTERSECTION OF THE NORTHERLY BOUNDARY OF
SAID LOT 1 WITH A LINE 60.00 FEET EASTERLY OF AND PARALLEL TO THE
CENTERLINE OF EAST MAIN STREET, SAID POINT BEING AN ANGLE POINT
IN THE GENERAL SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY OF THE TERRITORY ANNEXED
INTO THE CITY OF EL CAJON BY ORDINANCE NO. 3059 CALLED “MAIN

 STREET ANNEXATION NO. 4”, RECORDED APRIL 4, 1977 AS FILE/PAGE NO.
77 122475 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS;

1. THENCE ALONG SAID NORTHERLY BOUNDARY OF LOT 1 AND SAID
GENERAL SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY OF “MAIN STREET ANNEXATION NO. 4",
SOUTH 79°09°30” EAST 1145 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE SOUTHEAST =~
CORNER OF SAID ANNEXATION BOUNDARY AND THE SOUTHEASTERLY
BOUNDARY OF THE LAND DESCRIBED IN DEED TO THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, RECORDED JANUARY 14, 1963 AS FILE NO 7514, OF OFFICIAL

RECORDS;

2. THENCE LEAVING SAID ANNEXATION BOUNDARY ALONG THE
SOUTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY OF CALIFORNIA STATE HIGHWAY XI-SD-

8 (INTERSTATE 8), SOUTH 34°22’49” WEST 362.20 FEET TO AN ANGLE POINT
THEREIN; : .

3. THENCE CONTINUING ALONG SAID SOUTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY,
SOUTH 41°49°18” WEST 689.27 FEET TO AN ANGLE POINT THEREIN

4, THENCE CONTINUING ALONG SAID SOUTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY,
SOUTH 42°1522” WEST 80 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE INTERSECTION
WITH THE NORTHERLY BOUNDARY OF THE TERRITORY ANNEXED INTO
THE CITY OF EL CAJON BY ORDINANCE NO. 2016 CALLED “SINCLAIR
ANNEXATION”, RECORDED APRIL 22, 1968 AS FILE/PAGE NO. 66755, OF
OFFICIAL RECORDS;

Exhibit “A”



CITY OF EL CAJON
ANNEXATION LEGAL DESCRIPTION

PAGE 2 OF 3

5. THENCE LEAVING SAID SOUTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY ALONG SAID
NORTHERLY BOUNDARY OF “SINCLAIR ANNEXATION”, NORTH 82°36’30”
WEST 21 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO AN ANGLE POINT THEREIN;

6. THENCE CONTINUING ALONG SAID NORTHERLY BOUNDARY OF
“SINCLAIR ANNEXATION”, NORTH 68°47°42” WEST TO THE NORTHWEST
CORNER OF SAID ANNEXATION BOUNDARY, SAID POINT BEING ON THE
NORTHWESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY OF SAID CALIFORNIA STATE HIGHWAY
XI-SD-8 (INTERSTATE 8), SAID POINT ALSO BEING THE SOUTHEAST
CORNER OF THE TERRITORY ANNEXED INTO THE CITY OF EL CAJON BY
RESOLUTION NO. 433-78 CALLED “MAIN STREET NO. 6 REORGANIZATION”,
RECORDED AUGUST 23, 1978 AS FILE/PAGE NO. 78-359699, OF OFFICIAL
RECORDS; : > .

7. THENCE ALONG SAID NORTHWESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY AND THE
SOUTHEASTERLY BOUNDARY OF “MAIN STREET NO. 6 REORGANIZATION”,
NORTH 42°51°02” EAST 35.50 FEET TO THE NORTHEASTERLY CORNER OF
SAID ANNEXATION BOUNDARY;

8. THENCE LEAVING SAID NORTHWESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY ALONG THE
NORTHEASTERLY BOUNDARY OF “MAIN STREET NO. 6 REORGANIZATION”
NORTH 68°45°58” WEST 486.80 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID
ANNEXATION BOUNDARY, SAID POINT BEING ON THE ARC OF A CURVE,
CONCAVE NORTHWESTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 2060.00 FEET, SAID
POINT BEING ON A LINE 60.00 FEET EASTERLY OF AND PARALLEL TO THE
CENTERLINE OF EAST MAIN STREET, SAID POINT BEING ON THE GENERAL
EASTERLY BOUNDARY OF THE TERRITORY ANNEXED INTO THE CITY OF
EL CAJON BY RESOLUTION NO. 382-73 CALLED THE “ANDERSON-REED
ANNEXATION”, RECORDED AUGUST 20, 1973 AS FILE/PAGE NO. 73-233051,
OF OFFICIAL RECORDS;

9. THENCE ALONG SAID PARALLEL LINE, NORTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID
GENERAL EASTERLY BOUNDARY OF “ANDERSON-REED ANNEXATION” TO
AN ANGLE POINT IN SAID GENERAL EASTERLY BOUNDARY, SAID POINT
BEING AN ANGLE POINT IN THE GENERAL SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY OF
SAID “MAIN STREET ANNEXATION NO. 67;



CITY OF EL CAJON
ANNEXATION LEGAL DESCRIPTION
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10. THENCE CONTINUING ALONG SAID PARALLED LINE, ALONG‘SAID
GENERAL SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY “MAINSTREET ANNEXATION NO. 67,
NORTH 12°14°30” EAST 163.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINS 20.01 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR LESS.

' y2a ' ,
DATED THIS £8 “DAY OF Here 2011,

DONALD ROY CURRY, 1.5.7846
EXP. 12/31/12




CITY OF EL. CAJON

| ANNEXATION PLAT
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1968 F/P NO. 66755, 0.R. 20, 1973 F/P NO. 73-233051, O.R.
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DATE: April 15, 2011
TO: Mayor/Chairman Lewis, Mayor Pro Tem /Agency Member Kendrick,
Councilmembers/Agency Members Hanson-Cox, McClellan and
Wells
FROM: Melissa Ayres, Director of Community Development

SUBJECT: ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION OF INTENT TO AMEND THE GENERAL
PLAN / LAND USE MAP, SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT AREA NO. 8,
SPECIFIC PLAN NO. 19, AND TITLE 17 (ZONING ORDINANCE) OF THE
MUNICIPAL CODE AS THEY PERTAIN TO 100 FLETCHER PARKWAY
(EXISTING POLICE STATION)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:

1. Move to adopt the next RESOLUTION in order initiating amendments to the General
Plan / Land Use Map, Special Development Area No. 8, Specific Plan No. 19 and
Title 17 (Zoning Ordinance) of the Municipal Code as they pertain to 100 Fletcher
Parkway; and

that the Redevelopment Agency Board:

1. Establish a project budget as Project/Activity No. 590900-8395-RD0801 in the
amount of $40,000.00 from RDA capital project savings for FY10-11.

BACKGROUND: On November 2, 2004, Proposition “O" was approved by the voters of
the City of El Cajon, which increased the sales tax in the City to fund the development of
the new Public Safety Center and other public facilities. The new Public Safety Center is
under construction and the Police Department is anticipated to move out of its existing
facilities spread around the City, including its main headquarters at 100 Fletcher Parkway,
and move into the new facilities this summer. The property is currently listed in the 5-Year
CIP as a Redevelopment Agency project and the pre-development costs associated with
these amendments are legitimate project expenditures.

The 100 Fletcher Parkway police headquarters will no longer be needed for municipal
purposes once the Police Department moves out. One of the many steps necessary to
prepare the site for disposition is to amend the general plan, and zoning designations on
the property to accommodate future desired uses of the property. The existing police



City Council/Redevelopment Agency Agenda Report
Police Station at 100 Fletcher Parkway
April 26, 2011 Agenda

station site has a current General Plan designation of Public Institution (P1) with the Special
Development Area No. 8 overlay and three zonings designations of M (Manufacturing), C-N
(Neighborhood Commercial) and RS-6 (Residential, Single-Family, 6,000 sq. ft.). These
designations are not conducive to efficient commercial development of the property and
are not consistent with the surrounding commercial designations and developments that
would facilitate disposition of this excess property.

Pursuant to State Law governing general plan amendments, and Chapter 17.20 of the
Municipal Code governing zoning map amendments, staff is requesting that the Council
adopt a resolution initiating amendments to the General Plan, Specific Plan and Zoning
regulations governing 100 Fletcher Parkway with the intent to: 1) change the General Plan
land use designation on the property from Public Institutional to Regional Commercial; 2)
Amend Special Development Area No. 8 and Specific Plan No. 19 to remove this property
from those regulations; and 3) rezone the property to C-R (Regional Commercial). The
proposed amendments will facilitate future commercial development of the property
consistent with surrounding properties and increase its marketability in the process.

FISCAL IMPACT: There is no impact to the General Fund. The proposed amendments
are subject to environmental review. Staff anticipates expending up to $40,000in FY10-11
to prepare needed technical studies (traffic, air quality, and greenhouse gas emissions)
and other environmental documentation related to the proposed amendments. These costs
will be paid under Redevelopment Project/Activity No. 590900-8395-RD0801, with savings
achieved through other Redevelopment capital projects.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

Melissa Ayres, Director Kathi Henry 0

Community Development Department City Manager/Executive Director
Attachments:

1. Vicinity Map (Exhibit “A")
2. Proposed Resolution
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City Council Resolution No.




RESOLUTION NO. __-11
A RESOLUTION OF INTENTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF EL CAJON INITIATING AMENDMENTS TO THE GENERAL PLAN,
SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT AREA NO. 8, SPECIFIC PLAN NO. 19,
AND TITLE 17 OF THE MUNICIPAL CODE AS THEY PERTAIN
TO PROPERTY LOCATED AT 100 FLETCHER PARKWAY

WHEREAS, the property located at 100 Fletcher Parkway (APN 483-071-52)
(“Property”) has an existing General Plan Land Use designation of Public Institution (PI)/
Special Development Area No. 8 (SDA 8); and ’

WHEREAS, Specific Plan No. 19 is the governing ordinance that implements
Special Development Area No. 8; and

WHEREAS, portions of the property are zoned C-N (Neighborhood Commercial),
M (Manufacturing) and RS-6 (Residential, Single-Family, 6,000 square feet); and

WHEREAS, the City of El Cajon owns the property which is currently used and
developed with the City’s Police Station; and

- WHEREAS, the City’s police department will soon begin operating from the new
Public Safety Center and the property will no longer be needed for municipal purposes
once the Police Department moves out; and

WHEREAS, the existing General Plan, Specific Plan and zoning designations
governing the property are not conducive to efficient commercial development and are
not consistent with the surrounding commercial designations and developments that
 would facilitate disposition of this excess property; and

WHEREAS, the existing General Plan and zoning and all related policies and
implementation programs need to be changed to allow the property to be developed
with other uses; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 17.20 of the Municipal Code provides that amendments can
be initiated by the City Council upon adoption of a Resolution of Intention; and

: WHEREAS, State Government Code Section 65860 requires the zoning of
properties within a jurisdiction to be consistent with the same jurisdiction’s general plan;
and

WHEREAS, a General Plan land use designation and commercial zone that are
compatible with the surrounding area may be more appropriate for the subject property.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF EL CAJON AS FOLLOWS:

1. The City Council hereby initiates an amendment to the General Plan to
consider changing the land use designation of the property from the “Public Institution /
(P!) Special Development Area No. 8 (SDA 8)” to “Regional Commercial (RC)".

2. . The City Council hereby initiates an amendment to Specific Plan 1:9 to
consider deleting this property from the boundaries of Specific Plan No. 19.

3. The City Council hereby initiates an amendment to Title 17 of the
Municipal Code to consider rezoning the property from the C-N, M and RS-6 Zones, to
the C-R Zone.

4. The Secretary of the Planning Commission is directed to schedule a public
hearing before the Planning Commission to consider this matter further.

4/26/11 (ltem 1.5)

Reso of Intent GPA and ZR Police Station
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DATE: April 15, 2011
TO: Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tem Kendrick,

Councilmembers Hanson-Cox, McClellan and Wells
FROM: = Melissa Ayres, Director of Community Development

SUBJECT: INITIATION OF AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 17 (ZONING) OF THE
EL CAJON MUNICIPAL CODE -2011

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:

Move to adopt the next RESOLUTION in order initiating amendments to Title 17
-(Zoning) of the EI Cajon Municipal Code.

BACKGROUND: On June 22, 2010, Council adopted Ordinance No. 4950 repealing
Title 17 (Zoning Code) of the El Cajon Municipal Code and adopting a new Title 17 to
codify legal findings on which discretionary planning approvals are to be made, clarify and
centralize public hearing noticing requirements, streamline development review processes,
clean up working titles, and remove ambiguities. The Zoning Code is a technical regulatory
document containing 337 pages of text, tables, endnotes, and citations referencing other
sections of the El Cajon Municipal Code. Due to the complexity of Title 17, it was
anticipated that some errors would be discovered and that further clean up would be
required following the June 2010 comprehensive Zoning Code revision. It has been roughly
eight and one-half months since the new Zoning Code became effective. Inthattime, staff
has identified a handful of typographic errors, internal inconsistencies and unintended
modifications as a result of the update process that it would like to see corrected.
Additional modifications are also needed to Chapter 17.120, which regulates non-
conforming uses and structures to bring it into compliance with recent case law and State
law.

Pursuant to chapter 17.20 of the Municipal Code, staff is requesting that the City Council
adopt a resolution initiating an amendment to the zoning ordinance to address these
remaining zoning clean up matters. All proposed zoning amendments will be considered
first by the Planning Commission at a public hearing, with its recommendation then
forwarded to the City Council for final action.

FISCAL IMPACT:  None.



City Council Agenda Report
Initiation of Amendments to Title 17 (Zoning) of the El Cajon Municipal Code - 2011
April 26, 2011 Agenda

PREPARED BY: ' APPROVED BY:

W Q/Q\M‘a Au 20 < {ON bj&:u’) et
Melissa Ayres, Director Kathi Henry Jd
Community Development Department City Manager
Attachments:

1. Proposed Resolution



RESOLUTION NO. -11

A RESOLUTION OF INTENTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF EL CAJON INITIATING AMENDMENTS TO
TITLE 17 (ZONING) OF THE EL CAJON MUNICIPAL CODE

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted Ordinance No. 4950 at the meeting of
June 22, 2010, repealing Title 17 (Zoning Code) of the El Cajon Municipal Code and
adopting a new Title 17 to codify legal findings on which discretionary planning approvals
are to be made, clarify and centralize public hearing noticing requirements, streamline
“development review processes, clean up working titles, and remove ambiguities; and

, WHEREAS, the new Zoning Code approved by Ordinance No. 4950 became
‘effective on July 22, 2010, one month after it had been adopted by Council; and

WHEREAS, in the eight and one-half months since the adoption of the new Zoning
Code, several errors, inconsistencies, omissions, and un-intended changes to land use and
development regulations have been identified, and additional amendments are required to
bring Chapter 17.120 (Nonconforming Uses and Structures) into compliance with recent
case law and State law. :

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

1. The City Council hereby initiates an amendment to Title 17 of the El Cajon
Municipal Code in order to address remaining zoning clean up matters.

. 2. The Secretary of the Planning Commission is directed to schedule a public
hearing before the Planning Commission to consider this matter further.

4/26/11 (item 1.7)

Reso of Intent Zoning Amendments 2011
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DATE: April 18, 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: Change Order for Miscellaneous Fence/Guardrail Repair and
‘ Installation

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council approve a change order for
Miscellaneous Fence/Guardrail Repair and Installation in the amount of $50,000.

BACKGROUND: On January 25, 2011, Miscellaneous Fence/Guardrail Repair and
Installation (Bid No. 024-11) was awarded to Alcorn Fence Company d/b/a Atlas Fence
Company in the amount of $50,000. The increase in contract amount is due to
unanticipated repairs for damages caused by vehicle strikes to the crash cushion on
Avocado Boulevard,the guardrail on Murray Avenue, and the perimeter fence along
Fletcher Parkway at Hillside Park. The total cost of this change order exceeds Council
Policy B-4 which grants the City Manager authority to authorize contract change orders
up to 25% of the contract amount, but not to exceed $35,000.

FISCAL IMPACT: If approved, this change order will increase the project cost by

$50,000. It is also requested that Council amend the budget to provide this funding
from fund balance. Sufficient funds are available for this change order.

PREPARED BY: _ APPROVED BY:

|50 lo— R0 42y
Rob Turner Kathi J. Henry
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER CITY MANAGER
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS '
CITY ENGINEER
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Agenda Report
DATE: April 15, 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: Fee Adjustment for the Transportation Uniform
Mitigation Fee Program

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council direct the City Clerk to set a public
hearing on May 10, 2011, at 3:00 p.m., for consideration of a fee adjustment for the
Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fee Program.

BACKGROUND: In November 2004, voters approved Proposition A to extend the TransNet
half-cent sales tax for transportation projects through 2048. Passage of Prop A resulted in the
establishment of the Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program (RTCIP).
The RTCIP provides for the collection of a fee per new dwelling unit to help pay for
transportation improvements on the Regional Arterial System. Cities are required to comply
with the ordinance requirements in order to receive TransNet sales tax funding for local
streets and roads. SANDAG completed a RTCIP Nexus Study to satisfy the legal
requirements governing development impact fees in California. The Nexus Study contains a
minimum annual fee adjustment of 2%. Staff recommends that the fee be adjusted by the
minimum adjustment of 2% and be set at $2,123.00 per dwelling unit.

FISCAL IMPACT: This fee 1s required to comply with the RTCIP and will fund future
transportation improvements on the Regional Arterial System. The Regional Arterial System
in El Cajon consists of major streets including Fletcher Parkway, Second Street, Avocado
Boulevard, Ballantyne Street and Washington Avenue.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
145t T RECA wney

Rob Turner Kathi J. Henry

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER CITY MANAGER

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
CITY ENGINEER
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DATE: = April 20, 2011

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

FROM: Deputy City Manager/Director of Public Works/City Engineer

SUBJECT: Summary Vacation of a Draihage Easement originally reserved
for Drainage by Oakdale Terrace Subdivision, Map Number 4168,
recorded May 8, 1959

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council adopt the next RESOLUTION in order
to approve the Summary Vacation of a Drainage Easement across portions of Lots 2, 3,
8 and 9, originally reserved for drainage purposes by Oakdale Terrace Subdivision,
Map Number 4168, recorded May 8, 1959.

BACKGROUND: In aletter dated January 11, 2011, (copy attached), Janet Schaffer,
Deputy District Director, Right of Way, of the California Department of
Transportation, requested that the City of El Cajon vacate the drainage easement in
order to facilitate the disposal of the excess lots by the Department. The plans for the
freeway have been abandoned and the freeway is no longer on the circulation element
of the Department’s General Plan.

The drainage easement was originally intended for a future drainage system, but the

drainage system was never constructed. Any future drainage system will not be

constructed within the existing easement but will be constructed within a public street.
The drainage easement, originally reserved for future drainage purposes, can be
summarily vacated in accordance with Streets and Highways Code Section 8333.

FISCAL IMPACT: None. The property owner has paid all required fees.-

PREPARED BY: ‘ APPROVED BY:
TZO‘Q \y~—o (G (o wney

Rob Turner Kathi Henry {

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER CITY MANAGER

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS

CITY ENGINEER

Attachments



STATE OF CALIFORNIA-~BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY. EDMUND G. BROWN Jr., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DISTRICT 11
4050 TAYLOR STREET, M.S. 310
SAN DIEGO, CA 92110

PHONE (619) 688-6915

FAX (619) 688-2512

TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov

Flex your power!
Be energy efficient!

January 11, 2011

Mr Rob Turner

Director of Public Works
City of £l Cajon

200 Civic Center Way

El Cajon, CA 92020-3916

Ref: Request for vacation of a portion/all of a drainage easement

Dear Mr. Turner,

The planned extension of State Route 54 never occurred and the California Department of Transportation intends to
dispose of the excess lots shown on the attached exhibit. To best serve the people of the State, the Department »
wishes to obtain the best offer for the land, and is therefore attempting to remove any encumbrances that would
limit the development of any current properties held by the State. o

The Department is formally requesting that the City of £l Cajon consider vacating the drainage easements-shown on
the attached exhibit. The easements do not appear to be in use at this time, as surface drainage structares are not
visible on the ground and the City of El Cajon storm drain plans do not indicate the presence of any storm drains in
this area. If the City does not intend to use their easements in the future, The Department would request that the
City of El Cajon consider vacating the drainage easements. [t is understood by the Department that the City is
undergoing a drainage plan that is expected to take a year or more to complete, and that perhaps this issue would be
placed on hold until the finalization of that plan, but are seeking to at least begin the process for a possible future

~ owner that will purchase these excess parcels.

The priority for the Department is to remove the encumbrance for the parcel to the north, number 13930 on the
exhibit, because the existing easement severely affects the value and the ability to develop that land. f the City
found a problem with vacating the entirety of the easement across all of the State land, perhaps just that portion

might be vacated?

Sincerely,

AT

(/ Janet Schaffer _
Deputy District Director, Right of Way
{619) 688-6915
janet schaffer@dot.ca.gov

Encl: Vacation Exhibit, Subdivision Map 4168, Map 3773, Resolution 3634
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DATE: April 20, 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: Summary Vacation of a Drainage Easement originally reserved
for Drainage by Thatcher Subdivision, Map Number 3773,
recorded December 30, 1957

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council adopt the next RESOLUTION in
order to approve the Summary Vacation of a Drainage Easement across portions of
Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 8, originally reserved for drainage purposes by Thatcher
Subd1v1810n Map Number 3773, recorded December 30, 1957.

BACKGROUND: In aletter dated January 11, 2011, (copy attached), Janet Schaffer,
Deputy District Director, Right of Way, of the California Department of
Transportation, requested that the City of El Cajon vacate the drainage easement in
order to facilitate the disposal of the excess lots by the Department. The plans for the
freeway have been abandoned and the freeway is no longer on the circulation element -
of the Department’s General Plan.

The drainage easement was originally intended for a future drainage system, but the
drainage system was never constructed. Any future drainage system will not be
constructed within the existing easement but will be constructed within a public street.
The drainage easement, originally reserved for future drainage purposes, can be
summarily vacated in accordance with Streets and Highways Code Section 8333.

FISCAL IMPACT: None. The property owner has paid all required fees.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
r"‘"‘ﬁ ————— .

Rob Turner Kathi Henry

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER CITY MANAGER

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS

CITY ENGINEER

Attachments



STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY. EDMUND G, BROWN Jr., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DISTRICT 1t

4050 TAYLOR STREET, M.S. 310
SAN DIEGO, CA 92110

PHONE (619) 688-6915

FAX (619)688-2512

TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov

Flex your power!
Be energy efficient!

January 11, 2011

Mr Rob Turner

Director of Public Works
City of El Cajon

200 Civic Center Way

El Cajon, CA 92020-3916

Ref: Request for vacation of a portion/all of a drainage easement

Dear Mr. Turner,

The planned extension of State Route 54 never occurred and the California Department of Transportation intends to
dispose of the excess lots shown on the attached exhibit. To best serve the people of the State, the Department
wishes to obtain the best offer for the land, and is therefore attempting to remove any encumbrances that would
limit the development of any current properties held by the State. ' "

The Department is formally requesting that the City of El Cajon consider vacating the drainage easements shown on
the attached exhibit. The easements do not appear to be in use at this time, as surface drainage structures are not
visible on the ground and the City of &l Cajon storm drain plans do not indicate the presence of any storm drains in
this area. If the City does notintend to use their easements in the future, The Department would request that the
City of £l Cajon consider vacating the drainage easements. It is understood by the Department that the City is
undergoing a drainage plan that is expected to take a year or more to complete, and that perhaps this issue would be
placed on hold until the finalization of that plan, but are seeking to at least begin the process for a possible future

owner that will purchase these excess parcels.

The priority for the Department is to remove the encumbrance for the parcel to the north, number 13930 on the
exhibit, because the existing easement severely affects the value and the ability to develop that land. If the City
found a problem with vacating the entirety of the easement across all of the State land, perhaps just that portion

might be vacated?

Sincerely,

i~ JanetSchaffer
Deputy District Director, Right of Way
(619) 688-6915

janet schaffer@dot.ca.gov

Encl: Vacation Exhibit, Subdivision Map 4168, Map 3773, Resolution 3634
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memNo: L. 11

Agenda Report
DATE:  April 20, 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: Summary Vacation of a Drainage Easement originally reserved
' for Drainage and Incidental Purposes, accepted by Resolution
No. 3634, dated February 3, 1958, Document No. 19840, Book 6939,

Page 445 of Official Records

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council adopt the next RESOLUTION in order
to approve the Summary Vacation of a Drainage Easement across a 15-foot strip of
land, being a portion of Lot 16 in Block 22, “S” Tract Rancho El Cajon, Book 170 Page
71 Deeds, lying immediately adjacent to and westerly of, Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 8,

originally reserved for drainage purposes by Resolution No. 3634, dated February 3,
1958, Document No. 19840, Book 6939 Page 445 of Official Records.

BACKGROUND: In aletter dated January 11, 2011, (copy attached), Janet Schaffer,
Deputy District Director, Right of Way, of the California Department of
Transportation, requested that the City of E1 Cajon vacate the drainage easement in
order to facilitate the disposal of the excess lots by the Department. The plans for the
freeway have been abandoned and the freeway is no longer on the circulation element
of the Department’s General Plan. :

The drainage easement was originally intended for a future drainage system, but the
drainage system was never constructed. Any future drainage system will not be
constructed within the existing easement but will be constructed within a public street.
The drainage easement, originally reserved for future drainage purposes, can be
summarily vacated in accordance with Streets and Highways Code Section 8333.

FISCAL IMPACT: None. The property owner has paid all required fees.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
TZU"E \v—" WG ey

Rob Turner Kathi Henry

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER CITY MANAGER

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS

CITY ENGINEER

Attachments



STATE OF CAUFORNIA-—BUSINESS TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DISTRICT 11

4050 TAYLOR STREET, M.S. 310
SAN DIEGO, CA 92110

PHONE (619) 688-6915

FAX (619) 638-2512

TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov

EOMUND G, BROWN Jr. Governor

Flex your power!
Be energy efficient!

January 11, 2011

Mr Rob Turner
Director of Public Works
City of El Cajon

200 Civic Center Way

El Cajon, CA 92020-3916

Ref: Request for vacation of a portion/all of a drainage easement

Dear Mr. Turner,

The blanned extension of State Route 54 never occurred and the California Department of Transportation intends to
dispose of the excess lots shown on the attached exhibit. To best serve the people of the State, the Department
wishes to obtain the best offer for the land, and is therefore attempting to remove any encumbrances that would
limit the development of any current properties held by the State. ‘ '

The Department is formally requesting that the City of €l Cajon consider vacating the drainage easements shown on
the attached exhibit. The easements do not appear to be in use at this time, as surface drainage structures are not
visible on the ground and the City of £l Cajon storm drain plans do not indicate the presence of any storm drains in
this area. If the City does not intend to use their easements in the future, The Department would request that the
City of El Cajon consider vacating the drainage easements. It is understood by the Department that the City is
undergoing a drainage plan that is expected to take a year or more to complete, and that perhaps this issue would be
piaced on hold until the finalization of that plan, but are seeking to at least begin the process for a possible future

~ owner that will purchase these excess parcels.

The priority for the Department is to remove the encumbrance for-the parcel to the north, number 13930 on the
exhibit, because the existing easement severely affects the value and the ability to develop that land. If the City
found a problem with vacating the entirety of the easement across all of the State land, perhaps just that portion

might be vacated?

Sincerely,

%W
L/ Janet Schaffer W/\/
Deputy District Director, Right of Way .

(619) 688-6915
janet schaffer@dot.ca.gov

Encl: Vacation Exhibit, Subdivision Map 4168, Map 3773, Resolution 3634
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ITEM NO: 1.12

DATE: April 18, 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: Playground at Fletcher Hills Park
Engineering Job No. 3334 / Bid Number 022-11

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council accept the project and authorize the
City Clerk to record a Notice of Completion and release the bonds in accordance with
the contract terms.

BACKGROUND: On January 25, 2011, the contract was awarded by Council
Resolution No. 8-11, to Zasueta Contracting; Inc. The project was completed on April
6, 2011. Final quantities and payments have been finalized. There are no pending
_claims. ' '

FISCAL IMPACT: There is no fiscal impact as a result of this action.

PREPARED BY: | APPROVED BY:
Q&Q \ W— N <1 e 8 TP

Rob Turner : Kathi J. Henry J

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER CITY MANAGER

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
CITY ENGINEER
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April 20, 2011

El Cajon City Council
200 Civic Center Way
El Cajon, CA 92020

Attn: Kathie Rutledge, City Clerk

Dear Mr. Mayor and City Council:

We are pleased to submit the petition drive results for the recertification of the.
greater Downtown El Cajon Management District. The tally exceeds the feqUIred
50.01 percent of “yes” votes. We respectfully request that the City Council approve

the resolution to send the re-certification of our district to a formal ballot procedure
including a public hearing.

We would ask that that Public Hearing be scheduled for the meeting of June 14,
2011,

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

(ndilige

President and CEO

M




RESOLUTION NO. -11

RESOLUTION OF INTENTION TO ESTABLISH A
PROPERTY AND BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT
FOR GREATER DOWNTOWN EL CAJON.

WHEREAS, the Property and Business Improvement District Law of 1994, Streets
and Highways Code Sections 36600 et seq. provides that a city council may initiate
proceedings to form a property and busmess improvement district (hereinafter “District”),
subject to certain conditions; and

- WHEREAS, on June 26, 2001, by Resolution No. 122-01, the City formed such a
District, the Downtown El Cajon Management District, for a five year period; and

WHEREAS, on Juhe 27, 2008, by Resolution No. 98-06, the City again formed such
a District, the Downtown E!l Cajon Management District, for a five year period; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 36630 of the Streets and Highways Code, if a
District expires due to the time limit set forth in the management district plan, a new
management district plan may be created and a new district established; and

" WHEREAS, the City Council has received a written petition, signed and
acknowledged, from the property owners in the proposed district who will pay more than
fifty percent (50%) of the assessments proposed to be levied; and

- WHEREAS, the City Council believes it to be in the best interests of the City and its
business persons and citizens to initiate proceedings to form a new property and business
improvement district.

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

1. It is the intention of the City Council to initiate proceedings to form a new
property and business improvement district, in accordance with Streets and Highways
Code Sections 36600 et seq.

A copy of the new management district plan is on file in the office of the City Clerk,
and is hereby incorporated and made a part hereof as though set forth in full herein.

2. The activities and improvements proposed for this new District include
economic restructuring, security services, design, beautification, maintenance, promotions,
marketing, and management of the District once established.

3.~ The proposed District is divided into two benefit zones, with proposed
assessments as shown below:

Annual Assessments: Assmt. Per Foot
Premium Zone (Zone 1): :
Commercial/Government $0.0818
Residential/Non-Profits $0.0526

(Continued on Page 2)




Page 2 of ___, Resolution No. -11

Annual Assessments: Assmt. Per Foot
Standard Zone (Zone 2):
Commercial/Government $0.0654
Residential/Non-Profits . $0.0421
4 The boundaries of the proposed District, generally speaking, shall include all

parcels on:

¢ Magnolia Avenue, between the |-8 freeway and Lexington Avenue
Main Street, Between the 1-8 freeway (MTS station on south side only)
and Lincoln Avenue
Douglas Avenue between Avocado Avenue and El Cajon Boulevard

- Avocado Avenue, between Lexington Avenue and Main Street
Park Avenue, between Ballantyne and Magnolia Avenues
Madison Avenue, between Graves Avenue and Chambers Street
Marshall Avenue, between Main Street and the end of the MTS/Trolley
site (west side only, MTS station)

5. NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on Tuesday, June 14, 2011, at the hour of

7:00 p.m., in the Council Chambers, 200 Civic Center Way, El Cajon, California, a public

hearing on the establishment of the new property and business improvement district and

the levy of assessments, at which evidence and testimony may be offered by any and all

persogs having an interest in said proposed district, shall be conducted by the City Council
~of said City. : :

6. The City Clerk is hereby directed to give notice by mail to the record owner
of each identified parcel proposed to be in the District by or before April 29, 2011,
pursuant to Section 36623 of the Streets and Highways Code and Section 53753 of the
Government Code. Each notice shall include the total amount of the proposed
assessment chargeable to the entire district, the amount chargeable to the record owner's
parcel, the duration of the payments, the reason for the assessment, the basis upon which
the amount of the proposed assessment was calculated, and the date, time and location of
the public hearing on the proposed assessment. Each notice shall also include a
summary of the procedures for the completion, return and tabulation of the assessment
ballots, required pursuant to California Government Code Section 53753(c), including a
statement that the assessment shall not be imposed if the ballots submitted in opposition
to the assessment exceed the ballots submitted in favor of the assessment, with ballots
weighted according to the proportional financial obligation of the affected property. Said
mailed notice shall be given not less than 45 days prior to the scheduled public hearing
date as set forth herein.

7.  The City Clerk is further directed to publish this Resolution of Intention in a
newspaper of general circulation in the City of El Cajon, not later than 10 days nor more
than 25 days prior to the date of the public hearing.

4/26M11 (ltem 1.13)
PBID Reso of Intent
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Downtown £l Cajon PBID April 14, 2011
Engineer’s Report Page 1 of 18

ENGINEER'S STATEMENT

This Report is prepared pursuant to Section 36600 etseq. of the California Streets and
Highways Code (the “Property and Business Improvement District Law of 1994" as
amended) (herein after “State Law") and pursuant to the provisions of Article XD of
the California Constitution {Proposition 218).

The Downtown El Cajon Property-Based Business Improvement District {“PBID") is
designed o improve and benefit properties in the Downtown El Cajon area. Every
assessed property within the PBID receives benefit from the Environmenial and
Economic enhancements. Only those properties within the PBID receive the special
benefit of these proposed activities (Exhibit A).

The duration of the proposed PBID is five (5) years commencing January 1, 2012. An
estimated budget for the PBID improvements and activities is set forth in Exhibit B.
Assessments will be subject to an annual increase of up to 5% per year as determined
by the Owners’ Association and approved by the City Council and will vary between 0
and 5% in any given year. The annual adjustiment allows for inflationary costs as
measured by the San Diego Area Consumer Price Index and/or dllows the Owner's
Association flexibility to enhance services and programs as needed. Funding for the
PBID improvements and activities shall be derived from a property based assessment of
each benefited parcel in the PBID. A detailed description of the methodology for
determining the benefit assessment for each parcel is set forth in Exhibit C. ‘

This Report includes the following attached Exhibits:

EXHIBITA: A detailed description of the improvements and activities fo be provided.
EXHIBITB:  The estimate of the cost of the improvements and activities. A

EXHIBITC: A statement of the method by which the undersigned defermihed the
amount proposed fo be assessed against each parcel, based on benefits to be derived

by each parcel, respectively, from the improvements and activities.

EXHIBITD: An assessment roll, showing the amount proposed 1o be specially
assessed against each parcel of real property within this assessment district.

Respectfu!ly submitted,

/@ZW&? f(@w@g/

Terrance E. Lowell, P.E.
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EXHIBIT A: IMPROVEMENTS AND ACTIVITIES

As defermined by a steering committee and surveys from property and business owners
within the existing district, the top pricrities for improvements and activities within the El
Cajon PBID are Environmental and Economic Enhancements. Based upon this finding,
the following improvements and activities may be funded by the PBID and provided
during each of the 5 years of District operation. Every year the Owner's Association will
determine which of the services to provide, as discussed below. The following narrative
provides recommendations for the PBID's first year of operation. Final programs and
budgets will be subject to the review and approval of the PBID Owners' Association and
City Council.

ENVIRONMENTAL ENHANCEMENTS

Clean and Safe: These services were the top priority the stakeholders wanted the PBID
to continue funding. Since the PBID has provided these services for almost ten years it
needs to evolve in order to continually demonstrate benefit and ongoing value. In
order fo better understand how the existing program could be improved, Block by
Block, a national Clean and Safe service provider that specializes in urban PBIDs
(including downtown Oakland, Santa Monica and Long Beach), provided an on-site
~ analysis of how the current clean and safe program could be delivered more efficiently
and effectively.

Recommendations for areas of improvement:

o Deployment and Visibility of Staff — The existing staff schedule covers services
approximately 18 hours per day typically from 6am until midnight, seven days a
week. Block by Block’s experience is that a more concentrated street level
presence is more relevant to stakeholders. In order to accomplish this they
recommend modifying the deployment schedule until 8pm, six days a week
except for Wednesday and Friday nights during the spring/summer when the car
show and concerts on the green occur each week.

e District Size - The PBID district is large and the staff works to provide a consistent
frequency of services throughout. The services should be delivered info two
service zones or zones of benefit. The downtown core (the Premium Zone), those
parcels fronting Main and Magnolia should receive more intense and frequent
service delivery where the demand is greater. The remaining parcels in the
district (the Standard Zone) do not require the same level of service intensity and
frequency as the downtown core.

¢ Incorporate Flexibility — Adjusting staff schedules on an as needed basis fo meet
isolafed needs provides the flexibility fo address the concerns and issues as they
arise. Flexibility allows the programs fo be delivered more efficiently and
effectively. '

¢ Securily Pafrol - The existing evening Ambassador program circulates throughout
the district in the El Cajon Ambassador fruck where a more visible security patrol
may be more effective during the evening hours. The recommendation is for
during the evening shift to use a magnetic strip with “Security Patrol” that covers
the truck door panel for a more visible security presence on the street.
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¢ Security Ambassadors — The Ambassadors should also act as security escorts for
visifors and stakeholders, in which the Security Ambassador could come fo a
business and provide a walking or driving escort during evening hours.

e Promotion of Services — Outside of equipment or staff there is no visible presence
on the street promoting the Ambassador program. Other ways to promote this
valuable service is to increase signage on kiosks or wayfinding, regular email
communications to stakeholders promoting accomplishments and activities, and
messaging campaigns to educate the public about securing their valuables,
cigarette litter or other safety/maintenance messages that add value.

In light of that, their analysis found several areas that are positive and only need to be
enhanced upon to demonstrate a larger benefit to stakeholders:
» The downfown core is clean and well mainfained,
¢ The Ambassadors and maintenance teams are highly responsive to needs, and
e The documentation is excellent with regard to services being delivered on a
parcel by parcel basis.

Based upon the Block by Block evaluation, the PBID Management Plan recommends
resources for a Clean and Safe program with total annual resources estimated at
$300,000. The range of service frequencies that could be expected from this level of
investment are provided below. Actual deployment will depend upon the demand for
services and will be subject to oversight from the Owner's Association and staff.

Progam . | PremiumZone | StandardZone |
Safety Ambassadors 54 hours per week 42 hours per week
Maintenance Team 62 hours per week 50 hours per week
Operations Manager 22 hours per week 18 hours per week

PBID Boundary and Benefit Zones: The PBID boundary includes those parcels that are
considered the downtown business core and extends along Main Street fo the transit
center. It roughly includes parcels along Magnolia Avenue from the freeway to
Lexington Avenue, Main Street from the MTS transit center to Lincoln Avenue, and all
parcels from Wells to Ballantyne to Lexington to Van Houten (see the atfached
boundary map).

Block by Block’s recommendation is for the clean and safe services to be deployed in
two benefit zones within the PBID:

e Premium Ione: The Premium Zone includes areas of highest pedestrian activity
where demands for clean and safe services are greatest. The premium zone is the
primary core of downtown and consists of all parcels fronting Main Street from
Ballantyne to El Cajon Boulevard and along Magnolia Avenue from the freeway to
Lexington Avenue. The service plan anticipates that service deployment
frequencies within the Premium Zone will be approximately 25% higher than the
remainder of the PBID - from the number of ambassadors to the frequency of
sidewalk cleaning, and are reflected in the assessment rates.
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+ Standard Zone: The Standard Zone contains the remaining areas of the PBID
boundary that have less pedestrian activity, and demands for clean and safe
services are generally lower. Service frequencies within the Standard Zone are
expected fo be less than the services in the Premium Zone, and are reflected in the
assessment rates. ’

Beautification: In addition to the Clean and Safe program, PBID Environmental
Enhancements include funds to invest in highly visible improvements that will add to the
attractiveness of public spaces throughout downtown. Beautification improvements
may include: :

e Cosmetic capital improvements, including street furniture, information kiosks,
pedestrian lighting and other amenities.

Wayfinding and directional signage to help visitors navigate through dowm‘own
Public art.

Landscaping, planters and other green elements.

Seasonal holiday decorations and banners.

Other beautification improvements as determined year-to-year by the PBID Owner’s
Association.

® o o o o

ECONOMIC ENHANCEMENTS

A comprehensive economic development program is included as a key component of
the downtown PBID, fo proactively work on filling office and retail vacancies with
targeted businesses, combat the challenges associated with a prolonged economic
downfown, compete with other commercial districts, and bring more visitors and
shoppers to Downfown El Cajon. A portion of the funds for this program are fo hire an
economic development coordinator that will work with property owners, real estate
‘professionals, and civic leaders to promote the advantages of downtown as a business
location. Based upon “best practices” from other PBIDs in downtown markets
throughout the country, five primary program activities are proposed:

‘Business Retention and Recruitment: The PBID will provide funds dedicated to business
development, including business retentfion and recruitment programs which will provide
a primary one-stop point of contact for all business prospects looking to locate and/or
grow in downtown El Cagjon. Comprehensive markefing information on downtown will
be researched, packaged and maintained. Specialized research will identify specific
target business groups and niches that are most likely to locate within downtown.

Image and Marketing: PBID funds will be used to build a strong marketing program as
part of an overall effort to economically enhance Downtown E Cajon. Image and
marketing efforts will aim to support business retention and recruitment efforts as well as
encourage bofth locals and visitors to explore downtown. ‘

Traditional and non-traditional marketing activities and products will be explored
including an interactive website and electronic communications tools, stronger public
and media relations efforts fo communicate ongoing positive changes in the
downtown marketplace, social media, and prinfed products including periodic market
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reports and updates, maps and brochures that provide users with information about the
amenities downtown has to offer. In addition, programming and events to activate
downtown will be developed as part of an overall image and marketing campaign.

Special Events: The Special Events budget is reserved for opportunities to confinue
providing existing events downtown, e.g. the car show or concerfs on the green, or to
add additional events that present themselves during the life of the district. These
special events improve commerce by drawing people downtown and infroducing
them to opportunities fo dine, shop, or engage in commerce.

Parking Initiatives: The PBID will work in concert with the City staff to explore options for
improving parking management and mobility options to and within  Downtown.
Options include identifying employee parking and transit options, creating parking
promotions for consumers and funding studies to evaluate increasing the parking
supply.

Leadership and Policy: The PBID will provide advocacy for Downtown business interests
and will help the business community to speak with one clear voice. The PBID
Management Plan offers flexibility to develop programs and policies to improve the
overall qudlity of life and economic and cultural vitality of Downtown El Cajon.

MANAGEMENT

Like any business, the PBID will require a professional sfoff to properly manage programs,

communicate with stakeholders and provide leadership. The PBID supports a professional

staff that delivers programs and advocates on behalf of the properties in downtown El

Cajon. The PBID advocacy services WI” provide direction on policies and issues that affect
" the central business district.

Management services may include compensation for an Executive Director, an
administrative assistant or any other staff member, or subconfractor the Owner's
Association deems necessary fo manage the PBID programs. The management team is
responsible for providing the day-to-day operations of the PBID. PBID funds may be
used to leverage additional monies from sponsorships, contracts, grants and eamned
income. Additional administrative costs will include; accounting and annual financial
audit, insurance, program support costs including supplies, equipment and rent, County
PBID assessment collection fee, estimated at 1% of assessments, and other administration
costs associated with the overhead and administrative support of programs.

A 5% reserve fund is also budgeted 1o provide a contingency for unforeseen program
needs and to provide a cushion for assessment delinquencies.
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EXHIBIT B: ESTIMATE OF COST

2012 Operdaling Budget

The following table outlines the PBID maximum assessment operating budget for
calendar year 201 21

Services . | Budget
Environmental Enhancements $250,000
Economic Enhancements $150,000
Management : _ $150,000
Reserve Fund $10,000
TOTALBUDGET |  $560,000
Budget Notations
1. Based upon the Consumer Price Index and program costs, the assessments

may increase up to 5% per year. The determination of the annual assessment
rates will be subject to the review and approval of the board of directors of
-the PBID Owner’s Association.
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EXHIBIT C: METHOD OF APPORTIONMENT

PBID Boundary

The PBID boundary includes those parcels that are considered the downtown business
core and extends dlong Main Streef to the transit center. 1t roughly includes parcels
along Magnolia Avenue from the freeway o Lexington Avenue, Main Street from the
MTS transit cenfer to Lincoln Avenue, and dll parcels from Wells to Ballantyne to
Lexington to Van Houten. The PBID Boundary is segregated into two benefit zones
based on the level of services provided and the benefits received. The premium zone is
the primary core of downtown and consists of all parcels fronting Main Street from
Ballantyne to El Cajon Boulevard and along Magnolia Avenue from the freeway to
Lexingfon Avenue. A map of the proposed PBID boundaries is attached. See aftached
map for district boundory and benefit zones.

Benefit Zones: As previously discussed the PBID boundary is further segregoted into two
benefit zones based on the service levels each parcel will receive from the PBID activities.

e Premium Zone: The Premium Zone includes areas of highest pedestrian activity
where demands for clean and safe services are greatest. The premium zone is
the primary core of downtown and consists of all parcels fronting Main Street
from Ballantyne to El Cajon Boulevard and along Magnolia Avenue from the
freeway to Lexington Avenue. The service plan anficipates that service
deployment frequencies within the Premium Zone will be approximately 25%
higher than the remainder of the PBID — from the number of ambassadors to the
frequency of sidewalk cleaning, and are reflected in the assessment rates.

e Standard Zone: The Standard Zone contains the remaining areas of the PBID
boundary that have less pedestrian activity, and demands for clean and safe
services are generally lower. Service frequencies within the Standard Zone are
expected to be less than the services in the Premium Zone, ond are reflected in
the assessment rates. »

Special Benefit

The Property and Business Improvemem‘ District Law of 1994, as omended and The
State Constitution Article XIID require that assessments be levied according to the
special benefit each assessed parcel receives from the services and activities.
Additional environmental and economic enhancements are the activities and services
anficipated throughout the PBID. The special benefit to parcels from these proposed
PBID services and activities exceeds the fotal amount of the proposed assessment.

All of the PBID services and activities are provided only within the boundaries of the
District and provide no special benefit to the properties outside the District area. The
special benefit must affect the assessed property in a way that is particular and distinct
from its effect on other parcels and that real property in general and the public at large
do not share. The public at large is defined as all members of the public including those
that live, work, and shop within the District and noft simply transient visitors. A General
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Benefit is defined as a benefit to properties in the District and in the surrounding
community or benefit to the public in general resulting from the improvement, activity
or service to be provided by the assessment levied. Inasmuch as all services will be
provided to the properties within the District boundaries and no services wil be
provided outside the District boundaries, and whereas these services are above and
beyond what the City currently provides with its General Fund, the assessments levied
are only for the special benefils received. If there are any general benefits to the
properties in the area and surrounding community and public in general are intangible
and nedligible. All benefits derived from the assessments oullined in this report are for
services directly benefiting the assessed properties in this specialized district and support
increased commerce and the goals and objectives of the. business improvement
district. The PBID services are particular and distinct benefits to be provided only to the
properties within the PBID, not to the public at large. They “affect the assessed property
in a way that is particular-and distinct from their effect on other parcels and that real
property in general and the public at large do not share.” (Silicon Valley Taxpayers’
Assn., Inc. vs. Santa Clara County Open Space Authority (2008) 44 Cal.4th at p. 452).
“The PBID's services themselves constitute special benefits to all of the assessed
parcels." (Dahms v. Downtown Pomona (2009) 174 Cal.App 4t 708.

We determined that the proposed services and activities provide only special benefit to
the real property within the district area. Each of the activities is designed to meet the
goals of Downtown El Cajon; fo improve the economic and environmental vitality by
increasing building occupancy and lease rates, encouraging new. business
development, attracting ancillary businesses and services, and encouraging
commerce. A basic premise of commercial business is that increased pedestrian tfraffic
" increases the economic return fo the property. The increase in pedestrian traffic is likely
to encourage commerce whether it be on the first visit or in subsequent visits. Al
pedestrian traffic is considered to be potential customers who will become the target
audience for future patronage of refail and business establishments and services, and
the renting of space in commercial and residential buildings. The enhanced PBID
services are a special benefit to each parcel because they are infended to increase
the pedestrian traffic. : '

Environmental Enhancements

This program as described in Exhibit A will provide security and maintenance services
along with beautification improvements above the base level of services the City
currently provides. The services the hospitality ambassadors and maintenance teams
provide and the beautification improvements are specific to the Downtown El Cajon
areq, thus, each assessed parcel located in the District specially benefits from this
enhanced level of service. These services will not be delivered to any parcel outside
- the PBID boundary and are intended to meet the goals of the PBID as discussed above.
Therefore, it is our opinion that there is no general benefit and that the increased level
of environmental enhancements provides a special benefit only to the assessed parcels
in.the PBID,
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Economic Enhancements '

This program, as described in Exhibit A, is intended fo retain and attract new business.
This is in ‘an effort to enhance the value of the properties and encourage investment
dollars. In order to accomplish this, the PBID proposes a myriad of business retention
and recruitment, marketing and image enhancement programs and special events.
This program is designed 1o specially benefit the commercial parcels within the PBID by
encouraging future investment and commerce. Therefore, it is our opinion that the
economic enhancements provide a special benefit to all commercial parcels in the
District area.

Management ,
This program as described in Exhibit A is designed to develop public/private

partnerships that will enhance the goadls and needs of the PBID area dll in an efforf to
increase investment dollars and commerce. The program is designed to effectively and
efficiently manage the day to day operations of the PBID to make sure it is meeting the
goals and objectives of the PBID. The above benefits are to be provided only to the
assessed parcels within the PBID boundaries. Therefore, if is our opinion that there is no
general benefit and that the management programs provide a special benefit only to
the assessed parcels in the PBID.

In addition to the special benefits described above for the three programs the PBID
offers, there are also less tangible reasons why these services provide only a special
benefit to those properties within the PBID.

1. All improvements and activities to be provided through the PBID are special
services and are above and beyond the generdl level of service the City
currently provides. .

2. Allimprovements and activities fo be provided through the PBID are designed by
the property owners o increase business revenue and provide special benefits
that may result in increased rental occupancy rates and annual revenue
incomes to the owners of real property within the district.

3. The Cdlifornia State Legislature found that assessments levied for the purpose of
providing improvements and promoting activities that benefit real property are
not toxes for the general benefit of a city, but are assessments for the
improvements and activities which confer special benefits upon the real
property for which the improvement and activities are provided. Streets and
Highways Code Section 36601 (d).

Assessment Methodology

Determining the proportionate share of special benefit among the parcels of real
property within the proposed- assessment district which benefit from the proposed
Improvements is the result of a four-step process:
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1. Defining the proposed improvements.

2. ldentifying how each assessed parcel speciclly benefits from the proposed
improvements and activifies.

3. Determining the amount of the special benefit each assessed parcel receives in
relation to the other parcels in the district.

4. Apportioning the cost of the proposed improvements and ochvmes fo each
assessed parcel based on the special benefit received.

The proposed improvements and activities as outlined in Exhibit A will provide a higher
level of service than the City provides with City funds to those parcels in the PBID area.
Therefore, every parcel in the PBID benefits from the improvements and activities and
will receive enhanced safety and maintenance services, image and marketing
programs, and management and administration. The PBID programs are designed to
deliver service to each parcel within the district.

Assessment Factors

The state constitution and the Downtown El Cajon property owners and business owners
have emphasized that the assessment formula for the PBID must be fair, balanced and
have a direct relationship to benefifs received. The State enabling legislation, Section
.36632(q) if the Streets and Highways Code, also states, "Assessments levied on real
property...shall be levied on the basis of the estimated benefit to the real property
within the...district.”

While all the PBID services will only be provided to the benefiting parcels in the district,
the recommended assessment methodology for the Downtown El Cajon PBID is to
spread the cost of the improvements and activities to lot square footage plus building
square  footage. The lot square footage plus the building square footage
acknowledges both the short term and long term benefits fo each parcel. By adding
the lot and building square footages together effectively places more emphasis and
benefit fo the ground floor since the majority of the PBID services are delivered at the
street level.

Lot square footage is relevant to the highest and best use of a property and will reflect
the long term value implications of the improvement district. Lot square footage is
defined as the total amount of area within the borders of the parcel. The borders of a
parcel are defined on the County Assessor parcel maps.

Gross building square footage is relevant to the interim use of a property and is utilized
to measure short and mid-term value impacts. It also acknowledges the benefits from
the services to the buildings, including tenants, residents and employees. The gross
building square footage is defined as the total building square footage as determined
by the outside measurements of a building. The gross building square footage is taken
from either the County of San Diego Assessor's records or the City of El Cajon’s bux!dmg
records.
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Assessment Calculation

As previously discussed in Exhibit B the budget is determined and segregated info the
two benefit zones based upon each Zone's demand for service. In addition to the
benefit zones, we further define the benefit to two land use categories;
commercial/government, and residential/non-profit all of which receive varying levels
of benefit from the PBID services (further defined below).

To calculate the annuadl assessment for each parcel is fo divide the budget amount for
each service by the appropriate lot and building square footages within each benefit
zone. The table below indicates the assessment rates per lot plus building square foot
per benefit zone and land use category.

Annual Assessments: | Assmtper Foot

Premium Zone:

Commercial/Govt $0.0818
Residential/Non-Profits _ $0.0526
Standard Zone:

Commercial/Govt $0.0654
Residential/Non-Profits $0.0421

For example, to calculate the assessment for a commercial parcel in the Premium Zone
with a 10,000 square foot lot plus a 5,000 square foot building: The lot square footage +
the building square footage x Premium Zone commercial assessment rate = the tfofal
annual parcel assessment.

(10,000 + 5,000 x $0.0818 = $1,227.00 annual parcel dssessment)

The assessment for each parcel is calculated the same as the example above,
respective of each benefit zone, land use and assessment rate.

Land Use Considerations
The methodology provides the following treatments for property used exclusively for
residential and non-profit:

o Treatment of Residential and Non-Profit Property: Residential and non-profit uses will
fully benefit from Environmental Enhancement services and will pay a full share of
these services. However, the services identified under the Economic Enhancements
are aimed at promoting and encouraging commerce in the downtown area, which
typically are not the primary goals of residential or non-profit parcels. Therefore, these
parcels will not receive special benefit from Economic Enhancements and thus will not
be assessed for those services.

The services identfified under the Economic Enhancements are aimed af promoting
and encouraging commerce in the downtown area, which typically are not the
primary goals of residential and nonprofit uses. Moreover, a significant part of the
Economic Enhancement program is business atfraction and retention activities where
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there is not benefit fo residential or nonprofit properties. Therefore, these parcels will
not receive material benefit from Economic Enhancements and thus will not be
assessed for those services.

Budget Adjustment

Any annual budget surplus or deficit will be rolled into the following year's District
budget. The budget will be set accordingly, within the constraints of the management
plan fo adjust for surpluses or deficits that are carried forward.

Future Development

As a result of continued development, the District may experience the addition or
subtraction of assessable building square footage for parcels included and assessed
within the District boundaries. The modification of parcel improvements assessed within
the District may then change upwards or downwards the amount of total footage
assessment for these parcels. In future years, the assessments for the special benefits
bestowed upon the included PBID parcels may change in accordance with the
assessment methodology formula listed in the Management District Plan and Engineer's
Report provided the assessment rate does not change. If the assessment formula
changes, then a Proposition 218 bdllot inifiative will be required to approve the
changes. '




EXHIBIT D: ASSESSMENT ROLL

Exhibit D, pages 13 through 18 of the (Final)
Downtown EI Cajon Property Based Business
Improvement District Engineer’s Report, is on file in
the El Cajon City Clerk’s office at 200 Civic Center
Way, El Cajon, CA 92020. Office hours are
Monday — Friday, 8:00 a.m. — 5:00 p.m. (619) 441-
1763.
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Agenda Report

April 13, 2011

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

FROM: City Clerk

SUBJECT: Accept Resignation of Mayor Pro Tem Kendrick and Selection of
Replacement Mayor Pro Tem

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council accept the resignation of Mayor Pro Tem
Kendrick and select a new Mayor Pro Tem according to the El Cajon Municipal Code for the
remainder of calendar year 2011.

BACKGROUND:

According to provisions of the El Cajon Municipal Code, the City Council shall meet in
December and choose one of its number as mayor pro tempore. The mayor pro tempore shall
serve at the will of the majority of the City Council, or until the expiration of the normal
term as set forth herein.

Mayor Pro Tem Kendrick was selected in December, 2010, but has tendered his resignation
due to economical and personal hardships. Therefore, it is necessary to appoint a
replacement Mayor Pro Tem.

The title "deputy mayor" shall be interchangeable for all purposes with the title "mayor pro
tempore."

FISCAL IMPACT: None -
PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
KOG A e 1

Kathi Henry (]'
CITY CLERK - CITY MANAGER




CITY OF EL CAJON
www.ci.el-cajon.ca.us MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL
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April 12, 2011

G

Mayor and Councilmembers
City of El Cajon

200 Civic Center Way

El Cajon, CA 92020

Dear Mayor and Councilmembers:

It has been an honor and privilege to serve as your Mayor Pro Tem these past few months.
Unfortunately, due to unforeseen economic and personal circumstances, I am unable to fulfill
this obligation through the end of calendar year 2011.

Therefore, it is with great reluctance I submit my letter of resignation from the position of Mayor
Pro Tem.

Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Very truly yours, .
\

Gary Kendrick
Mayor Pro Tem

200 CIVIC CENTER WAY » EL CAJON, CA 92020-3916 s TEL: (619) 441-1788 e FAX: (619) 441-1770

Printéd on recycled paper.
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DATE: Tuesday, April 12, 2011

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

FROM: Building Official/Fire Marshal
SUBJECT: SUBSTANDARD CONDITIONS AT 545 BALLANTYNE STREET

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:

o Make a determination with regard to administrative costs, staff time, and civil
penalties and direct staff to assess costs and penalties to date.

e Authorize the City Attorney to pursue an injunction or other legal action including
but not limited to, the appointment of a receiver, in order to gain compliance in
this case. '

e Adopt the next RESOLUTION in order pursuant to the items listed above.

BACKGROUND:

This substandard abatement case first appeared before Council on December 15, 2009,
and again on March 9, 2010, at which time Council elected to begin accrual of civil
penalties. Since this time staff has monitored the condition of the property and seen no
improvement with regard to the violations noted in the Notice and Order to. Abate
Substandard Conditions dated December 12, 2009. The structure is currently suffering
from severe dilapidation and structural decay. It remains an eyesore to the neighborhood,
is an attractive nuisance to children, and a harbor for vagrants. The property owner has not
responded to our repeated attempts to contact him by phone and correspondence. Staff is
seeking support for the recommendations listed above in order to bring about a resolution
to this case.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Administrative Fee $615.00

Staff Time $852.74
Subtotal $1467.74

Civil Penalties
7 violations

@ $50.00 per violation per day (398) $139,300.00
Total $140,767.74



City Council Agenda Report
Substandard Abatement — 545 Ballantyne Street
April 26, 2011

PREPARW

Dan Pavao
Building Official/Fire Marshal

APPROVED BY:

WaGe fesnes
Kathi Henry
City Manager

ATTACHMENT:

REVIEWED BY:

’W\ Q&W A Sy

Melissa Ayres
Director of Community Development

1. Photos of substandard property taken 4/12/2011



545 Ballantyne Street
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Dwelling boarded up
for several years.

- -

Roof not protected by
roof covering causing
warping and weather
damage. -




Wood surfaces
unprotected by paint
or wall coverings.




Rotted piping and wood
structural components
exposed to earth.
Substandard wiring to
light fixture.




545 Ballantyne Street




Teresa Bussey - SR 125 CLOSED SESSION MINUTE EXCERPT FROM APRIL 8 SANDAG POLICY 6* 1
BOARD MEETING

From: "Gunn, Deborah" <dgu@sandag.org>

To: "Gunn, Deborah" <dgu@sandag.org>

Date: 4/13/2011 3:41 PM

Subject: SR 125 CLOSED SESSION MINUTE EXCERPT FROM APRIL 8 SANDAG POLICY BOARD
MEETING

CC: "Wiley, Julie" <jwi@sandag.org>

Attachments: MinuteExcerpt-11APR8-SANDAG Policy Bd mtg.pdf

SANDAG Board, Alternate, Advisory members:

This information was originally transmitted on Friday, April 8, 2011, but several Board members have indicated they did not
receive the earlier email. 'm re-sending this email to ensure that all have received the information.

Please see the attached action taken out of closed session at the April 8 SANDAG Policy Board meeting. Please contact Julie
Wiley, General Counsel, at 619-699-6966 or jwi@sandag.org, if you have any questions.

Deborah Gunn, CPS/CAP

Executive Assistant/Clerk of the Board
San Diego Association of Governments
401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101-4231

Tel: 619-699-1912

Fax: 619-699-1995

E-mail: dgu@sandag.org

a5 \ember -
Gf Excellence =

file://C:\Documents and Settings\tbussey\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\dDA5C413El CajonCity Hall... 4/13/2011



401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101-4231
(619) 699-1900

Fax (619) 699-1905
wwwisandag.org
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April 8, 2011

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the attached is a true and correct copy of the action
taken on ltem No. 3 by the San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)
Board of Directors (SANDAG]) at its meeting on April 8, 2011:

"REPORTS (3)

3. CLOSED SESSION - PENDING LITIGATION - PURSUANT TO
GOVERNMENT CODE SECTIONS 54956.9(b) AND 54956.8

Chair Stocks convened the meeting into closed session at 10:11 a.m.

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

Chair Stocks reconvened the meeting into public session at 11:53 a.m.

General Counsel Julie Wiley reported the following out of ¢losed
session: the Board of Directors directed staff to engage in good faith
negotiations and to make an offer to purchase certain assets related to
the operation of State Route 125, currently leased and operated by
South Bay Expressway LP, upon such terms as approved by the Board in
closed session and contingent upon final Board of Directors approval
in a public meeting concerning financing options.

Dobyrf owre

Deborah Gunn, Executive Assistant/Clerk of the Board
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ITEM NO: 7.1

DATE: April 19, 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) 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 fhe following events on behalf of the City
of E1 Cajon:

April 21, 2011 - Heartland Fire Training Facility Authority Meeting
April 26, 2011 - Council Meeting 3:00 p.m.

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

SUBMITTED BY

OM @ﬂ&%/?k

Gary Kehdrick @
Mayor Pro Tem -




alm!m MEETING: _ 4/26/11
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ITEMNO: 9.1

City Clerk Date Stamp [E!]trw @ﬁ, _E_J E»
REcE ? %

Agenda Hje ot

DATE: April 18, 2011

TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Councilmember McClellan
SUBJECT: Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City Council accept and file the followmg report of Councﬂ/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:

April 26, 2011 - Council Meeting 3:00 p.m.

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

. SUBMITTED BY,

Y W 7 MCM/“
Botr 7t o

Bob McClellan 7
Councilmember
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; ' COUNCIL BILL STATUS/
BILL | NO. | SPONSOR SUBJECT POSITION | COMMITTEE
v JECT DATE LAST ACTION DATE
AB 506 | Wieckowski ‘r'n":;;%g;’fmment bankruptey: 4/12/2011 Oppose Assembly | 4/4/2011 Re-referred to Com. on L. GOV.
An act fo add Section 14105.94 to the | ‘ . ‘ : e ) ;
AB 678 | Pan/Steinberg | Welfare and Institutions Code, relating |  4/12/2011 Assembly 4/13/2011 In committee: Set, first hearing.

to Medi-Cal

Support

Referred to APPR. suspense file.

The Legislative Report tracks bills for the 2011-2012 Session of the California Legislature that the E| Cajon City Council I Redevelopment Agency has voted to monitor, support or oppose.
Page - 1— Updated April 19, 2017 at 2:30 p.m. for the April 26, 2011 City Council Meeting




April 8, 2011
Issue #35

IN THIS ISSUE:
Page 4. The Newest WesternCity.com Hit List

FIVE THINGS YOU CAN DO TO HELP SAVE REDEVELOPMENT
Join Local Officials, Business and Community Groups as Part of This Massive
Grassroots Effort to Make Voter Voices Heard

Since early January, the League, the California Redevelopment Association (CRA) and a large
coalition of stakeholders, have been fighting Gov. Jerry Brown's unconstitutional proposal to
eliminate redevelopment agencies and take their funds for state purposes. This proposal not only
defies the law and the will of the voters who passed Proposition 22 in November, but would be
devastating to Californians who rely on redevelopment for jobs, community revitalization and
improving public safety. For more, see Page 2. )

0000000000000 0000000000000000000000

SEN. DUTTON LAYS OUT RIVERSIDE COUNTY FACTS, CHASTISES GOVERNOR
ON PROPOSAL TO ELIMINATE REDEVELOPMENT AND ENTERPRISE ZONES

In advance of Gov. Jerry Brown's planned state budget meeting in Riverside County today,
Senate Republican Leader Bob Dutton (R-Inland Empire) sent him a letter
(http://cssrc.us/pubs/110407 letter.pdf) detailing the dire circumstances in his district.

For more, see Page 2.

0000000000000 0000000000000000000000

LAO OUTLINES ALL-CUTS BUDGET TO SENATE
BUDGET COMMITTEE THURSDAY
Proposal Contains $13.5 Billion in Additional Cuts, COPS Program Would be Eliminated

The Senate Committee on Budget and Fiscal Review met for a short hearing on Thursday to
discuss what has become known as “The Leno Letter,” the Legislative Analyst’s suggestions to
close another $13.5 billion from the state deficit by means of an all-cuts budget. Gov. Jerry Brown
late last month signed $11.2 billion in cuts of the $26.6 billion deficit and suspended budget
negotiations last week with Republicans. Senate Budget Committee Chair Mark Leno (D-San
Francisco) asked L.egislative Analyst's Office (LAQO) to give the committee options to balance the
budget with only spending cuts, shifts or transfers from other state and local funds to the General
Fund and no tax increases.

(http://www.senate.ca.qov/ftp/SEN/COMMITTEE/STANDING/BFR/ home/FullC/SBFR472011He
aringAgenda.pdf). For more, see Page 3.

11.1



‘Five Things’ Continued from Page 1...

On March 29, the Governor put budget negotiations on hold, which means there’s still time to
lend your voice to the effort.

Here's how you can join the fight:

1. Tell your story through video. Contact your Regional Public Affairs Manager today to share
the benefits of redevelopment in your community and record a brief video highlight to them.
Videos will be used on www.protectourlocaleconomy.com and through social media efforts.

2. Schedule in-district meetings with your legislators. Tour a project area and show them the
face of redevelopment by inviting neighborhood residents, business owners and other
community leaders.

3. Submit a letter-to-the-editor to your local newspaper. Samples can be found at
www.protectourlocaleconomy.com. Click on “take action.”

4. Reach out to your local radio station to see if there’s an opportunity to share the importance
of redevelopment with listeners in your area.

5. Call your legislators and tell them to oppose any effort to eliminate redevelopment and to
support the reasonable alternatives proposed by CRA.

‘Dutton Letter’ Continued from Page 1...

The letter specifically points out how the Governor's proposal to eliminate redevelopment
agencies and enterprise zones threatens jobs in the Inland Empire. Jobs are of critical importance
in Riverside County where unemployment is at a staggering 14.1 percent. In San Bernardino
County, that number is only slightly lower at 13.7 percent. In his letter, Sen. Dutton accurately
warns the Governor that his proposal to eliminate these two critical job creation programs isn't
going to resonate in Riverside County. The constituents he shares with the Governor, and people
throughout California, desperately need jobs not higher unemployment.

Since the Governor announced his proposed budget in January, the League has been actively
fighting to preserve these important job creation programs. Redevelopment is responsible for
more than 300,000 jobs annually, provides invaluable tax revenues to state and local
governments and is an essential part of California’'s economic recovery. In Riverside and San
Bernardino counties alone, redevelopment construction activities support more than 62,000 jobs
in a typical year. The Governor’s short sighted proposal will only create a worse economic future
for these counties, and California as a whole.

Because redevelopment is so important to our state’s success, the League and the California
Redevelopment Association (CRA) put forth a proposal a few weeks ago that preserves
redevelopment and provides state General Fund relief.

Under the CRA plan, redevelopment agencies could voluntarily contribute 20 percent of their
funds (equivalent to their annual housing set-aside) the first year and/or up to 10 percent of their
tax increment funds each year for up to 10 years to local schools within their redevelopment
project areas. In exchange for this voluntary contribution to schools, redevelopment agencies
would be granted extensions of their project life-spans. Because the program would be voluntary,
it would not violate the State Constitution, or the will of the voters who supported Proposition 22.

CRA conservatively estimates that $700 million to $1 billion would be available as a one-time
upfront payment that could help bridge the state's FY 2011-12 budget gap. The CRA alternative
could raise more than $2.7 billion over the 10-year life span of the proposal.

For more about the CRA alternative, please see, “League Board Supports CRA Voluntary
Redevelopment Alternative” in the March 18 issue of City Advocate Weekly.
(hitp://www.cacities.org/index.jsp7zone=locc&previewStory=28439)




‘Budget’ Continued from Page 1...

Thursday's hearing was described as sobering, especially when it turned to the public safety cuts.
LAO proposes to complete realignment without providing funding to local government to handle
the increased responsibilities. The Governor signed AB 109 on Monday, the corrections
realignment bill, though he communicated in his signing message that it would not be
implemented without the necessary funding in place. For more, please see “Governor Signs
Corrections Realignment and Facility Bills, Funding Source Still toc be Determined”, in the April 5
issue of City Advocate Weekly.
{(hitp://www.cacities.orglindex.jsp?zone=locc&previewStory=28459)

The Citizens Option for Public Safety (COPS) program is on the table, which would amount to a
loss of $500 million in funding to city and county public safety programs. Currently, the program is
funded through the temporary vehicle license fee (VLF), which expires on June 30. Without a tax
extension, funding for this public safety program will be non-existent. Sen. Leno asked Legislative
Analyst Mac Taylor if he could quantify what that meant in terms of how many public safety
officers would be cut. The LAO agreed to calculate this figure and bring the information back to
the committee along with a number of other requested items.

An all cuts budget would require the suspension of Proposition 98. Sen. Leno asked LAO to
report back on how California’s school year compares with other states. Sen. Bob Huff (R-
Diamond Bar) requested an estimate of the savings by cutting teacher salaries by 5 percent.
Committee members spent time debating K-12 cuts as well as cuts to higher education, including
drastic tuition increases. The discussion even turned to closing some California State University
and University of California campuses to preserve programs at “flagship” campuses.

A major discussion at the hearing focused on scrutiny over public employee salaries and overall
compensation.

LAO’s proposed cuts don't fully close the deficit and Sen. Leno asked LAO to provide
suggestions on how to make another $3-3.5 billion in cuts, referring to the $1.7 billion the
Governor’s budget assumes can be realized through eliminating redevelopment.

Let the Road Shows Begin

With the budget at an impasse in Sacramento, it appears that state lawmakers are ready to take
their case directly to the people. Senate pro Tem Darrell Steinberg (D-Sacramento) said his
house’s budget committee would be holding hearings outside Sacramento. Assembly Budget
Committee Chair Bob Blumenfield (D-Woodland Hilis) also reported that his committee would do
the same.

The Governor headed to Riverside today (Friday) to launch his statewide budget tour, continuing
on to Los Alamitos tomorrow. The Republicans also took to the road. They began their tour in

Fresno Thursday, which they say will last all year, focusing on their opposition to the Governor's
budget and desire to enact major government changes including pension and regulatory reform.

Next Steps
The League is closely following all budget developments and continues to focus on the League-
supported California Redevelopment Association proposal to preserve redevelopment as a vital

economic development tool while providing much-needed state General Fund relief.

City officials can get involved by taking the actions outlined in “Five Things You Can Do to Help
Save Redevelopment.”




The Newest WesternCity.com Hit List

Western City magazine has compiled its most popular stories into a “Hit List” showing the top five
articles on WesternCity.com during the past month. This list refiects the topics of greatest interest
to California city officials during the month of March.

The results are in, and these articles are “Hits!”

1.

2.

“Understanding The City Attorney’s Role” (http://www.westerncity.com/Western-
City/January-2011/Understanding-The-City-Attorney-rsquos-Role/) - January 2011

“Proposition 26: An Executive Summary for the Layperson”
(http://www.westerncity.com/Western-City/March-2011/Proposition-26-An-Executive-
Summary-for-The-Layperson/) - March 2011

“Redevelopment Debate Is All About Our Old Friend “Land Use”
(http://www.westerncity.com/Western-City/March-2011/Redevelopment-Debate-ls-
Ali-About-Our-Old-Friend-ldguol and-Use-rdgquo/) - March 2011

“Fiscal Oversight: Ask the Right Questions” (http://www.westerncity.com/Western-
City/March-2011/Fiscal-Oversight-Ask-the-Right-Questions/) - March 2011

“Why Now Is a Smart Time to Consider Updating Your General Plan”
(http://www.westerncity.com/Western-City/March-2011/Why-Now-Is-a-Smart-Time-to-
Consider-Updating-Your-General-Plan/) - March 2011

Job opportunity pages are not counted in the Hit List, but Western City’s job board consistently
ranks as our most popular resource each month.

Did your clicks make the list? Check back next month for the latest “Hit List.”



April 12, 2011
Issue #36

UPDATES

NLC WEBINAR TO ADDRESS LOCAL RIGHTS-OF-WAY AUTHORITY

The National League of Cities (NLC) will host a webinar, “NOI on Public Rights-of-Way: How
does it Affect Your Community” in response to the April 7 Notice of Inquiry

http/fwww fece.gov/Daily Releases/Daily Business/2011/db0407/FCC-11-51A1.pdf from the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). For more, see Page 2.

C0000080000000000000000000008008000000

Bills In Committee This Week

Following is a list of legislation scheduled for hearing this week for which the League currently
has a position. League staff is monitoring these hearings and cities should watch for action alerts
announced for priority bills. It is still relatively early in the legislative process and many bills will be
amended over the next few weeks. The League will publish an updated calendar of bills following
the Legislature’s Spring Recess next week.

Many legislative hearings are available online for video or audio monitoring. A full listing of all
Senate (hitp://www.sen.ca.gov/~newsen/schedules/files.hip) and Assembly
(ftp:/Mleginfo.public.ca.gov/pub/dailviile/asm/assembly Reqular Session.pdf) hearings is avallable
online. Hearing times are subject to change.

For more, see Page 2.

11.1



‘NLC Webinar’ Continued from Page 1...

The FCC notice concerned key challenges and best practices in expanding the reach and
reducing the cost of broadband deployment by improving government policies for access to rights
of way and wireless facilities siting. This initiative has the potential to greatly impact public rights-
of-way.

Representatives from NLC, the National Association of Counties and the National Association of
Telecommunications Officers and Advisors will participate in the call.

Webinar Details

NOI on Public Rights-of-Way: How does it Effect Your Community
Thursday, April 14

11-12:15p.m.

Register online: htlps://www2.gotomeeting.com/register/699497122

Space is limited so attendees are éncouraged to register as soon as possible.

‘Bilis in Committee’ Continued from Page 1...

Wednesday, April 13

AB 208. (Fuentes) Land use: subdivision maps: expiration dates.
Assembly Appropriations, State Capitol Room 4202, 9 a.m.
League position: Support

AB 316. (Carter) Grand theft: copper materials.
‘Assembly Appropriations, State Capitol Room 4202, 9 a.m.
League position: Support

AB 604. (Skinner) Needle exchange programs.
Assembly Appropriations, State Capitol Room 4202, 9 a.m.
League position: Oppose

AB 584. (Fong) Workers’ compensation: utilization review.
Assembly Insurance, State Capitol Room 437, 9 a.m.
League position: Oppose

AB 22. (Mendoza) Employment: credit reports.
Assembly Labor and Employment, State Capitol Room 447, 1:30 p.m.
League position: Oppose unless Amended

AB 325. (Lowenthal) Employees right to bereavement leave.
Assembly Labor and Employment, State Capitol Room 447, 1:30 p.m.
League position: Oppose

AB 400. (Ma) Employment: sick days.
Assembly Labor and Employment, State Capitol Room 447, 1:30 p.m.
League position: Oppose

AB 587. (Gordon) Public works: volunteers.
Assembly Labor and Employment, State Capitol Room 447, 1:30 p.m.
League position: Support



AB 438. (Williams) County free libraries withdrawal.
Assembly Local Government, State Capitol Room 4202, 1:30 p.m.
League position: Oppose

AB 1008. (Cook) Vehicles: automated traffic enforcement systems.
Assembly Local Government, State Capitol Room 4202, 1:30 p.m.
League position; Oppose



April 15, 2011
Issue #37
IN THIS ISSUE:

Page 4. Law Enforcement Associations Back Governor’s Tax Extension in Appeal to Voters
Congress Avoids Government Shutdown

Page 5: Tell the League How You Prefer to Receive Communication
Register Now for League’s Legislative Action Days and Advanced Leadership Workshop

Page 6: ILG Offers Free Webinar on May 2 on California’s Proposed Commercial Recycling Regulations
This Month in Western City Magazine

REAL PEOPLE-REAL STORIES: NEW VIDEO CAMPAIGN TO HIGHLIGHT LOCAL
REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT BENEFITS IN YOUR COMMUNITIES

The www.ProtectOurLocalEconomy.com campaign launched a new video campaign this week
highlighting some of the millions of Californians who have benefitted from redevelopment and
who will be devastated if this critical local tool is abolished. For more, see Page 2.

LIBRARY BILL, AB 438, MOVES TO ASSEMBLY
APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE IN MAY
Bill Handcuffs City Council Authority

AB 438, authored by Assembly Member Das Williams (D-Santa Barbara), passed out of the
Assembly Local Government Committee on Wednesday and will next be heard in the Assembly
Appropriations Committee in May. Opposed by the League, this bill undermines the
administrative fiscal authority of city councils by requiring voters to approve a council’s decision to
provide library services through a private contractor. For more, see Page 2.

LEAGUE OF CALIFORNIA CITIES’ MAJOR BILL LIST

Below is a list of bills for which the League has taken a position and flagged as a “Hot" bill.
Legislation can be considered “Hot” for a variety of reasons, including having major impacts on
cities statewide, setting an important precedent for future legislation, or being particularly
controversial in a committee. Cities are encouraged to send letters in support or opposition to
their legisiators immediately. For more, see Page 2.

11.1



‘Telling Your Story’ Continued from Page 1...

Through short video testimonials, now available at www.ProtectQurl.ocalEconomy.com, the video
campaign tells real-life stories about people who have been helped by redevelopment activities in
their communities: those who now have an affordable, safe home; domestic abuse survivors able
to find housing temporarily in a shelter; those who have gained employment through
redevelopment projects; and local small businesses.

If you have a redevelopment success story to share, tell your story through video. Contact your

regional public affairs manager (hitp://www cacities.org/advo/camp/index.isp) today to share the
benefits of redevelopment in your community and record a brief video highlight to them. Videos

will be used on www.ProtectQurlocalEconomy.com and through social media efforts.

‘AB 438’ Continued from Page 1...

Libraries serve as a community cornerstone; a place where people gather, come to learn, access
the internet, job hunt and much more. However facing economic hardship, city councils are
grappling with making tough fiscal choices while preserving critical public services, like libraries.
One option for cities to look at is to contract out the staffing services for the library. AB 438 puts a
major roadblock béfore city councils by requiring the decision to contract out services to get voter
approval.

The Assembly Local Government Committee’s analysis noted correctly that AB 438 sets a
dangerous precedent for local government by allowing for the first ime a mandatory vote on a city
contract. Forcing a vote of the people on a city contract handcuffs the ability of the city to run
efficiently.

While the bill passed out of the Assembly Local Government Committee on Wednesday, it must
still go fo the Assembly Appropriations Committee for fiscal review before it can be heard on the
Assembly floor.

More information on AB 438, including sample opposition letters can be found on the League’s
website at www.cacities.org/billsearch. Type “AB 438" into the search function.

‘Bills’ Continued from Page 1...

The League routinely takes positions on bills throughout the legislative session. Bill's tracked by
the League are marked as “watch” until such time that a policy position is taken. Typically,
positions are taken early in the year on biils for which the League has standing policy. These
policy positions can be found in the League’s Summary of Existing Policy and Guiding Principles
(http://www . cacities org/summary). Bills identified by the League without a standing policy are
referred by League staff to one or more of the League’s eight policy committees for a policy
recommendation and the board of directors for a full position.

All League position letters and select sample letters can be found under the bill number in our bill
search function on the website at http://www cacities.ora/billsearch.

Employee Relations

AB 400 (Ma) Employment. Paid Sick Day. Oppose

Provides that any employee, whether pari-time, temporary, or seasonal, who works for seven or
more days in a calendar year is entitled to paid sick days, which are accrued at a rate of one hour
for every 30 hours worked. This bill does not apply to employees covered by a collective
bargaining that provides for paid sick days.

AB 646 (Atkins) Public Employee Organizations. Impasse Procedures. Oppose
Undermines a local agency’s authority to establish local rules for resolving an impasse by
imposing mandatory fact-finding and mediation under the Meyers-Milias-Bown Act, which will
likely delay the conclusion of contract negotiations.



Public Safety

AB 66 (Chesbro) Vehicle License Fees. Support

Extends the 0.15 percent VLF increase for Citizens Option for Public Safety programs, booking
fee subventions, and county law enforcement programs indefinitely, deleting the current sunset
date of June 30, 2011.

AB 604 (Skinner) Hypodermic Needles and Syringes. Oppose

Allows the state Department of Public Health to authorize local health clinics to provide needle
and syringe exchange services, pre-empting the current local decision making powers of the city
or county.

SB 49 (Strickland) Local Government Emergency Response Fees. Oppose
Repeals local agencies’ authority, including charter cities, to levy an emergency response fee
except for limited circumstances.

Transportation and Public Works

AB 1354 (Huber) Retention Proceeds. Oppose

Removes the authority of public entities to decide the appropriate amount of retention. This bill
would require that contract retention proceeds not exceed 5 percent of the payment of all
contracts between a public entity and an original contractor, between an original contractor and a
subcontractor, and between all subcontractors.

Land Use and Housing

AB 579 (Monning) Mobilehome Parks: Liability: Attorney’s Fees. Support

Allows cities to recover attorney’s fees when they have successfully defended their mobilehome
rent control ordinance and provides the courts with a special motion to dismiss proceedings that
have no reasonable basis. :

AB 1220 (Alejo) Land Use: Cause of Actions: Time Limitations. Oppose
Seeks to change the decision of a Court of Appeal {(Urban Habitat v. city of Pleasanton). The bill
would create a five year statute of limitations to challenge land use planning decisions.

SB 184 (Leno) Land Use: Zoning Regulations. Support

In response to Palmer/Sixth Street Properties L.P. v. city of Los Angeles, seeks to clarify that the
Costa-Hawkins Act does not apply to inclusionary housing programs. This would make clear that
inclusionary zoning is a permissible land use power.

SB 444 (Evans) Land Use: Subdivisions: Rental Mobilehome Park Conversion. Support
Allows an application to convert a mobilehome park from rental to resident-owned to be subject to
all requirements of the Subdivision Map Act, thus allowing local governments the opportunity to
mitigate the economic displacement of residents.

SB 469 (Vargas) Land Use: Development Project Review: Superstores. Oppose

Requires a city or county prior to approving or disapproving a “superstore retailer” to require, at
applicant expense, a private consultant to prepare an exhaustive economic impact report
examining 17 different detailed conditions. A “superstore” is defined as over 90,000 square feet,
selling a wide range of consumer goods, and where 10 percent of the total floor area is devoted
to selling non-taxable food items. This measure contains an exemption for “discount warehouses”
(with no square foot limitations) that sell over half of their items in bulk and require a membership
fee.

Community Services

AB 438 (Williams) County Free Libraries: Withdrawal. Oppose
Requires voter approval of a city council’s decision to contract out library services to a private
contractor.




Law Enforcement Associations Back Governor’s Tax Extension in Appeal to
Voters

Representatives of several statewide law enforcement associations, including the California
Police Chiefs Association, California State Sheriffs’ Association, California District Attorneys
Association, and California Probation Officers Association, joined Gov. Jerry Brown at his press
conference on Wednesday to speak in support of the tax extensions proposed to be sent to
voters sometime this year.

The tax extension includes the Vehicle License Fee (VLF) revenues that are currently, and will
continue to be, dedicated to local law enforcement services under realignment. The VLF also
represents the most immediate pressing issue for public safety stakeholders because it would
extend the soon-to-expire local law enforcement grants for Citizens Option for Public Safety
programs, booking fee subventions, and several county level services. The VLF revenue source
for these programs will expire on June 30 unless additional revenues are approved.

The Governor dismissed speculation that he would sign any tax extensions passed by the
legislature by restating his campaign pledge to let the voters make that choice.

Additional Realignment Trailer Bills Drafted

Two additional budget trailer bills, AB 94 and AB 117, were drafted in response to the Governor's
requests and in order to clean up technical issues with the realignment bills, AB 109 and AB 111.

AB 94 was amended to address the Governor’s request in his signing message on the jail facility
construction bill, AB 111. AB 94 reduces the required minimum contribution from counties from 25
percent to 10 percent of for those construction projects.

AB 117 was also amended to provide technical clean up to AB 109, the main corrections
realignment bill, and clarify errors that conflicted with voter approved initiatives and Division of
Juvenile Justice sentencing.

The Governor signed AB 109 and AB 111 earlier this month without a dedicated funding source
being identified to pay for the corrections programs they seek to establish. His signing message
included a pledge not to enact any of the changes until such a funding source was identified and
secured.

Both AB 94 and AB 117 are currently on the Senate floor and have not been scheduled for a
vote.

Congress Avoids Government Shutdown
Focus Immediately Turns to FY 2012 Budget Discussions

As widely reported, the Senate, House, and White House came to an agreement early this week
that will keep the Federal government operating through Sept. 30, 2011, the end of the federal
fiscal year. The final agreement included nearly a $40 billion reduction in federal spending in FY
2011 when compared to FY 2010 spending. This includes $12 billion in reductions previously
approved, and $28 billion in new spending cuts.

As part of the agreement, the following cuts were made that are of importance to cities:

Community Development Block Grant Program — $647 million
State and Local Law Enforcement Assistance — $415 million
Juvenile Justice Programs — $148 million

Community Oriented Policing Services programs — $296 million
Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy — $438 million

Clean and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds — $997 million
Surface Transportation Priorities — $293 million



¢ High Speed Rail — $2.9 billion
e HOME Investment Partnerships — $215 million

In addition, all domestic discretionary programs, a category description that covers nearly all of
the federal funding received by cities, will receive an additional 0.2 percent cut.

A full list of cuts is available at
hitp://republicans. appropriations.houss.gov/ files/41211ProgramCulsListFinalF Y201 1CR. pdf.

2012 Fiscal Year Discussions

On Wednesday, the President immediately turned the discussion toward FY 2012, releasing a
fact sheet on his proposal that focuses on “Shared Prosperity and Shared Fiscal Responsibility.”
The President proposes reducing the deficit by $4 trillion in 12 years or less with a balance
between spending cuts and tax reform. His proposal includes a “Debt Failsafe” trigger that would
require that if, by 2014, the projected debt reduction is not realized, there will be an across-the-
board cut to federal spending.

The President is proposing to build on the savings from the FY 2011 budget agreement this
week, which could lead to additional cuts to domestic discretionary programs. A copy of the White
House Fact Sheet on the proposal can be found at hitp://www . whitehouse. gov/the-press-
office/2011/04/13/fact-sheet-presidents-framework-shared-prosperity-and-shared-fiscal-resp.

Tell the League How You Prefer to Receive Communication

The League is conducting a survey to learn about our member’s preferred means of
communication, the frequency of the League’s messages and the value of League and Institute
for Local Government publications.

The League believes that it is important to survey our membership periodically to gain a better
understanding of how to best deliver important news and information. Striving to provide relevant
updates on the most current legisiative, legal and educational issues as they unfold, the League
hopes to gather feedback on the preferred means of communication and learn what information
the members find most valuable.

Members are encouraged to participate by April 29. Please follow the provided link to take this
survey. hitp:/lcacities.quallrics.com/SE/?81D=8Y _b2aNIcagRhQbNGYY

Register Now for League’s Legislative Action Days and Advanced Leadership
Workshop

Mark your calendars and register now for the League’s Legislative Action Days, scheduled for
May 18 — 19 and the Advanced L.eadership Workshop scheduled for May 19 — 20 in Sacramento.

Legislative Action Days

Join fellow city officials in learning about the breaking legislative developments that will affect
your city, and also meet with your legislators. Topics will include current budget issues, pending
legislation of critical importance, and bank partnerships and community investment strategies. For
more information and to register, visit www.cacities ora/events. The schedule is tentative and
subject to change.

Advanced Leadership Workshop

Following Legislative Action Days, local elected officials and staff can participate in the Advanced
Leadership Workshop. The workshop is designed to prepare attendees for working together to
solve problems more effectively. Attendees will gain practical tools on how to solve problems,



make council meetings more productive, and interact more effectively with individual residents
and the broader community.

Facilitators will include city officials and experts in communication, meeting management and
public engagement. The workshop is planned in conjunction with the Institute for Local
Government. Attendance is limited to 75 attendees and advanced registration is required. For
more information and to register, visit www, cacities. org/events.

ILG Offers Free Webinar on May 2 on California’s Proposed Commercial Recycling
Regulations

On May 2, the Institute for Local Government (ILG) will host a free webinar called “Understanding
California’s Proposed Commercial Recycling Regulations: What Local Agencies Need to Know
about the Education, Outreach and Monitoring Requirements.” The webinar is designed to help
local officials understand the proposed new regulations, emphasize compliance with the
education, monitoring and outreach requirements for cities and counties, include information
about new tools available to help local agencies meet these challenges, and features a question
and answers discussion.

Webinar Details

Understanding California’s Proposed Commercial Recycling Regulations; What Local Agencies
Need to Know about the Education, Outreach and Monitoring Requirements

May 2, 2 — 3:30 p.m.

Register online at https://www1.gotomeeting.com/register/516992208.

This webinar is the last in a series offered by ILG, with support from the California Department of
Resources, Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle), to help local officials develop commercial
recycling programs. The previous four webinars offered by ILG are posted online at www.ca-
lg.org/CommercialRecyclingWebinar.

ILG (www.ca-lg.org) is the nonprofit research and education affiliate of the League of California
Cities and the California State Association of Counties. ILG’s mission is to promote good
government at the local level with practical, impartial, and easy to use resources for California
communities.

This Month in Western City Magazine

s “California’s Biggest Economic Mistake” (hilp://www . westerncity.com/\Western-City/April-
2011/Killing-Redevelopment-California-rsquoes-Biggest-Economic-Mistake/) — Read
about the devastating consequences and long-term costs associated with what is likely
one of the worst mistakes the state has ever made.

e “Centennial Way Links Neighborhoods and Transit”
(http:/fwww. westerncity.com/Westem-City/April-201 1/South-San-Francisco-rsguos-
Centennial-Way-Links-Neighborhoods-and-Transit) — Although everyone agreed in
concept that an enhanced bike trail was sorely needed, limited funding and liability and
maintenance concerns threatened to end this project before it began. Learn how the city
of South San Francisco brought it to fruition.

e “A Safer Way to School Offers Multiple Amenities” (http://www westerncity.com/Western-
City/April-2011/Whittier-Trail-Offers-a-Safer-Way-to-School-and-a-Recreational-
Resource)

— Transforming an abandoned railroad right-of-way into the Whittier Greenway Trail, 2 4.5-
mile recreational and commuter bikeway and pedestrian path, took 10 years of planning
and securing funds — but it was worth it.
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THIS WEEK IN SACRAMENTO...

LEGISLATORS HOME FOR SPRING RECESS FROM APRIL 18-24
City Officials Encouraged to Continue Fighting for Redevelopment

This week Legislators will be back in their home districts for Spring Recess. While no action has
been taken yet, the threat that redevelopment could be eliminated remains very real. The League
encourages city officials to meet with their Legislators this week at home and continue to urge
them to support the California Redevelopment Association (CRA) alternative and oppose any bill
that would eliminate redevelopment. For more, see Page 2.
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‘Spring Recess’ Continued from Page 1...

CRA has developed an alternative proposal under which redevelopment agencies would be
granted extensions of their project life-spans in exchange for voluntarily contributing to local
schools as follows:

¢ An additional two-year extension in exchange for a one time contribution of 20 percent of
their funds (equivalent to their annual housing set-aside) to local schools.

+ Up to 10 years in project-life extensions in exchange for up to 10 percent of their tax
increment funds to local schools within their redevelopment project areas. For every one
percent of tax increment contributed, the agency would receive one addition project year.

Either or both of these options can be used to accomplish up to 12 years in extended project life.
Because the program would be voluntary, it would not violate the State Constitution or
Proposition 22.

For more details on the proposal please see the April 1 issue of City Advocate Weekly
(hitp://www . cacities org/resource files/29669.April1.pdf) or CRA’s Q&A document with some of
the most Frequently Asked Questions on the proposal.
(http://www.calredevelop.org/exiernal/wopages/wewebcontent/webcontentpage. aspxZcontentid=7
45).

In the past weeks and in response to our previous calls to action many city officials have met with
their Legislators. The League would like to thank those members for their efforts and encourage
everyone to continue meeting with Legislators to increase the pressure and remind Legislators
just what is at stake in their district.

Real Redevelopment Stories
In addition to meeting with Legislators, the League also encourages city officials to get the word

out to all redevelopment stakeholders that they should record a video for the
www.ProtectOurlocalEconomy.com campaign.

Last week, the www.ProtectQurlocalEconomy.com campaign taunched a new video campaign
highlighting real-life stories about people who have been helped by redevelopment activities in
their communities: those who now have an affordable, safe home; domestic abuse survivors able
to find housing temporarily in a shelter; those who have gained employment through
redevelopment projects; and local small businesses.

Contact your regional public affairs manager (hitp://www cacities.org/advo/camp/index.isp) today
to share the benefits of redevelopment in your community and record a brief video highlight to
them. Videos will be used on www.ProtectOurl.ocalEconomy.com and through social media
efforts.
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Hanson-Cox, McClellan and Wells

FROM: Sara Ramlrez, Director of Recreation -

SUBJECT: Teen Coalition Youth of the Year Award

RECOMMENDATION: Teen Coalition status report as information only.

BACKGROUND:

Youth of the Year Award : ,
The City of El Cajon Teen Coalition sponsors an annual “Youth of the Year” Award to
recognize those youth who go above and beyond in serving their community either through
their leadership abilities and/or dedication and commitment to community service in El Cajon.
All nominations are reserved for youth who are residents of the City of El Cajon and service
must be accomplished within the calendar year Erevnous to the nomination period. One youth

currently at the mlddle schoo! level (grades 6™ — 8") and one youth currently at the high
school level (grades 9"-12") are awarded each year. Award winners for 2010 are: Meshva
Jariwala, a 12" grader attending El Cajon Valley ngh School and Sara Fakhoury, an g™
grader attending Hillsdale Middle School.
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SUBJECT:

CITY OF EL CAJON

General Information “B”

POLICE DEPARTMENT

MEMORANDUM

CHIEF PAT SPRECCO

Friday, April 08, 2011 /
POLICE ADMINISTRATIO/

DIVISION

SUPPORT CAPTAIN BRUNO CIRELLO
POLICE ADMINISTRATION DIVISION

March 2011 DONATIONS TO THE EL CAJON ANIMAL SHELTER

In accordance with City Council Policy B-2, | am writing to let you know that we
have received the following donation from: '

03/08/11

Carolyn Noble -
9307 W. Heany Circle
Santee, CA 92071

$200.00

Committed to a Safe & Secure Community through, Service, Mutual Cooperation and Respect





