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County C>I'San Diego
HealthandHuman Services Agency

Property Loan Agreement

Surveillance Camera

C':l
---J

-.
C':l
---J
"~.

0J
ill

The Health and Human Services Agency, Maternal, Child and Family Health Services agree to loan to:

.'

One surveillance camera listed below. The borrower will be responsible for returning the borrowed items
Ilsted and agrees to assume the risk ofloss from any cause whatsoever. In the event that the property is lost,
the borrower aggress to pay the agreed value indicated in this loan agreement. In the event the property is
damaged the borrower agrees 10 pay the cost of repair, said amount to' be determined by the Director,
Purchasing and Contracting, with concurrence of the loaning department head and the Auditor and
Controller, however not to exceed the agreed value indicated in this loan agreement The borrower agrees to
hold the County" and its agents, officers and employees harmless from ail claims arising from use of the
"loaned items. The borrower is responsible for paying for pick-up and delivery charges. The borrower agrees
to return the items loaned at any time at the request of the County; The County retains the right to
physically inventory and inspect loaned property at reasonable hours.
ITE~I (1) L-{)w OW. Asset Number Tag Number Serial Number Current Cost
Surveillance System 45060/45098 1003642 25~0 157 ~15,119.23
____________nate ~ Date s.hh~
Cbrcnic.Dtsease Health Disparities Program Manager El Cajon Police Department Manager
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DATE: August 11, 2011

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

FROM: Purchasing Agent

SUBJECT: Defibrillation Monitor Equipment Purchase

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council authorize the Purchasing Agent in accordance with
Municipal Code 3.20.01O.C5 to execute a purchase agreement with Physio-Control, Inc. for the
purchase of Lifepak defibrillator equipment in the amount of $90,526.76.

BACKGROUND: On June 28, 2011, Council approved the budget to replace Lifepak 12
defibrillation monitors, which are eleven years old and beyond serviceable life. The replacement
monitors provide the capability for paramedics to send EKG information to hospitals via electronic
telemetry. This, along with additional features in the new models (Lifepak 15), will allow for better
analysis of patient condition and provide for better patient care.

Due to the high liability nature of the product, Physio-Control, Inc. does not sell these items
through any dealers or distributors. All sales and service are handled directly by the
manufacturer.

Purchasing recommends the bid requirements be waived in accordance with the EI Cajon
Municipal Code Section 3.20.010.C5, finding that "The commodity or services is required to match
or be compatible with other furnishings, material or equipment presently on hand and is to be
purchased from the supplier of such on-hand items... ".

FISCAL IMPACT: $90,526.76.

Sufficient funds are available in Activity/Account No. 224290-9035 (Local Public Safety- Prop 172).

PREPARED BY:

9--I?~
Dede Porter
PURCHASING AGENT

REVIEWED#

7&t~ -~
Nancy P m
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER/
DIRECTOR OF FINANCE

APPROVED BY:

K~ff:~'~
CITY MANAGER



SCSSDevelopment
2608 WestCanyonAve
San Diego,CA 92123

Cityof El Cajon
Departmentof PublicWorks
PrivateDevelopment

June27, 2011

RE: Map no. 15628, Emerald Ave. & Tilling Way

To whomit may concern,

Weare requesting a two year extensionof our remaining subdivision map requirements due to the current
economic conditions. We have installedcurbs, guttersand sidewalks on the frontage of the propertyand regularly
cleanand maintain the property. Anyconsideration of this matter wouldbe greatly appreciated.

YoursTruly,

~~
. Salim Miro



MEETING: Aug. 23, 2011

1.9ITEM NO: _

DATE:

TO:

August 12, 2011

Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tern McClellan,
Councilmembers Hanson-Cox, Kendrick, and Wells

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

SUBJECT: Third Amendment to the Subdivision Agreement for Tentative
Subdivision Map (TSM) 529 - 1415 Emerald Avenue
Engineering Job No. 2816

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council approve a third amendment to the
Subdivision Agreement approved by City Council on September 25, 2007, for TSM 529,
Final Map No. 15628, to allow for an additional time extension for two (2) years, setting the
new expiration date to September 25,2013.

BACKGROUND: On September 25,2007, the City Council approved the Final Map for
TSM 529 and the Subdivision Agreement for the Emerald Verde Development, located at
1415 Emerald Avenue. The Subdivision Agreement required certain public improvements
to be constructed within one-year of Final Map approval.

The first extension to the subdivision agreement was approved by the City Council on
September 9, 2008, setting the expiration date to September 25, 2009. The second
extension was approved by the City Council on September 14, 2010, setting the expiration
date to September 25,2011. By letter dated June 27, 2011 (copy attached), Salim Miro, the
owner of the property, requests another extension, for two (2) years, to complete the public
improvements. The owner has stated that the extension is necessary due to the slowdown
in the economy. The owner has kept the required bonds current to cover the cost of the
improvements and has provided a current insurance certificate. The property has been
maintained in a clean and orderly manner.

FISCAL IMPACT: None, all costs are paid for by the subdivider.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

Rob Turner
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
CITY ENGINEER

Attachment
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MEETING: Aug. 23, 2011

ITEM NO: 1.10

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

August 11,2011

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

Deputy City Manager/Director of Public Works/City Engineer

SUBJECT: Intersection Safety and Street Light Retro-Fit Installation,
American Recovery & Reinvestment Act (ARRA) Grant
Engineering Job No. 3287 Bid Number 034-10

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 June 22, 2010, the contract was awarded by Council Resolution
No. 78-10 to Republic ITS. The project was completed on August 2, 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:

Rob Turner
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
CITY ENGINEER

APPROVED BY:

Kathi J. Henry
CITY MANAGER
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DATE: August 12,2011

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

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

SUBJECT: Consulting Services to Assist with the Implementation
of the Watershed Urban Runoff Management Program for
San Diego River Watershed

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council authorize the City Manager to
execute a Professional Services Contract with TRC Solutions for a Not to Exceed
amount of $72,000 per year, with three (3) one-year renewal options. The contract with
TRC Solutions is to assist with the implementation of the Watershed Urban Runoff
Management Program (WURMP) for the San Diego River Watershed, as required by the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Municipal Order No R9­
2007 -0001 (municipal permit).

BACRGROUND: The City is the lead watershed permittee in the San Diego River
Watershed and is responsible to provide leadership and ensure implementation of
municipal permit requirements in the watershed. In order to comply with the municipal
permit, the City and other Co-permittees in the San Diego River Watershed, must
implement the WURMP and develop a WURMP Annual Report. The selection of TRC
Solutions was made in accordance with Municipal Code 3.22.040 selection procedures.
TRC Solutions assisted the City and Watershed Co-permittees in preparing and
implementing the WURMP document as well as the WURMP annual report in previous
fiscal years and is the most qualified to assist in the implementation.

FISCAL IMPACT: The cost of this consulting work is budgeted in the NPDES
account 650750-8395 for fiscal year 2011-2012. The City will share the cost of$32,000
amongst the San Diego River Watershed Co-permittees, with the City's share to be
$4,463. There is additional work to support the City of El Cajon's watershed program
costing $40,000 that is not shared.

Attachment



PREPARED BY:

Rob Turner
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
CITY ENGINEER

Attachment

APPROVED BY:

Kathi J. Henry·.·
CITY MANAGER



4393 Viewridge Avenue
Suite A
San Diego, CA 92123

June 14, 2011

Stormwater Program Manager
Development Division
City of El Cajon
200 East Main Street
El Cajon, CA 92020

A1TN:

RE:

MR. JAIME CAMPOS

COST ESTIl\1ATETO ASSIST THE WATERSHED URBAN RUNOFF
l\1ANAGEMENTPROGRAM FOR SAN DIEGO RIVER WATERSHED

Dear Mr. Campos:

TRC Solutions, Inc. (TRC) is pleased to present the not to exceed (NTE) estimated cost of
$72,000.00 to assist the Copermittecs with the implementation of its Watershed Urban
Runoff Management Plan (WURMP) for the San Diego River Watershed. The total
estimated cost will not be exceeded without prior written authorization, and the City of El
Cajon and other Copermittees will be notified when effort under this contract reaches
90% of the total authorized amount. The estimated cost is based on the attached TRC
Time and Material (T&M) Pricing Schedule. Services willbe progress-billed monthly as
costs are incurred.

SCOPE OF WORK

TRC willwork with the Copermittees to help them implement the WURJvIP in compliance
with Regional Water Quality Control Board requirements. In addition to as-needed
services that may be assigned throughout the year, TRC willassist the Copermittees in
three main areas:

CJ Participation in and facilitation of the vVURMP workgroup meetings to achieve
Copermittee objectives;

e Watershed activity and program development, including technical support
services; and

o Preparation of the 2010-2011 Annual Report.

It is understood that the watershed program is intended to be consensus driven to the
extent possible, and TRC will provide options and facilitate consensus on technical issues.



Cost Estimate to Assist San Diego River WURMP
City of El Cajon
June 14, 2011

COSTS

The costs presented below are based on the attached TRC Time and Material (T&M)
Pricing Schedule. Certain assumptions have been made in estimating these costs. If actual
conditions are different from the assumptions, the costs presented herein may change.
Estimated budgets will not be exceeded without prior written notice to client and written
approval by client. All subcontracted or outside costs will be marked up 10%. Actual
invoicing for T&M tasks will be in accordance with the pricing schedule in effect when the
service contract is issued, and services will be progress-billed monthly as costs are
incurred.

Task Description
Initial
Costs

TAw°° WURMP Meeting§: Participate in twelve workgroup
meetings. Assumes average of three hours per meeting.
(T&M) $ 5,000.00

TA2000 Acthity and Program Development: Support the WURMP
workgroup with technical analysis and consulting in order to
implement the watershed program. Assumes average of 9
hours per month. (T&M) $14,500.00

TA3000 Annual Report: Preparation of the annual watershed report
for activities conducted in permit year 2010-2011. (T&M)

$7,500.00
TA4000 Additional Services to Copermittees: Additional services to

WURMP workgroup as needed and with prior approval.
(T&M) $5,000.00

TA5000 Additional Service to EI Cajon: Participation in various
Copermittee and stakeholder meetings. Provide other as
needed services to assist City of EI Cajon to facilitate its
leadership of the WURMP. (T&M) $40,000.00

Total Estimated Costs: $72,000.00

SCHEDULE

It is our understanding that this scope of work will be performed within the fiscal year of
the Copermittees, which runs from July 1,2011 through June 30, 2012. TRC also
understands that the Annual Report and similar compliance documents must be
delivered to the Regional Board on or before compliance dates specified in the permit or
in written agency orders. TRC will work with the Copermittees to ensure that these
deadlines for submittal are met.

PROPOSED PERSONNEL

The Project Manager and primary contact will be Jerome J aminet, Senior Project
Scientist in TRC's Kearny Mesa office. Mr. Jaminet has over 16 years experience in water
quality and regulatory compliance consulting. His work has focused on assessing the fate,
transport and risks associated with various constituents of concern (COCs) and

2



Cost Estimate to Assist San Diego River WURMP
City of El Cajon
June 14, 2011

developing practical and compliant mitigation measures to address either the source of or
the in-situ impacts associated 'with the COCs. Mr. .Iarninet has served on the Project Clean
Water Science & Technology (now Watershed Protection) Technical Advisory Committee
since its inception and participates in the Regional Monitoring and Dry Weather
Monitoring Workgroups.

The Program Manager will be Gary McCue, Principal Hydrogeologist. A" Principal of the
San Diego office, Mr. McCue can assure adequate resources are available for the project.
Mr. McCue has provided technical quality control and quality assurance review on
numerous projects, including assessments of soil, water and sediment quality in the San
Diego region and San Diego Bay.

TRC has a full range of other technical specialists in engineering and biology that can be
used on this project to support the specific needs of the Copermittees. TRC will consult
with the City of El Cajon prior to bringing on additional staff.

ASSUMPTIONS

Attendance at up to 12 Workgroup meetings after contract award is included in these
estimated costs. Additional meetings would require additional budget.

It is assumed that all stakeholders 'will provide comments in the same time frame such
that only two draft plans of the Annual Report 'will be submitted. Additional revisions and
draft submittals beyond the first two would require additional budget.

It is assumed that graphics generally will consist of stock photographs, generic watershed
pictorals, or Copermittee provided figures in formats that arc readily available and
printable.

This proposal will remain in effect for 60 days.

We believe this proposal is fully compliant with your request. If you have any questions or
need additional information, please call us at (858) 505-8881.

Sincerely,

Jerome Jaminet, Jr.
Senior Project Manager

r~c~'7)7 me
Gary J. McCue
Principal, San Diego Operations

Attachment: TRC Time & Materials Pricing Schedule

N:\marketil1g\E1 Cajon\Watershed\Cost Estimate for 2011-12 SD River WURMP.doc
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PROFESSIONAL TRAVEL
Personal Auto Mileage

Company-Owned Truck
Travel Expenses
Pier Diem

TIME & MATERIALPRICING SCHEDULE
Page 2

$0.60/mile
$8S.00/day

Actual Cost Plus 10%

Actual Reasonable Cost

OTHER DIRECT COSTS
Permits, laboratory analysis, other equipment rentals

and materials, outside vendors and subcontractors:
Report Reproduction (Black &White)
Report Reproduction (Color)
Oversize Drawing Reproduction (Black &White)

Actual cost plus 10%

$O.OS/copy
$O.SS/copy
$0.60/sf



CTRC

TIME & MATERIAL PRICING SCHEDULE

PROFESSIONAL FEES (per hour)
Principal Consultant
Program Director
Senior Associate/Senior Project Manager
Associate/Project Manager
Senior Project Engineer

Geologist, Engineer, Hydrogeologist, Scientist, Biologist,
Archaeologist, Construction or Health & Safety

Project Level Engineer
Geologist, Engineer, Hydrogeologist, Scientist, Biologist,
Archaeologist

Senior Staff Engineer
Geologist, Engineer, Hydrogeologist, Scientist, Biologist,
Archaeologist

Staff Engineer
Geologist, Engineer, Hydrogeologist, Scientist

Junior Engineer
Geologist, Engineer, Hydrogeologist, Scientist

$198.00
$189.00
$163.00
$145.00
$141.00

$109.00

$93.00

$81.00

$68.00

The above rates do not apply for preparation of testimony, court appearances and depositions. Appearances at
depositions or trials (whether or not TRC has been designated as an expert witness) multiply above rates by 1.5. All of
the preceding chargeswill be on a portal-to-portal basis, with a one-half day minimum.

TECHNICAL RATES (per hour)

Superintendent
Construction Foreman
Senior Environmental/Construction Technician
Environmental/Construction Technician II
Environmental/Construction Technician I

SUPPORT SERVICES (per hour)
GISTechnician
Computer Graphics/CAD Technician
Project Administrator/Coordinator
Technical Writer
Word Processor
General Clerical/Administration

$126.00
$97.00
$83.00
$69.00
$54.00

$105.00
$86.00
$76.00
$71.00
$66.00
$58.00

For customer-approved overtime, multiply above rates by 1.5 (overtime includes work extended beyond 8 hours
Monday through Friday; work performed on Saturday and/or Sunday; and work that commences after 5:00PM Monday
through Friday)
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MEETING: Aug. 23, 2011

ITEM NO: 1.12

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

August 12, 2011

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

Deputy City ManagerlDirector of Public Works/City Engineer

SUBJECT: Street Overlay 2011 Park Avenue and Vicinity
Engineering Job No. 3345-C Bid Number 029-11

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 April 12, 2011, the contract was awarded by Council Resolution
No. 38-11 to Ramona Paving and Construction, Inc. The project was completed on July
15, 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:

Rob Turner
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
CITY ENGINEER

APPROVED BY:

Kathi J. Henry (J
CITY MANAGER
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CITY OF EL CAJON

MONTHLY PROGRESS PAYMENT· ESTIMATE

)ROJECT: Street Overlay 2011 Park Avenue and Vicinity
=NGINEERING JOB NUMBER: PW: 3345-C
~ONTRACTOR:Ramona Paving
;:>0 NUMBER 90520

ESTIMATE NUMBER
WORK PERFORMED THROUGH:

CURRENT DATE:
PREPARED BY'

2
July 15, 2011
July 25, 2011

DCJ
CONTRACT CONTRACT ITEM BID UNIT UNIT AUTHORIZED THIS ESTIMATE PREVIOUS BILLINGS TOTAL ESTIMATE

ITEM NO. DESCRIPTION QUANTITY PRICES AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT
1 Crushed Rock 100 CY 5.00 $500.00 $ - 3.00 $ 15.00 , 3.00 $ 15.00
2 Grinding of 6' Wide AC Pavement 12,302 SF 0.60 $7,381.20 $ - 10,996 $ 6,597.60 I 10996 $ 6,597.60
3 Full Width Grind 0.10' Deep 42,980 SF 0.12 $5,157.60 8,944 $ 1,073.28 96,131 $ 11,535.72 105075 $ 12,609.00
4 Remove Ex. 0.20' Deep AC 84,669 SF 0.11 $9,31359 $ - 84,669 $ 9,313.59\ 84669 $ 9,313.59
5 Remove Ex. 0.25' Deep AC 12,958 SF 020 . $2,591.60 $ - 1,980 $ 396.00 I 1980 $ 396.00
6 Remove Ex. 0.42' Deep AC 4,081 SF 1.20 $4,897.20 $ - 13,369 $ 16,042.80 ; 13369 $ 16,04280
7 Pavement Prep 1 LS 9100.00 $9,100.00 0.25 $ 2,275.00 ... 0.75 $ 6,825.00 ' 1.00 $ 9,100.00
8 Asphalt Concrete 1,593 TON 81.50 $129,829.50 $ - 1,467.00 $ 119,560.50 1467.00 $ 119,560.50
9 Replace AC, Base, Type A 135 TON 75.00 $10,125.00 $ - 145.30 $ 10,897.50 145.30 $ 10,897.50
10 TMAC-GG 4,563 TON 87.00 $396,981.00 96.08 $ 8,358.96 '" 4,123.16 $ 358,714.92 4219.24 $ 367,073.88
11 Adjustment of Survey Monuments 15 EA 400.00 $6,000.00 11 $ 4,400.00

-'"
0.00 $ - 11 $ 4,400.00

12 Adjustment of Manholes 23 EA 400.00 $9,200.00 16 $ 6,400.00 5 $ 2,000.00 21 $ 8,400.00
13 PCC Dwys at ParI<Ave. Sheet 3 Det. "E" 1 LS 3400.00 $3,400.00 $ - 1 $ 3,400.00 1 $ 3,400.00
14 PCC Dwys at Main St. Sheet 3 Det. "J" 1 LS 2300.00 $2,300.00 $ - 1 $ 2,300.00 1 $ 2,300.00
15 PCC Crosswalk and C&G Sheet 2 1 LS 6000.00 $6,000.00 $ - 1 $ 6,000.00 1 $ 6,000.00
16 PCC Alley Apron 348 SF 10.00 $3,480.00 $ - 760.17 $ 7,601.70 760.17 $ 7,601.70
17 PCC Type "G" C&G 86 LF 25.00 $2,150.00 $ - 141.60 $ 3,540.00 14160 $ 3,540.00
18 PCC Type "G" C&G Mod. 15 LF 30.00 $450.00 $ - 15.40 $ 462.00 15.40 $ 462.00
19 PCC Sidewalk 611 SF 6.00 $3,666.00 $ - 1,528.96 $ 9,173.76 1528.96 $ 9,173.76
20 New Curb Ramps 18 EA .2000.00 $36,000.00 -1 $ (2,000.00) ,/ 17 $ 34,000.00 16 $ 32,000.00
21 Modify Ex. Curb Ramps 19 EA 800.00 $15,200.00 21 $ 16,800.00 V 0 $ - 21 $ 16,800.00-
22 Video Image Detection Camera 10 EA 7150.00 $71,500.00 $ - 10 $ 71,500.00 10 $ 71,500.00
23 Paint Detail 8 168 LF 2.10 $352.80 0 $ - $ - 0 $ -
24 Paint Detail 21 96 LF 2.10 $201.60 0 $ $ - 0 $ -
25 Pavement Marker Detail 23 4,007 LF 1.10 $4,407.70 4817 $ 5,298.70 II" $ - 4817 $ 5,29870
26 Paint Detail 28 117 LF 2.10 $245.70 0 $ - $ - 0 $ -
27 Paint Detail 31 26 LF 3.25 $84.50 0 $ - $ - 0 $ -
28 Pavement Marker Detail 33 225 LF 1.65 $371.25 249 $ 410.85 ,/ $ - 249 $ 410.85
29 Pavement Marker/Paint Detail 37C 272 LF 1.65 $448.80 433 $ 714.45 ./ $ - 433 $ 714.45
30 Paint Detail 38A 168 LF 2.25 $378.00 0 $ -

'/
$ - 0 $ -

31 Pavement Marker Detail 38C 741 LF 1.65 $1,222.65 899 $ 1,483.35 $ - 899 $ 1,483.35
32 Install RegulatoryfWarning Sign & Post 6 EA 250.00 $1,500.00 8 $ 2,000.00 ,/ $ - 8 $ 2,000.00
33 Two Way Blue FH Marker 28 EA 25.00 $700.00 25 $ 625.00 $ - 25 $ 625.00
34 Yield Line Detail (Thermoplastic) 43 LF 5.25 $225.75 40 $ 210.00 $ - 40 $ 210.00
35 12" Wide White Stripe (Thermoplastic) 533 LF 3.25 $1,732.25 719 $ 2,336.75 $ - 719 $ 2,336.75
36 Arrow tegends (Thermoplastic) 22 EA 60.00 $1,320.00 22 $ 1,320.00 $ - 22 $ 1,320.00
37 Stop Legends (Thermoplastic) 5 EA 150.00 $750.00 5 $ 750.00 $ - 5 $ 750.00
38 Yield Legends (Thermoplastic) 2 EA 150.00 $300.00 2 $ 300.00 $ - 2 $ 300.00
39 Yield Ahead Leqends (Thermoplastic) 2 EA 250.00 $500.00 2 $ 500.00 $ - 2 $ 500.00

TOTAL CONTRACT ITEMS $749,963.69 $ 53,256.34 $ 679.876.09 $ 733,132.43

WIRE TRA~fER DUE: 7/29/2011
.tI""
...>

1 of 2



CCO CCO ITEM BID UNIT UNIT AUTHORIZED THIS ESTIMATE PREVIOUS BILLINGS TOTAL ESTIMATE
-EM NO. DESCRIPTION QUANTITY PRICES AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT

1.1 Grind 12" deep AC 1248 SF $1.60 $1,996.80 1248 $ 1,996.80 $ - 1248 $ 1,996.80
1.2 Place 3f4" AC 84 TONS $75.00 $6,300.00 87.44 $ 6,558.00 $ - 87_4A $ 6,558.00
1.3 Install Traffic Video Det. Camera 1 EA $7,150.00 $7,150.00 1 $ 7,150.00 $ - 1 $ 7,150.00
1.4 12" White Strip (Thermoplastic) 52 LF $3.25 $169.00 46 $ 149.50 $ - 46 $ 149.50
1.5 Arrow Legend (Thermoplastic) 2 EA $60.00 $120.00 2 $ 120.00 $ - 2 $ 120.00
1.6 Mobilization And Demobilization 1 LS $2,000.00 $2,000.00 1 $ 2,000.00 $ - 1 $ 2,000.00
1.7 Traffic Control 1 LS $2,500.00 $2,500.00 1 $ 2,500.00 $ - 1 $ 2,500.00
1.8 Overtime for Mill &Pave 1 LS $800.20 $800.20 1 $ 800.20 $ - 1 $ 80020
1.9 Standby Time Madison & Magnolia 1 LS $4,927.32 $4,927.32 1 $ 4,927.32 $ - 1 $ 4,927.32

$ - $ - 0 $ -
TOTAL ceo ITEMS $25,963.32 $ 26,201.82 $ - $ 26,201.82
TOTAL WORK
LESS RETENTION (10 % Auth. amount)
LESS PREVIOUS PAYMENTS
TOTAL DUE THIS ESTIMATE

$801,890.33 $ 79,458.16 $ 679,876.09 $
$
$
$

759,334.25
(75,933.43)

(611,888.48)
71,512.34

NOTICE TO PROCEED

~ 5f12f2011

CC: Duane Jackson

CONTRACT
DAYS

30

EST. DATE
COMPLETION

WORKING DAYS
TO DATE

23

.., "r?

WEATHER NON-WORKING
DAYS ceo DAYS

3 9

PERCENT
COMPLETE % TIME "'LAPSED

100% 100%



CITY OF EL CAJON

STATEMENT OF FINAL QUANTITIES

CURRENTDATE 8101f2011

PROJECT: Street Overlay 2011 Park Avenue.andVicinity
ENGiNEERING JOB NO: 3345-C
CONTRACTOR; Ramcna Pavinq
P 0 NUlV'ElE:f'(:'11(1bLlJ .... •, ,
CONTRACT CONTRACT ITEM QUNITIIY UNIT UNiI AUTHORIZED

ITEM NO, DESCRIPTION PRiCES AMOUNT

1 Crushed Rock 3 Cy 5,00 515,00 I2 Grinding of 6' Wide AC Pavement 10,90G SF 0,60 $6,S97,60

3 FuJlWidlh Grind OJO'Deep 105,075 SF 0.12 $12,600.00

4 Remove Ex, 0,20' Deep AC 84,660.0 SF 0,11 $9,313,59

5 Remove Ex, 0.25' DeepAG 1,980 SF 0.20 $396,00

6 Remove Ex,0.42' Deep AC U,369 SF 1,20 $16,042,80

7 Pavement Prep 1 lS 9100,00 $9.100,00

8 Asphalt Concrete 1.467 TON 81.50 5119,560,50

9 Replace AC,Base,l"ype A H530 TON 75,00 510,897.50

10 TMAC-GG 4.21924 TON 87.00 $367,073,88

11 AdjustmenlbfSurvey Monuments 11 EA 400,00 $4,400,OQ

12 Adjustment ofManhole~ 2t EA 400,00 $8,400.00:

13 PCC Dwys alPark Ave, Sheei 3 Oot "E" 1 LS 3400,00 $3,400,00

14 pee Dwys atMain SI. Sheet 3 Del, "J" 1 LS 2300.00 $2,300,00

15 pee crosswalk and C&GSheet 2 1 LS 6000.00 $6~000.do

16 rcc Alley Apron 760.17 SF 10M $7,601,70

17 peG Type "G" C&G 141.60' LF 25.00 $3,540,OQ

HI pceType "G" C&G Mod. 15.40 IF 30,00 $462.00'

19 peG Sidewalk 1.528,96 SF 6,00 $9,173.76

20 New Curb Ramps 16 EA 2000.00 $32.000,00

21 MOdifyEx.. Curb Ranips 21 EA 800.00 $16.800,00

22 Video ImageDetectionCamera 10 EA 7150,00 $71,500,00

23 Painl Detail 6 0 LF 2,10 $0,00

24- Paint Detail 21 0 IF 2..10 $0,00

25 Pavement Marker Detail 23 4,&17 IF 1.10 $5,296.70

2& Painl D~ilit2a ° LF 2,10 $0.00

27 Paint Detail 31 ° LF 3.25 $0.00

28 Pavement fvlarkerDetail 33 249 LF 1,65 $410.85.

29 Pavement Marker/Palnl Delail37G 433 LF 1,65 $714,45

30 Paint Oetail38A 0 LF 2,25 $0.00

31 F'avementMarkerOetail38C 899 LF' 1.6(> $1,483.35

32 Install Regula(oryi'tValiling Si9n '& Post 8 EA iso,oO $2,000.00

33 Two Way Blue FH J'vltuker 25 EA 25,00 ·$625.60

34 Yield Line Detail (lherrnopla~liC) 40 LF 5.25 $210,00

35 IZ"WideWhHeStripe (Thermoplastic) 710 IF 3,25 $2,336,75

36 ArrowLeqends (Thermoplastic) 22 EA 60,00 $1,320,00

37 Stop Legends (TherT[lopla~lic) 5 E.A 150,00 $750,00

38 Yield Legencs (Thermoplastic) 2 EA 150.00 $300.00

39 YIeld Ahead Lecends fThermoplastic\ 2 EA 250,00 $500,00

TOTAL CONTRACT ITEMS $733,132,403

CCO CCOITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT AUTHORIZED

ITEMNO. DESCRIPTiON
1248-'--

PRICES AMOUNT

H Grind 12" deep AC SF S1.60 $1,9g6,30

1,2' Place 3/4'AO 87,44 TONS $75.no $6,5..."8.00

1,3 Install Traffic Video DeL Camera 1 EA $7,150.00 $7.f5000

1,4 12"White Strip (Thermoplastic) 46 LF $3,25 $149,50

1,5 Arrow Legend.[Ihennoplastlc) 2 lOA $60.00 $120.00

16 Mobilization And Demobilization 1 LS $2,000,00 $2,000W

1.7 Traffic Control 1 LS $2,500.00 $2,500.00

L8 Overtime (or Mill & Pave 1 lS $800,20 $300.20

1,9 Standbv Time Madison & Maqnolia 1 LS $4,927.32 $4.927.32

TOTAL ceo ITEMS $26,20L82

PROJECT TOTAL $759,334,25

It is agreed (hat the total of S 759,334.25 as indicated is the
total earned for all work On the above contract.

'0-\0"\
Date:
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MEETING: Aug. 23, 2011

ITEM NO: 1.13

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

August 15, 2011

Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tern McClellan,
Councilmembers Hanson-Cox, Kendrick, and Wells

Deputy City Manager/Director of Public Works/City Engineer

SUBJECT: Donation of Park Bench with plaque by the friends and
former co-workers of John Owings.

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council accept a donation to purchase
one (1) park bench with plaque, in accordance with City Council Policy B-2.

BACKGROUND: Through a generous donation from friends and former co­
workers, a park bench with plaque will be purchased and placed at John F.
Kennedy Park in memory of John Owings. John Owings worked for the City of
EI Cajon Department of Administrative Services for 30 years. John retired
approximately six years ago and recently lost his five year battle with liver
cancer.

FISCAL IMPACT: None. The park bench with plaque will be purchased with
donations of $1,052.88.

PREPARED BY:

~
~ -""'-~~-'~""",- ../'

/.,.,. /

~c-=- --~~
\ " :;;>'*

6(1)<' Rob Turner
. DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
CITY ENGINEER

Attachment

APPROVED BY:

Kathi J. "H;nry .
CITY MANAGER



Dede Porter
756 Deland Court

El Cajon, CA 92020
(619) 743-6863

August 15,2011

Mike Mills, Parks Operations Manager
City of El Cajon
200 Civic Center Way
El Cajon, CA 92020

RE: Donation for John Owings (10) Memorial Bench

John Owings worked for the City of El Cajon in the Facilities Maintenance Division for
thirty years. He retired approximately six years ago and recently lost his five year battle
with liver cancer. Some of his friends and former co-workers have donated money to
fund a memorial bench in his honor.

Enclosed is El Cajon Federal Credit Union Check No. 081790 in the amount of$1,052.88
to cover the cost of the bench and bronze plaque in accordance with Quote No. 0167593
dated August 3, 2011 from U.S. Concrete. Please accept this donation for the memorial
bench. We request that the bench be placed in Kennedy Park.

Please contact me at (619) 441-1748 (work), or (619) 743-6863 (cell) with any questions
regarding this matter.

Thank you

c::p~~~~- 1Jifi1i. . ~.-::.
' " . '", ,

Dede Porter
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ITEM NO: _
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DATE: August 12, 2011

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

FROM: City Manager Kathi Henry

SUBJECT: Request for Use of City Council Chambers

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council approve the use of the City Council
Chambers for Public Hearings to be conducted by the California Public Utilities Commission
(PUC) on October 12, 2011.

BACKGROUND:
We received a request from the PUC to use the EI Cajon City Council Chambers to conduct
two public hearings on the request for an SDG and E rate increase. The PUC would like to
use the Chambers on October 12, 2011, from 1:00 PM to 9:30 PM. City Council Policy E-4
requires City Council approval of the request and a Hold Harmless Agreement from the
applicant. The PUC is willing to sign the Hold Harmless Agreement. The calendar shows
that the Council Chambers is available on the date requested.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None. The PUC is willing to pay for staff time associated with keeping the Council Chambers
open until 9:30.

PREPARED BY:

Kathi Henry
CITY MANAGER



State of California

Memorandum

Date:

To:

From:

File No:

August 10,2011

Mayor and City Council
City of El Cajon

California Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Use of City Council Chamber for Public Hearing

The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) is holding a series of Public Hearings on

the request of San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDG&E) to increase its rates and charges for

electric and natural gas service beginning January 1,2012.

The CPUC would like to use your council chamber on October 12,2011 as the site for one

of the four public hearings that are being planned for San Diego County area. We selected your

community for the hearing because of its diverse population and the mixture of residential and

business interests. We would need the room from 1:00 p.m. to 10 p.m.

I am hoping you can respond as soon as possible in order to allow the CPUC to notice the

hearing, and to allow SDG&E sufficient time to notify its customers of the hearing. Our Calendar

Clerk, Ann Hoang, can be reached by phone at (415) 703-1203, fax at (415) 703-1723 or e-mail at

ahg@cpuc.ca.gov. I can be contacted directly at (415) 703-3130.

Thank you for your consideration of our request.

Sincerely,

John S. Wong
Administrative Law Judge
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MEETING: August 23,2011

ITEM NO: U~5_

DATE:

TO:

August 15, 2011

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

FROM: Director of Community Development

SUBJECT: ENFORCEABLE OBLIGATIONS PAYMENT SCHEDULE

RECOMMENDATION: That the Redevelopment Agency:
Adopt the next resolution in order containing the EI Cajon Redevelopment Agency's
Enforceable Obligation Payment Schedule pursuant to Health & Safety Code Section
34169(g).

BACKGROUND:

On June 28, 2011, Governor Brown signed several budget trailer bills to implement the
State Budget for Fiscal Year 2011-2012, including: ABx1 26 (the "Dissolution Act"),
which immediately suspended all new redevelopment activities and incurrence of
indebtedness, and dissolves redevelopment agencies effective October 1, 2011; and
ABx1 27 (the "Continuation Act") that allows redevelopment agencies to avoid
dissolution under the Dissolution Act if their host cities/counties elect to comply with the
alternative redevelopment program described in Part 1.9 thereof. Under the
Continuation Act, a redevelopment agency can continue to exist, if its host community
commits to making certain payments beginning in January of 2012. The legislation
allows an agency to transfer funding to its host city for the purpose of making the
payments.

The City Council adopted an ordinance declaring the City's decision to comply with the
Continuation Act in order to enable the EI Cajon Redevelopment Agency (Agency) to
resume its redevelo~ment activities. The ordinance was introduced on July iz", and
adopted on July 26t

. Pursuant to the express language of the Continuation Act, the
Agency's powers were restored as of the "enactment" of the ordinance. Technically,
"enactment" takes place upon the passage of the motion to approve the ordinance.
Therefore, based on the language of the legislation, the Agency's powers were restored
as of July 26, 2011.

Within 60 days of the Governor's signing of the bills, cities that were not intending to
"opt in" to the Continuation Act were required to adopt an Enforceable Obligation
Payment Schedule (Schedule). The Schedule is required to list all of a redevelopment
agency's monetary obligations that are "enforceable" within the meaning of the
Dissolution Act. The list is to include:

Page 1 of 3



CITY OF EL CAJON
CITY COUNCIL POLICY

SUBJECT:

REQUESTS FOR USE OF THE CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS

REFERENCE:

Adopted 5/3177, Revised 4/14/98,5/26/09

PURPOSE:

Effective
5/26/09

Policy

E-4

Page
1 of 1

To establish appropriate criteria for use of the City Council Chambers for other than City of EI Cajon
public meetings or presentations.

BACKGROUND:

Because the Council Chambers has a unique design suitable for few activities, and because the
Council Chambers is used for a number of regularly scheduled meetings associated with the City's
business, its public use is limited. Periodically, however, the City does receive requests from various
agencies and City Council members to use the Council Chambers for their events. At this time it is
important to establish a policy on which uses shall be permitted.

POLICY:

Upon City Council approval, the City Council Chambers may be used only by other governmental
agencies or by a City Council member for the purpose of meetings solely related to the City's
business, and as hereinafter set forth. All other requests for use of the facility will be referred to the
Recreation Department to determine whether an alternate City facility is available.

All requests for use of the City Council Chambers must be approved by the City Council. Requests
shall be in written form and submitted to the City Clerk in adequate time to be placed on an
appropriate agenda. The City Council Chambers will not be available for use by outside agencies
during any regularly scheduled City of EI Cajon City Council Meetings, Board or Commission
Meetings, or other use by the City. The City Council Chambers will not be available for use on
Holidays orweekends. City Council members may schedule the use of the Council Chambers if there
are no meeting rooms available within City Hall. Because of the costs involved, the City Council
Chambers will not be available on Holidays or weekends.

Facility users, other than City Council members, shall provide the City of EI Cajon with a Hold
Harmless Agreement indemnifying the City from any liability, which may arise from its use.



Redevelopment Agency Agenda Report
Enforceable Obligations Payment Schedule
August 23,2011 Agenda

(A) The project name associated with the obligation.
(B) The payee.
(C) A short description of the nature of the work, product, service, facility, or

other thing of value for which payment is to be made.
(D) The amount of payments obligated to be made, by month, through

December 2011.

Certain types of payment schedules (e.g., schedules for bond payments and employee
costs) may be aggregated. The Schedule must be adopted at a public meeting and shall
be posted on the Agency's or host community's website. Once adopted, the Schedule
may be amended at any public meeting of the Agency. After adoption or amendment,
the Schedule is to be provided to the county auditor-controller, the State Controller, and
the State Department of Finance.

Based upon the entire statutory scheme signed by the Governor, if a city chose to adopt
an opt-in ordinance, it was not subject to the requirement to adopt an Enforceable
Obligation Payment Schedule. For this reason, Agency staff had not anticipated
preparing or presenting such a schedule.

The California Redevelopment Association, the League of California Cities, and two
cities filed a legal challenge to the Dissolution Act and the Continuation Act directly in
the California Supreme Court. On August 11th, the Court issued an order indicating
that it would exercise jurisdiction over the lawsuit. The Court set an expedited briefing
schedule to allow it to decide the case before the first payment is due in January 2012.
The Court also stayed the effectiveness of all of the Continuation Act, and some of the
Dissolution Act. Unfortunately, the portion of the Dissolution Act that was not stayed
creates uncertainties. Specifically, while the Court suspended the effect of the statute
requiring the preparation and adoption of the Enforceable Obligation Payment
Schedule, it left intact the following provision contained in Health & Safety Code section
34167:

"(h) After the enforceable obligation payment schedule is adopted pursuant to
Section 34169, or after 60 days from the effective date of this part [June 28,
2011], whichever is sooner, the agency shall not make a payment unless it is
listed in an adopted enforceable obligation payment schedule, other than
payments required to meet obligations with respect to bonded indebtedness."

Under the totality of the legislative scheme, this provision would not have applied to EI
Cajon since it had opted in. However, since the legislation under which it opted in is
now on hold, the concern is that if no Schedule is adopted, one could argue that the
Agency could make no payments after August 27,2011. While this would be an absurd
result, since the City had already taken the steps to opt in, Agency staff and Agency
Counsel do not wish to run the risk that payments made without such a list could be
challenged at a later date. For this reason, Agency Counsel has prepared the attached
proposed resolution.

Page 2 of 3



Redevelopment Agency Agenda Report
Enforceable Obligations Payment Schedule
August 23, 2011 Agenda

CEQA: This item is not subject to CEQA review pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section
15378(b)(4) because such approvals are not considered a project, and are government
funding mechanisms and fiscal activities which do not involve any commitment to any
specific project which may result in a potentially significant environmental impact.

FISCAL IMPACT: None. The purpose of adopting the Enforceable Obligation Payment
Schedule is to ensure that the Agency may be able to continue to make certain
payments necessary to continue operations of the Redevelopment Agency.

PREPARED BY:

Melissa Ayres V
Director of Community Development

APPROVED BY:

Kathi Henry
Executive Director

Attachments:
1. Proposed Resolution with Exhibit A
2. Judicial Council of California - News Release #39 dated August 11,2011

Page 3 of 3



RESOLUTION NO. ECRA---
A RESOLUTION OF THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY
OF EL CAJON APPROVING AND ADOPTING AN ENFORCEABLE
OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE PURSUANT TO AB 1X 26

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Community Redevelopment Law (Health and Safety
Code Sections 33000 et seq.), the City Council of the City of EI Cajon ("City") created
the Redevelopment Agency of the City of EI Cajon ("Agency"); and

WHEREAS, the Agency has been responsible for implementing the
Redevelopment Plan(s) for the EI Cajon Redevelopment Project(s) covering certain
properties within the City ("Project Area(s)"); and

WHEREAS, as part of the 2011-2012 State budget bill, the California State
Legislature recently enacted, and the Governor signed, companion bills AB 1X 26 and
AB 1X 27, which eliminate every redevelopment agency unless the community that
created it adopts an ordinance ("Continuation Ordinance") agreeing to participate in an
Alternative Voluntary Redevelopment Program ("Alternate Redevelopment Program")
which requires the payment of an annual "community remittance" payment; and

WHEREAS, AB 1X 26 also requires redevelopment agencies to adopt, by
August 27, 2011, an Enforceable Obligation Payment Schedule ("EOPS") which will
serve as the basis for the payment of the Agency's outstanding financial obligations if
the City does not adopt an ordinance electing to participate in the Alternate
Redevelopment Program and the Agency is dissolved; and

WHEREAS, the City adopted a version of the Continuation Ordinance on July
26, 2011. The City held a first reading of the Continuation Ordinance on July 12, 2011,
and a second reading on July 26, 2011; and

WHEREAS, since the adoption of the ordinance, the Agency has been operating
under the provisions of AB 1x 27; and

WHEREAS, the California League of Cities and the California Redevelopment
Association filed suit in the Supreme Court of the State of California challenging the
constitutionality of AB 1X 26 and AB 1X 27; and

WHEREAS, on August 11, 2011, the Supreme Court agreed to take the case
and issued an immediate stay of AB 1X 27 in its entirety and a partial stay of AB 1X 26;
and

WHEREAS, because AB 1X 27, the statutory scheme which the City and Agency
had opted into through the adoption of the Continuation Ordinance, has been stayed, it
appears the Agency must adopt an EOPS at this time because although the Court order



stayed enforcement of Health and Safety Code Section 34169, the Court order left in
place Health and Safety Code Section 34167 which relies upon and makes reference to
an adopted EOPS; and

WHEREAS, adoption of the EOPS is important as the Agency may be limited to
only making payments for debts and obligations listed on the EOPS during the time the
stay is in place.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF EL
CAJON DOES HEREBY RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Recitals. The recitals set forth above are true and correct and
incorporated herein by reference.

Section 2. Approval of EOPS. The Agency hereby approves and adopts the
Enforceable Obligation Payment Schedule, in substantially the form attached hereto as
Exhibit A, as required by the recently enacted legislation AS 1X 26.

Section 3. Posting; Transmittal to Appropriate Agencies. The Executive
Director is hereby authorized and directed to post a copy of the EOPS on the City's
website. The Executive Director is further authorized and directed to transmit, by mail
or electronic means, to the San Diego County Auditor-Controller, the State Controller
and the State Department of Finance, notification providing the website location of the
posted EOPS and other information as required by AB 1X 26.



Name of RedevelopmentAgency:

ProjectArea(s)

E!CajonRedevelopment Agency

Centra!Business District and AmendedArea

ENFORCEABLE OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE
Per AS 26· Section 34167 and 34169 (0)

Page 1 of 2 Pages

TotalOutstanding TotalDueDuring Paymentsby month

ProjectName I Debt Obligation Payee Description Debt or Obliaation Fiscal Year Aug" Sept Oct Nov Dec Total

1 2000 Taxable Tax AllocationBonds Bank of New York Bond issue to fund houstnq/non-housino oroiects 51,544,287.00 1,250,965.00 634,217.50 s 634,217.50
2 2005 Tax Allocation Bonds Bankof New York Bondissuetofundhcusino/non-housinqpro"eels .96,998,156.00 2,520,605.00 1,741,352.50 $ 1,741,352.50
3 2007 Tax Allocation Bonds Bank of New York Bondissueto fundncn-housinq projects 25,208,022.00 924,419.00 613,659.50 s 613,659.50
4 FiscalAoent & Arbitraae Fees Bank of New YorkJBondloaistix Administration of bondsand arbitraae evaluationcosts 13,500.00 13,500.00 4,717.00 2,900.00 $ 7,617.00
5 CountyAdministration Fees Countv of San Dieoo Administration and collection of tax increment 174,000.00 174,000.00 $
6 City Promissory Note secured bv Deed City of El Oaicn Purchase and Sale Aareement for 100 Fletcher Pkwv 4,133,438.18 840,665.00 840,665.00 $ 840,665.00
7 Construction Contracl Ledcor Construction Construction and land Improvement crciect 3,912 160.00 3912,160.00 782,432.00 782,432.00 782,432.00 782,432.00 782,432.00 $ 3,912,160.00
8 Professional Services Aoreement Wimmer Yamada and Cauohev Landscape desian services 13104.68 13,104.68 6,552.34 6,552.34 $ 13,104.68
9 Professional Services Aoreernent SCS Enaineers Services for aroundwater resnncand samclino 23,574.16 23,574.16 1,964.51 1,964.51 1,964.51 1,964.51 1,964.51 $ 9,822.55

10 Professional Services Agreement H,M, Pitt labs, Inc. Environmental services for Johnson Ave 46,957.00 46,957.00 3,913.08 3,913.08 3,913.08 3,913.08 3,913.08 s 19,565.40
11 Professional Services Aareement Overland Pacific Cutler, Inc. Relocation services for ECRA owned orcoerties 8,480.00 8,480.00 706.67 706.67 706.67 706.67 706.67 s 3,533.35
12 Professional Services Aareement Harorave Enviromental Consultino, Inc, Environmental testina for SW Corner 3,694.87 3,694.87 3,694.87 $ 3,694.87
13 Professional Services Aareement Rosenow Soevacek Consultlna services - RDA Plan Amendment 339,488.85 339488.85 48,498.41 48,498.41 48,498.41 48,498.41 48,498.41 $ 242,492.05
14 Professional Services Aareement HVS Consultina & Valuation Consultina and valuation services 13,500.00 13,500.00 6,750.00 6,750.00 s 13,500.00
15 Professional Services Aareement AES Property Services Grafitti abatement services 47,91600 47,916.00 4,35600 4,356.00 4,356.00 4,356.00 4,35600 s 21,780.00
16 Participation Acreernent Downtown El Caion Brewino Company Promissory Note for maier tenant improvements 212,74585 212,745.85 212,745.85 $ 212,745.85
17 Dispositionand Develooment Aoreement Chambers Senior Residences, L.P, Housino crolect for senior housina 4,400,000.00 4,400,000.00 100,000.00 100,000.00 100,000.00 100,000.00 100,000.00 $ 500,000.00
18 Emolovee Costs Aoencv and City of El eaten Emolovees Emolovee oavroll for administration/ooeration of aoencv/orclects 1,365,613.00 1,365,613.00 113,801.08 113,801.08 113,801.08 113,801.08 113,801.08 $ 569,005.40
19 PBID Assessments Greater Downtown El eaton PBIO Soecial assessment on Aaencv orooertles in PBID district 87,869.00 87,869.00 87,869.00 $ 87,869.00
20 Professional Services Aoreement Recon Environmental Consultants Environmental services retatinc to the SP amendment 166256.53 166,256.53 13,854.71 13,854.71 13,854.71 13,854.71 13,854.71 s 69,273.55

21 Professional Services Aoreement Schmidt Deslcn Group Architectural services for medians 19,473.49 19,473.49 9,736.75 9,736.75 $ 19,473.50

22 Professional Services Agreement Overland Pacific Cutler, Inc" Relocation services for 120 Rea 5,312.50 5,312.50 442.71 442.71 442.71 442.71 442.71 $ 2,213.55

23 Professional Services Aareement Rosenow Soevacek Consultina services. General Redevelopment 230,254.84 230,254.84 10,000.00 10,000.00 10,000.00 10,000.00 10,000.00 s 50,000.00

24 Professional Services Aareement Ninvo & Moore Environmental testinc services 470,403.21 470,403.21 10,000.00 10,000.00 10,000.00 10,000.00 10,000.00 s 50,00000

25 Professional Services Aareement Anderson Valuation, Inc, Appraisal services 3,000.00 3,000.00 1,500.00 1,500.00 $ 3,000.00

26 Professional Services Aqreernent Andrew A. Smith Company Appraisal services 30,025.00 30,025.00 1,375.00 1,375.00 1,375.00 1,375.00 1,375.00 $ 6,875.00

27 Affordable Hcusino Aqreement Weiland Development Company buyers Funding for 26 inclusionarv houslno units 2,949,700.00 2,949,700.00 113,450.00 113450.00 2,722,800.00 s 2,949,700.00

28 Affordable Hcusino Aoreement Bav Kitchen and Bath Remodelers Fundino for acouisition and substantial rehabilitation 550,000.00 550,000.00 300,000.00 250,000.00 $ 550,000.00

29 Owner Partie! ation Aoreement JKC Palm Sorinos Automotive, Inc, Fundina for facade and matertenant improvements 650,000.00 650,000.00 $

30 Owner Partici ation Aareernent Parkwav Plaza GP, LLC Fundinc for facade and maier tenant improvements 2,000,000.00 2,000,000.00 2,000,000.00 $ 2,000,000.00
$

Totals M This Page s 195,620,932.16 $ 23,273,682.98 $ 1,443,740.98 $ 4,518,562.76 $ 1,098,09417 $ 1,094,244.17 $ 6,992,678.17 $ 15,147,320.25

Tctals ~ Page 2 $ 36,646,985.64 $ 5,973,320.64 $ 118,512.00 $ 118,512.00 $ 122,662.00 $ 110,178.67 $ 69,928.67 $ 539,793.34
Totals M Page 3 $ $ $ s s $ s s
Totats- Page 4 $ s $ $ $ $ $ $
rorars . Other Obligations $ 252,413,917.00 s 7,264,70000 s $ $ $ $ 1,942,884.78 $ 2,430,469.56
Grand total M All Pages $ 484,681,834.80 ! $ 36,511,703.6211 $ 1,562,252.9811 s 4,637,074.7611 $ 1,220,756.17 /I $ 1,204,4228411 $ 9,005,49162 1 $18,117,583.15

.. This Enforceable Obligation Payment Schedule (EOPS) is to be adopted by the redevelopment agency no later than late August. It is valid through 12131111.It is the basis for the Preliminary Draft
Recogniz.ed Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS). which must be prepared by the dissolving Agency by 9/30111. (The draft ROPS must be prepared by the Successor Agency by 11130/11,)
If an agency adopts a continuation ordinance per ABX1 27, this EOPS will not be valid and there is no need to prepare a ROPS,

.... Include only payments to be made after the adoption of the EOPS.



Nameof Redevelopment Agency:

Project Area(s)

EI Caion Redevelopment Agency

Central Business District and Amended Area

ENFORCEABLE OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE
Per AS 26· Section 34167 and 34169 (')

Page2 of 2 Pages

Total Outstanding Total Due During Payments by month

ProtectName / Debt Obligation Payee Description Debt or obroauon Fiscal Year Aug"''' Sept Oct Nov Dec Total

1 Auditino Fees acoers. Anderson, Malady & Scott Annual audita! Aoencvs financials per CRL 33080.1 18,000.00 6,500.00 $ 6,500.00
2 Professional Services Acreernent CommunitY Houslncworks Loss mitioation consultina 41,186.64 41 186.64 4,000.00 $ 4,000.00

3 Administration/Operation of Acencv Acencv vendors 1 ooerateo costs pursuant to CRL 34167 dH6 : 33127: and 33134 47,850.00 47,650.00 3,987.50 3,987.50 3987.50 3,967.50 3,987.50 s 19,937.50

4 Administration/Ooeration of Aoencv City of El Caion 2 Ooeratino costs pursuant to CRL 34167 d)(6 . 33127: and 33134 290.444.00 290.444.00 24,203.67 24,203.67 24,203.67 24,203.67 24,203.67 $ 121,01835

5 Lease Aareements Acencv vendors 3 UtilitY',tax maintenance obtoatons associated with Aoencv teases/orccertv 14,650,00 14,650.00 1,220.83 1,220.83 1,220.83 1.220.83 1,220.83 $ 6,104.15

6 Relocation oblcations EC Bail Bonds: Tortora' 4 Relocation obloauons associated with Civic Center Complex properties 200,00000 200,000.00 16666.67 16,666.67 16,666.67 16,666.67 16,666.67 s 63,333.35

7 Administration/Operation of Acencv Aoencv vendors 5 Other techaical/orofessonal S\lC$ utilized for onooincoperationsof Aoencv 40,200.00 40,200.00 3,350.00 3,350.00 3.50000 3,35000 3,350.00 $ 16,900.00
8 Adrnirustraton/Oceration of Aaencv McDouQal Love Eckis Boehmer & Pojev Leoat costs associated with onooino ooerations of the Aoencv 144,000.00 144,000.00 12,000.00 12,000.00 12,00000 12.000.00 12.000.00 $ 60,000.00

9 Professional Services cecccn Soil testoc and reoortlnoservicesfor Civic Center Plaza Improvement 30,000.00 30,000.00 7,500.00 7,500.00 7,500.00 7,500.00 $ 30,000.00
10 Construction Administration GAFCON, Inc Construction administration of Civie Center Plaza Improvement Proiect 165,000.00 165,000.00 41,250.00 41250.00 41,250.00 41,250.00 $ 165.000.00
11 Remittance acreement CitvofEI eaten vcrcntarv remittance oavrnent reauired under ABx1 27 35,630,655.00 4,974,990.00 s
12 Inspection Services Kleinfelder Insoection of Civic Center Plaza Imorovements 25,000.00 25,00000 8,333.33 8,333.33 8,333.33 $ 24,999.99
13 s
14 s
15 s
16 $

17 $

18 $

19 s
20 $

21 $

22 $

23 $

24 $

25 $

26 s
27 $

28 $

29 $

30 $

31 $

32 $

33 $

34 $

35 $

36 s
37 $

38 $

3. $

40) s
Totals - This Page s 36,646,985.64 s 5,973,320.64 $ 118,512.00 $ 118,512.00 s 122,662.00 $ 110,178.67 $ 69,928.67 s 539,793.34

" This Enforceable Obligation Payment Schedule (EOPS) is to be adopted by the redevelopment agency no later than late August. it is valid through 12131/11. tt is the basis for the Preliminary Draft
Recogniz.ed Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS), which must be prepared by the dissolving Agency by 9/30/11. (The draft ROPS must be prepared by the Successor Agency by 11130111.)
If an agency adopts a continuation ordinance per ABX1 27, this EOPS will not be valid and there is no need to prepare a ROPS.

"", Include only payments to be made after the adoption of the EOPS.

(1) Staples, Greatland, Creative Forms, Impact Govt, Iron Mountain, EC Gazette, EC cagcrmen. Union Tribune, BNY, Bondlogistix, County of SO, Union Bank, First American Tille, Fidelity National Title, Chicago Tille, CRA, tcsc. City of EC, Federal Express, EC Blueprint,
Applied Business Software, Calyx, Metroscan, Thompson-West, eRA, Agency staff training reimbursements.

(2) City of EI Cajon
(3) County of SO, National Fence, Helix Water District, SOGE, Waste Management.
(4) East Meets West (Ver Hoeve): UJ Music.
(5) County ot SO, LSVFNIS Tax Service, Idcheckdirect.com, Affordable Housing Applications, Graffrti Tracker, GAFCON, Inc



Name of Redevelopment Agency:

Project Area(s)

EI Cajon Redevelopment Agency

Central Business District and Amended Area

OTHER OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE
Per AS 26 • Section 34167 and 34169 (*j

Page 1 of 1

Total Outstanding Total Due During Payments by month

Project Name / Debt Obligation Payee Description Debt or Obliaation Fiscal Year Aug" Sept Oct Nov Dec Total

1) Pass Throuah Aoreement Countv of San Dieco Payments per former CRL 33401 142,178,360.00 1,454,600.00 56,500.00 239,300.00 $ 295,800.00
2) Pass Throuoh Aareement Caion Vallev School District Pavments per former CRL 33401 20,857,053.00 1,768,900.00 110,200.00 467,900.00 $ 578,10000
3 Pass Throuoh Aoreement Grossmont Union HS District Pavments oer former CRL 33401 771,05500 708,200.00 54,700.00 231,700.00 $ 286,400.00
4) Statutory Payments Various Aaencies Payments per CRL 33607.5 and.7 445,442.00 26,300.00 $
5) Housino Set-Aside EI Cajon Redevelooment Aoencv 20% Housino Set Aside 78,737,306.00 2,957,637.00 227,400.00 965,200.00 $1,192,600.00
6 Inflationarv Pass Tnrouoh Various Aoencies Payment per CRL 33676 9,424.70100 349,06300 38,784.78 38,784.78 $ 77,569.56
7 $
8 $
9 $

10) $

11 $
12) $
13 $

14 $
15) $

16) $ ·
17 $

18) $

19) $ ·
20) $
21) $

22) $

23 $

24) $ ·
25) $

26) $ -

27) $
28) $

[Totals • Other Obligations I $ 252,413,917.00 I $ 7,264,700.00 I $ 1$ 1$ 1$ 1$ 1,942,884.78 I$2,430,469.56

. This Enforceable Obligation Payment Schedule (EOPS) is to be adopted by the redevelopment agency no later than late August. It is valid through 12131/11.It is the basis for the Preliminary Draft
Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS), which must be prepared by the dissolving Agency by 9130111. (The draft ROPS must be prepared by the Successor Agency by 11/30/11.)
tf an agency adopts a continuation ordinance per ABX1 27, this EOPS will not be valid and there is no need to prepare a ROPS.

•• Include only payments to be made after the adoption of the EOPS.
.... All payment amounts are estimates
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415-865-7740

LY1U1 Holton
Public Information Officer

California Supreme Court
To Decide Redevelopment Case

Court sets expedited briefing schedule, and
Targets an opinion before mid-January 2012

San Francisco-The California Supreme Court today issued an order in
California Redevelopment Assn. v. Matosantos (S 194861), directing the
parties to show cause why the relief sought in the petition for a writ of
mandate should not be granted. This case involves the validity of recent
legislation (Stats. 2011, 1st Ex. Sess. 2011-2012, ch. 5 [Assem. Bill No.
26 Xl)]; Stats. 2011, 1st Ex. Sess. 2011-2012, ch. 6 [Assem. Bill No. 27
Xl]), dissolving and reenacting with changes the statutory framework for
redevelopment agencies throughout California.

The court allowed the first statute to remain in effect insofar as it
precludes existing redevelopment agencies from incurring new
indebtedness, transferring assets, acquiring real property, entering into
new contracts or modifying existing contracts, entering into new
partnerships, adopting or amending redevelopment plans, etc., but it
stayed enforcement of both statutes in all other respects.

The court established an expedited briefing schedule designed to facilitate
oral argument as early as possible in 2011, and a decision before January
15,2012.

A copy of the court's order is attached.

-#-

(over)



8194861

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF CALIFORNIA
En Bane

CALIFORNIA REDEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION et aI., Petitioners,
v.

ANA MATOSANTOS, as Director, etc. et al., Respondents.

The request for a stay of chapter 5, Statutes 2011, First Extraordinary Session (Assembly
Bill No. 26 Xl) is granted, except that the request to stay Division 24, Part 1.8 ofthe Health and
Safety Code (Health & Saf. Code, §§ 34161-34167) is denied. The request for a stay of chapter
6, Statutes 2011, First Extraordinary Session (Assembly Bill No. 27 Xl) is granted.

Ana Matosantos, Director of the California Department ofFinance, John Chiang, Controller
of the State of California, and Patrick O'Connell, Auditor-Controller of the County of Alameda,
are ORDERED TO SHOW CAUSE before this court, when the above matter is called on
calendar, why the relief sought by petitioners should not be granted.

The return is to be served and filed by respondents on or before September 9, 2011.
A reply may be served and filed by petitioners on or before September 24, 2011.
Any application to file an amicus curiae brief, accompanied by the proposed brief, may be

served and filed on or before September 30, 2011.
Any reply to an amicus brief may be served and filed on or before October 7, 2011.
The court does not contemplate extending any time set out above. The briefing schedule is

designed to facilitate oral argument as early as possible in 2011, and a decision before January
15,2012.

Kennard, J., is ofthe opinion a stay should not be issued.

Cantil-Sakauye
ChiefJustice

Kennard
Associate Justice

Baxter
Associate Justice

Werdegar
Associate Justice

Chin
Associate Justice

Corrigan
Associate Justice

Associate Justice

2
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REM. 1.16

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

August 15, 2011

Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tern McClellan and Councilmembers
Hanson-Cox, Kendrick, and Wells

Purchasing Agent

SUBJECT: Purchase of Traffic Signal Light Emitting Diodes (LED)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council authorize the Purchasing Agent in
accordance with Municipal Code 3.20.010.C.5 to execute a purchase agreement with JAM
Services for the purchase of Green Traffic Signal LEDs in the amount of $81,160.40.

BACKGROUND: On June 28, 2011, Council approved a project for the replacement of
existing green LED signal lamps at City traffic signals. In the interest of efficiency and
standardization, the City Traffic Engineer has determined that purchasing the Gelcore
brand of LEDs from JAM Services would best meet the City's replacement needs.

The County of Sacramento awarded Contract Number WA00025909 on April 1, 2010, to
JAM Services for the purchase of Light Emitting Diode (LED) Traffic Signal Modules.
Their contract is effective through March 31, 2012, and includes a provision for other
government agencies to purchase under the contract. Municipal Code 3.20.010.C.3.
authorizes the City to acquire equipment in cooperation with another agency.

Purchasing, in concurrence with the Deputy City Manager/Director of Public Works,
recommends this purchase be made from JAM Services, in accordance with the County of
Sacramento contract, as being in the best interest of the City.

FISCAL IMPACT: $81,160.40.

Sufficient funds are available for this purchase in Activity/Account #550000-9065-PW3401
(Public Works-Capital Improvement).

PREPARED BY:

~... ~->f-J I/~JL
Dede Porter
PURCHASING AGENT

~;~~y aIm
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER/
DIRECTOR OF FINANCE

APPROVED BY:

'c!l1£G" y...k-t: <"11:-1.

Kathi Henry (J
CITY MANAGER
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MEETING: Aug. 23, 2011

1.17
ITEM NO: _

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

August 16, 2011

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

Deputy City Manager/Director of Public Works/City Engineer

SUBJECT: Chaparral High School Storm Drain Relocation
Engineering Job No. 3395, Bid No. 011-12

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council: Adopt the next RESOLUTIONS in order
to approve Plans and Specifications and direct a Notice Inviting Sealed Bids to be opened on
September 27, 2011.

BACKGROUND: Based on routine field inspections performed by the Wastewater
Maintenance Division, the private storm drain systems that run under Chaparral High
School were found to need repair in 2006. The City of EI Cajon prepared a plan to re-route
the storm water away from the school property and into a parallel system maintained by the
City, running down Rueben Fleet Drive. When a sinkhole formed in 2010, the Grossmont
Union High School District negotiated with the City to share the cost to re-route the failed
storm drain under Chaparral High School. This project to relocate the storm water into a
maintained system is vital.

CEQA: The proposed Storm Drain Pipe Replacement and Lining project is categorically
exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) according to
Section 15302 (Class 2) of the CEQA Guidelines. Section 15302 provides an exemption for the
removal and replacement of existing public improvements.

FISCAL IMPACT: The project is included in the adopted FY 11-12 Budget.

PREPARED BY:

~~
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
CITY ENGINEER

Attachment

APPROVED BY:

K;£i:f:er"':LO.-.-.. ----
CITY MANAGER



RESOLUTION NO. -11

RESOLUTION APPROVING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR
CHAPARRAL HIGH SCHOOL STORM DRAIN RELOCATION.

(Bid No. 011-12, Job No. 3395).

WHEREAS, the City Engineer has submitted plans and specifications for the
Chaparral High School Storm Drain Relocation project, in the City of EI Cajon; and

WHEREAS, it appears to be in the best interests of the City of EI Cajon that the
plans and specifications for said project be approved.

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

1. That the plans and specifications submitted by the City Engineer for the
Chaparral High School Storm Drain Relocation project, in the City of EI Cajon are hereby
approved and adopted as the official plans and specifications for said project.

2. Said plans and specifications are directed to be filed in the office of the City
Engineer of the City of EI Cajon.

8/23/11 (Item 1.17)

Chaparral Storm Drain Relocation apr



RESOLUTION NO. -11

RESOLUTION ORDERING THE WORK AND DIRECTING
PUBLICATION OF NOTICE INVITING BIDS FOR THE

CHAPARRAL HIGH SCHOOL STORM DRAIN RELOCATION.
(Bid No. 011-12, Job No. 3395).

WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been submitted for the Chaparral High
School Storm Drain Relocation project, in the City of EI Cajon; and

WHEREAS, it appears to be in the best interests of the City of EI Cajon that said
work be ordered to be done.

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

1. That the City Council does hereby order that the Chaparral High School
Storm Drain Relocation project, be ordered to be done.

2. That Tuesday, September 27,2011, at 2:00 p.m., in the office designated by
the Purchasing Agent of the City of EI Cajon, 200 Civic Center Way, EI Cajon, California, is
hereby fixed as the time and place for the opening of bids for said project.

3. The Purchasing Agent of the City of EI Cajon is hereby directed to cause a
Notice to Bidders to be published in the newspaper, in accordance with the provisions of
law.

8/23/11 (Item 1.17)

Chaparral Storm Drain Relocation ntc
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MEETING: 8/23/11

ITEM NO: 2.1

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

August 17,2011

Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tern McClellan,
Councilrnernbers Hanson-Cox, Kendrick and Wells

City Manager

SUBJECT: Funding Request - St. Madeleine Sophie's Center

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council consider the request from St. Madeline
Sophie's Center, sponsor of the 6th Annual Alley Cat Summerfest, to contribute $5,000.00 for
expenses associated with the event.

BACKGROUND:
The attached letter from St. Madeleine Sophie's Center presents the details of the event and
requests the City Council's consideration of $5,000.00 to help with expenses. The event will
be held on October 14, 2011, in the alley between East Main Street and Rea Avenue. They
are expecting a crowd of approximately 100,000.

FISCAL IMPACT:
This expenditure is not budgeted. If the City Council wishes to contribute to this event, the
funding source should be the City Council Contingency Fund.

PREPARED BY:



July 26, 2011

2.1

The Honorable Mark Lewls and
Members of the EI Cajon City Council
City of EI Cajon
200 Civic Center Way
EI Cajon, CA 92020

RE: Request for $5,000 in support of the 6 th Annual A//ey Cat Summer Fest to be held on
Friday, October 14, 2011.

Dear Mayor lewis and Members of the EI Cajon City Council:

Thank you for the opportunity to submit this request for support of the 6th Annual Alley Cat
Summer Fest. The following provides details about the event:

Event History:

In 2009, St. Madeleine's took over the operation of the family-friendly Alley Cat event from EI
Cajon Community Development Corporation. Sincethat time, we have been operating the
event under the auspices of our Sophie's Gallery Art Program that was one of the first tenants
to move into Downtown EI Cajon. Sophie's is our stand-alone gallery, art studio and gift store
that opened in 1998. Every week, 200 of our 380 adult students with developmental disabilities
participate in Sophie's Gallery programming.

2011 Alley Cat Overview:

Alley Cat is an important local event that can help offset the negative impacts of these tough
economic times. The event attracts residents and visitors to the Downtown, which helps
support local businesses and promotes the Downtown as an arts and culture zone. The event
draws the participation of local galleries, restaurants and other retail venues that stay open
during the festival and help to promote it. The timing of this year's event (October) could be
advantageous to the City in that it could help to showcase the opening of the new Public Safety
Center.

The 2011 Alley Cat will take place in Downtown EI Cajon on Friday, October 14, 2011 from4pm
to 10 pm. We anticipate that it will draw 1,000+ attendees (the average attendance of past
years). While this event has traditionally been held in in the month of July, we have rescheduled
the 2011 event for October to take advantage of the cooler weather and to link it with other
activities that have been set for that time, including two shows at Sophie's Gallery (our annual
Passageways exhibit in honor of National Disabilities Awareness Month and Urban Tales); and
the Ryan's Hope fundraiser.

2119 East Madison Ave., EI Cajon, CA 92019-1111 ·619.442.5129 • FAX619.442.9651 • www.stmsc.org



Event Activities:

While the 2011 Alley Cat is now in the planning stages, we anticipate that event highlights will
include a juried art show; a car show; and a wine tasting and/or beer garden. Potential street
closures and use of the amphitheater are being determined, with many additional activities to
take place in Arts Alley.

Past Alley Cat Supporters:

• Borrego Springs Bank
• Clifton Mercedes Services

• EI Cajon CDC
• Friends of East County Arts, Inc.

• German-American Societies of San Diego

• Glamour Girlz Boutique

• Motoworld of EI Cajon

• Oak Tree Escrow

• Mrs. Gloria Rimland
• White Sage Gallery

Event Marketing:

St. Madeleine's is designing an extensive marketing plan to support the success of Alley Cat,

including promoting it on our website (www.stmsc.org).distributingflyersandposters.paid
and free ads, e-blasts, a postcard invitation, and press releases. In addition, now that we have
a satellite Sophie's Gallery and Gift Shop located at NTC Promenade in Point Lorna, we have the
opportunity to promote the event beyond EastCounty and reach regional artists and arts
enthusiasts from the coastal communities who will want to come to Downtown EI Cajon for the
event.

Benefits to the City of EI Cajon:

Should the City of EI Cajon choose to provide $5,000 in support of the 2011 Alley Cat Summer

Fest, we will be pleased to recognize your generosity by including:

• Your name and logo on:
o 5,000 postcard invitations
o 5,000 event flyers and posters
o Eblast reminders (3,500 distribution)

• Your name included in all press releases to the print, electronic and web-based media

• Your name included in all event correspondence

• Your name included in all event advertising

• Your name announced during event

• Success Report provided to you after event

2



2011 Alley Cat Budget:

Income: Please note: additional line items may be added as plans for the event progress.
Sponsorships, gifts and in-kind support: $10,000
Vendor Fees:$1,000
Raffle: $500
TOTAL: $11,500

Expenses: Please note: this is our "blue sky" budget - it will be scaled back (t.e. eliminate
street banners, etc.) should income not be realized.
Contract event coordinator: $5,000
Street Banners: $5,000
Sandwich Board Signs: $2,500
Printing - $1,740 (postcard invitations/s,OOO @$7s0; posters/50 @$60; flyers/2,OOO @$300;
prints/sO@$60; greeting cards with event logo/2,OOO @$SOO; envelopes/2,OOO@$70)
Postage and mailhouse: $1,300
Parking Lot Pressure Wash: $250
Permits/Fees: $600
Supplies for art-making workshops for children and adults: $500
Sound: $500
Event Billboards: $900
TOTAL: $18,290

Note: The East County Herald and the San Diego Union-Tribune may provide discounted ad
space.

Conclusion:

Thank you for your kind consideration of our request. Should you have any questions, please
contact me at: 619/442-5129, ext. 101; or via email: dturner@stmsc.org.

Sincerely,

/), ,

(/{10L
I'-k'

Debra Turner Emerson, MBA

Executive Director

Enclosures:

• Board of Trustees Roster

• 501 ( c) 3 and State Tax Determination Letter

3



MEETING: Aug. 23, 2011

ITEM NO: 3.1

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

August 15, 2011

Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tern McClellan,
Council Members Hanson-Cox, Kendrick, and Wells

Building Official/Fire Marshal

SUBJECT: SUBSTANDARD CONDITIONS AT 835 E. Main Street

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:
• Continue the public hearing and receive testimony.
• Close the public hearing.
• Take action appropriate to the current condition of the property based on a verbal

report from the Building Official/Fire Marshal.

BACKGROUND:

On July 20,2011, the Building and Fire Safety Division responded to a referral from the EI
Cajon Police Department concerning unsafe and substandard conditions at the residence
addressed as 835 E. Main Street. An inspection of the dwelling revealed deplorable living
conditions including: filth and debris, unsanitary living conditions, extreme levels of insect
infestation, lack of operable plumbing fixtures, lack of operable smoke detectors, etc. At
the public hearing of August 9,2011, the City Council heard testimony relative to this case
and voted to continue the item until the City Council meeting of August 23, 2011. The
Building Official/Fire Marshal will give a verbal report on the current condition of the
property so that Council may take appropriate action in this case.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Staff time, administrative costs, and civil penalties to be calculated at the resolution of this
case.



City Council Agenda Report
Substandard Abatement - 835 E. Main Street
August 23, 2011

REVIEWED BY:

~-nRQ-~

APPROVED BY:

City Manager

Melissa Ayres
Director of Community Development



DRAFT MINUTES
August 9, 2011

3.1 SUBSTANDARD CONDITIONS AT 835 EAST MAIN STREET
(Report: Building Official/Fire Marshal)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:

the report, and responds
y.

a s bo he tenant who has been living in the unit.
e w operable and he has cleaned up trash, utilized
on the list. He adds that the carpet will be replaced

.. Open the Public Hearing and receive testimony;

.. Close the Public Hearing;
• Direct staff to file a Notice of Restriction against the property;
.. Begin accrual of civil penalties starting August 10, 2011; and
.. Direct staff to monitor the progress of clean up and repair ,and ring this case

back to Council for final resolution and determinatio f st ff ti ,administrative
fees, and civil penalties at the resolution of this c se.

The Public Hearing is now Open.

Ed Phung, the prope yon r, s
He indicates the toilet d owe
bug bombs, and is fi n ev. ryth
and painting still need to done.

Discussion ensues among Council and Staff concerning:
• The property owner's responsibility to periodically inspect the property;
• A suggestion to defer penalties for two weeks;
• A suggestion for the property owner to hire a professional pest exterminator.

Mr. Phung requests an additional two weeks to finish clean up of the property.

No one else comes forward to speak.

MOTION BY KENDRICK, SECOND BY HANSON-COX, to CONTINUE the
Public Hearing to August 23, 2011.

MOTION CARRIES BY UNANIMOUS VOTE.



MEETING: Aug. 23,2011

ITEM NO: 3.1

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

August 15, 2011

Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tern McClellan,
Council Members Hanson-Cox, Kendrick, and Wells

Building Official/Fire Marshal

SUBJECT: SUBSTANDARD CONDITIONS AT 835 E. Main Street

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:
• Continue the public hearing and receive testimony.
• Close the public hearing.
• Take action appropriate to the current condition of the property based on a verbal

report from the Building Official/Fire Marshal.

BACKGROUND:

On July 20,2011, the Building and Fire Safety Division responded to a referral from the EI
Cajon Police Department concerning unsafe and substandard conditions at the residence
addressed as 835 E. Main Street. An inspection of the dwelling revealed deplorable living
conditions including: filth and debris, unsanitary living conditions, extreme levels of insect
infestation, lack of operable plumbing fixtures, lack of operable smoke detectors, etc. At
the public hearing of August 9, 2011, the City Council heard testimony relative to this case
and voted to continue the item until the City Council meeting of August 23, 2011. The
Building Official/Fire Marshal will give a verbal report on the current condition of the
property so that Council may take appropriate action in this case.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Staff time, administrative costs, and civil penalties to be calculated at the resolution of this
case.



City Council Agenda Report
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Director of Community Development
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City Manager



DRAFT MINUTES
August 9, 2011

3.1 SUBSTANDARD CONDITIONS AT 835 EAST MAIN STREET
(Report: Building Official/Fire Marshal)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:

the report, and responds
y.

a s bo he tenant who has been living in the unit.
e w operable and he has cleaned up trash, utilized
on the list. He adds that the carpet will be replaced

• Open the Public Hearing and receive testimony;
• Close the Public Hearing;
• Directstaff to file a Notice of Restriction against the property;
• Begin accrual of civil penalties starting August 10,2011; and
• Direct staff to monitor the progress of clean up and repair ,and ring this case

back to Council for final resolution and determinatio f st ff ti , administrative
fees, and civil penalties at the resolution of this c se.

;-

The Public Hearing is now Open.

Building Official/Fire ars al P
to questions from Cou c' e ardi

Ed Phung, the prope yon r,s
He indicates the toilet d owe
bug bombs, and is fi n ev. ryth
and painting still need to done.

Discussion ensues among Council and Staff concerning:
• The property owner's responsibility to periodically inspect the property;
• A suggestion to defer penalties for two weeks;
• A suggestion for the property owner to hire a professional pest exterminator.

Mr. Phung requests an additional two weeks to finish clean up of the property.

No one else comes forward to speak.

MOTION BY KENDRICK, SECOND BY HANSON-COX, to CONTINUE the
Public Hearing to August 23, 2011.

MOTION CARRIES BY UNANIMOUS VOTE.



MEETING: Aug. 9, 2011

ITEM NO: 3.1

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

August 1, 2011

Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tern McClellan,
Council Members Hanson-Cox, Kendrick, and Wells

Building Official/Fire Marshal

SUBJECT: SUBSTANDARD CONDITIONS AT 835 E. Main Street

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:
• Open the public hearing and receive testimony.
• Close the public hearing.
• Direct staff to file a notice of restriction against the property.
• Begin accrual of civil penalties starting August 10, 2011.
• Direct staff to monitor the progress of clean up and repairs, and bring this case

back to Council for final resolution and determination of staff time, administrative
fees, and civil penalties at the resolution of this case.

BACKGROUND:

On July 20,2011, the Building and Fire Safety Division responded to a referral from the EI
Cajon Police Department concerning unsafe and substandard conditions at the residence
addressed as 835 E. Main Street. An inspection of the dwelling revealed deplorable living
conditions including: filth and debris, unsanitary living conditions, extreme levels of insect
infestation, lack of operable plumbing fixtures, lack of operable smoke detectors, etc. A
notice to vacate was posted on the property and staff is now seeking approval from the City
Council for the recommendations listed above.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Staff time, administrative costs, and civil penalties to be calculated at the resolution of this
case.



City Council Agenda Report
Substandard Abatement - 835 E. Main Street
August 9, 2011

PREPAR/j/!L---
Dan Pavao
Building Official/Fire Marshal

APPROVED BY:

K~';n~"U~a"-------
City Manager

ATTACHMENT:

REVIEWED BY:

-m~ A'\N'<I
Melissa Ayres
Director of Community Development

1. Photos of substandard property July 20,2011.



I835 Eo Main Street

Extension cord wiring
infestation.
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MEETING: Aug. 23.2011

ITEM NO:-...:.:4.-=-1__

DATE: August 15, 2011

TO: Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tern McClellan,
Councilrnembers Hanson-Cox, Kendrick, and Wells

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

SUBJECT: Wastewater Fund Sewer Service Rate Case

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:

1. Direct the City Clerk to Set a Public Hearing on November 8, 2011, at 7:00 p.m.,
regarding the proposed changes to the Sewer Service Rates.

2. Direct Staff to proceed with the mailing of public notices in accordance with
Proposition 218 in regards to the proposed changes to the Sewer Service Rates.

BACKGROUND:
The City of EI Cajon currently bills approximately 16,240 wastewater accounts (13,340
single family residential, 1,500 multi-family residential, and 1,400 commercial). The
accounts are grouped into nine different user types with a corresponding rate for each
user type. The current rates were effective on December 1, 1999, and reflected the cost
of service for each user type at that time. The City has not adjusted any of these rates
since that date, twelve years ago.

The current rates consist of two charges, which are billed bi-monthly. Each wastewater
account pays a flat monthly rate designed to recoup the City's cost for Federal and State
mandated National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) activities.
Wastewater customers also pay a volumetric charge based upon water usage. The City
computes the volumetric charge for single family residences using the average of two
winter billing cycles, which eliminates most of the irrigation water consumption. All
other wastewater customer types pay a volumetric charge based upon water usage
during the billing period.
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These charges for service currently generate about $11.1 million in annual revenue.
This revenue, along with about $300,000 in interest earnings and other miscellaneous
income, pay for three (3) types of activities each year:

• Wastewater Transportation and Treatment Costs - The City of EI Cajon pays
the City of San Diego to transport EI Cajon wastewater through the San Diego
collection system to the Point Loma treatment facility. EI Cajon also pays San
Diego to treat and dispose of the wastewater in accordance with Federal, State,
and local laws. These costs currently average about $9.0 million per year, up from
$5.7 million in FY 1999-2000.

• Other Wastewater Operating Costs - Each year the City of EI Cajon expends
funds to operate and maintain the wastewater collection systems owned by EI
Cajon. These expenses also cover such things as customer billing and NPDES
expenses. In recent fiscal years these costs have totaled about $5.7 million
annually, up from about $3 million in FY 1999-2000.

• Capital Maintenance & Replacement - The capital needs of the City of EI
Cajon collection systems total about $2.5 million each year. Staff uses these funds
to perform major repairs and replace portions of our aging wastewater collection
system. These funds also pay for upgrades to our citywide master plans.

Discussion:
During the late 1990's and for the first few years after the 1999 rate increase, wastewater
revenues exceeded expenses. During these years, the City performed only minimal
capital improvements to the wastewater system, averaging considerably less than $1
million per year in capital repair projects. The fund balance in the Wastewater
Enterprise Fund increased during these years, peaking in 2005 with an undesignated
fund balance of $16.2 million.

Starting in 2005 and continuing to this day, several factors have combined to cause
wastewater expenses to exceed revenues. Our wastewater revenues fell as the local
water purveyors successfully implemented aggressive water conservation programs.
Investment income eroded as interest rates declined and as fund balance diminished.
Inflationary pressures steadily increased our costs for maintaining the local wastewater
collection systems, as well as the cost of reimbursing San Diego for sewage transportation
and treatment expenses. NPDES expenses sky-rocketed as State environmental
regulations continually tightened. Due to these factors, by FY 2010-11 annual
wastewater operating expenses exceeded operating revenues by about $3 million.
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Since 2005, the City has, out of necessity, increased the capital expenditures on the
wastewater system to an average of $1.6 million per year. The operating shortfalls,
combined with increased capital costs, have caused the undesignated fund balance to
decline to an estimated $9.3 million as of June 30, 2011. If the City fully executes the
adopted FY 2011-12 capital budget, the undesignated fund balance will fall to about $2.8
million by June 30,2012.

Looking forward, inflation will continue to increase the cost of operating and maintaining
our wastewater collection system. NPDES costs will continue to rise. Even if the City
Council elects to completely discontinue its wastewater capital improvement program,
the annual operating shortfalls will cause the City to consume the remaining available
fund balance by 2014.

Far from discontinuing the wastewater capital program, the City needs to increase its
annual funding level to $2.5 million per year. Our collections systems continue to age.
Portions of it are now more than fifty years old. This aging process, combined with years
of minimal capital maintenance, have caused many deficiencies to go uncorrected. In the
past two years, the City has suffered two major sinkholes (one in the middle of Fanita
Drive and one in a residential back yard) and several minor ones from failed pipes.
Television inspections of several other collection pipelines indicate more such problems
are imminent, unless the pipes are repaired. In December 2010, the City spilled over
100,000 gallons of raw sewage onto Fletcher Parkway and Johnson Avenue from a trunk
sewer that was undersized for the heavy flow occurring during a rainstorm. Failure to
correct these and other potentially large problems in a timely fashion will expose the City
to both liability costs and environmental enforcement action.

Two future very large, extraordinary expenses bear mentioning. First, correcting the
undersized trunk sewer line in Johnson Avenue will require the construction of a much
larger line at an estimated cost of $9 million. Since a project of this size would consume
the capital budget for several years, staff proposes to fund this project in FY 2012-13
through a loan from the State Revolving Fund. This will necessitate repaying the loan
over twenty years. The debt service payments for this project have been factored into the
proposed rates. Second, several years ago the City of San Diego made a large claim
against the City of EI Cajon for capital costs they incurred to facilitate the flow of EI
Cajon sewage through the San Diego system to the Point Lorna treatment facility. San
Diego has indicated they will require settlement of this claim prior to renewing our
sewage transportation agreement with them. EI Cajon currently has about $11 million
reserved to settle this claim. The new proposed rates assume EI Cajon will finance this
payment over ten years, which allows the proposed rate increases to be lower and spread
out over several years.
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In June 2011, the City hired Camp, Dresser, & McKee (CDM) to analyze all of the
applicable financial factors and to recommend a series of wastewater rate increases to
insure the physical and financial integrity of the system for the next six (6) years. Their
report is attached to this staff report. CDM has recommended a 33% rate increase,
effective January 1, 2012, followed by four (4) additional 9% rate increases on July 1 of
2013, 2014, 2015, and 2016. The proposed rate increases would be applied to both the
fixed NPDES charge and the volumetric wastewater charge as shown in Table 1. The
NPDES fixed charge would apply to multifamily units at a rate equal to 50% of the single
family rate.

Obviously these proposed rate increases are large, with the compounded effect of the five
(5) proposed increases totaling about 88%. Much of this increase will go towards catching
up for inflationary cost increases during the twelve years the City did not raise rates.
The consumer price index for San Diego rose about 48% during this period. The proposed
new rates will also cover the expected 3% per year of cost increases over the next five (5)
years (16% compounded). The proposed rate increases will pay for increasing the capital
program from less than $1 million per year to $2.5 million annually, plus pay the annual
debt service payments for the extraordinary project to replace the Johnson Avenue trunk
sewer. These proposed increases in capital costs equate to a 20% increase over the
current annual revenue. Finally, the proposed increases will allow the Wastewater
Enterprise Fund to maintain a reserve adequate to handle most emergency repairs.

As part of these proposed rate changes, staff recommends that the City eliminate the
current minimum charge of $24.23 per month for single family residences. This will
result in lower bills for those accounts that use very little water during the winter
sampling period. The single family residential rate will continue to have a maximum bill
amount based on 42 hcf/bi-monthly water use. The Sewer Service Rate for Septic Haulers
would be increased at the same 33% increase in January of 2012 and then adjusted based
on actual treatment costs in future years. The current rate of $5.19 per 100 gallons
would increase to $7.04 per 100 gallons.

It is worth noting that the City of El Cajon currently has by far the lowest wastewater
rates of the eleven comparable cities and special districts in San Diego County. Even if
the other entities do not raise their rates over the next five (5) years, which is unlikely,
the proposed compounded 88% rate increase will still leave El Cajon only a few dollars
per month above the average ($48.31 versus $44.97) of the rates these other agencies
charge. Tables 2 and 3 show these rate comparisons.
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Staff recommends the City Council direct staff to proceed with the process that will allow
the City Council to adopt these proposed rate increases. Under Proposition 218 (Article
XnID of the California Constitution), staff will provide written notice of the proposed rate
increases to each property owner. While not required by Proposition 218 notice will also
be provided to every wastewater account holder in the City. No less than 45 days after
this noticing, the City Council will hold a public hearing on the matter. In the absence of
more than 50% of the property owners filing written protests of the rate increases by the
close of the hearing, the City Council may vote to adopt the increases.

Failure to enact these proposed rate increases would result in some dire consequences.
The City would need to immediately eliminate the entire wastewater capital
improvement program. Given the age and condition of our collections systems, major
failures would shortly follow. We would also need to reduce the annual operating and
maintenance budget by over $3 million per year. Since the majority of these operating
expenses go towards paying San Diego to transport and treat our sewage, the $3 million
in cuts would effectively eliminate almost all local maintenance of the City of EI Cajon
collection systems, as well as our NPDES programs, including street sweeping. State
regulatory enforcement action against the City would likely follow.

FISCAL IMPACTS: The proposed new rates would raise annual revenue for the
Wastewater Enterprise Fund by an estimated $1.8 million in FY 2012, $1.9 million in FY
2013, $1.4 million in FY 2014, $1.5 million in FY 2015, $1.6 million in FY 2016, and $1.8
million in FY 2017.

PREPARED BY:

Rob Turner
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
CITY ENGINEER

Attachments

APPROVED BY:

Kathi Henry U
CITY MANAGER
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TABLE 1

Proposed Rates To Take Effect January I, 2012

Current Rates Proposed Rates

Customer Type NPDES Fixed Volume Charge NPDES Fixed Volume Charge

Charge Per H.C.F. Charge Per H.C.F.

Single Family Residential $0.50 $2.54 $4.00 $3.18

Multiple Family Residential; no irrig. Meter $0.50 $2.22 $4.00 * $2.78

Multiple Family Residential; with irrig. Meter $0.50 $2.54 $4.00 * $3.18

Low Strength Commercial; no irrig. Meter $0.50 $2.09 $4.00 $2.60

Low Strength Commercial; with irrig. Meter $0.50 $2.60 $4.00 $3.18

Medium Strength Commercial; no irrig. Meter $0.50 $2.44 $4.00 $3.05

Medium Strength Commercial; with irrig. Meter $0.50 $3.33 $4.00 $4.17

High Strength Commercial; no irrig. Meter $0.50 $3.90 $4.00 $5.05

High Strength Commercial; with irrig. Meter $0.50 $4.30 $4.00 $5.5S

*Additional Fixed Chargeof $2.00per dwelling unit

Proposed Rates To Take Effect July 1, 2013

January 1, 2012Rates Proposed Rates

Customer Type NPDES Fixed Volume Charge NPDES Fixed Volume Charge

Charge Per H.C.F. Charge Per H.C.F.

Single Family Residential $4.00 $3.18 $4.36 $3.47

Multiple Family Residential; no irrig. Meter $4.00 $2.78 $4.36 * $3.03

Multiple Family Residential; with irrig. Meter $4.00 $3.18 $4.36 * $3.47

Low Strength Commercial; no irrig. Meter $4.00 $2.60 $4.36 $2.83

Low Strength Commercial; with irrig. Meter $4.00 $3.18 $4.36 $3.47

Medium Strength Commercial; no irrig. Meter $4.00 $3.05 $4.36 $3.32

Medium Strength Commercial; with irrig. Meter $4.00 $4.17 $4.36 $4.55

High Strength Commercial; no irrig. Meter $4.00 $5.05 $4.36 $5.50

High Strength Commercial; with irrig. Meter $4.00 $5.55 $4.36 $6.05

* Additional Fixed Charge of $2.18 per dwelling unit

1 HCF =748 Gallons
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TABLE 1 (Cont.)

Proposed Rates To Take Effect July 1, 2014

July 1, 2013Rates Proposed Rates

Customer Type NPDES Fixed Volume Charge NPDES Fixed Volume Charge

Charge PerH.C.F. Charge Per H.C.F.

Single Family Residential $4.36 $3.47 $4.75 $3.78

Multiple Family Residential; no irrig. Meter $4.36 $3.03 $4.75 * $3.30

Multiple Family Residential; with irrig. Meter $4.36 $3.47 $4.75 * $3.78

Low Strength Commercial; no irrig. Meter $4.36 $2.83 $4.75 $3.09

Low Strength Commercial; with irrig. Meter $4.36 $3.47 $4.75 $3.78

Medium Strength Commercial; no irrig. Meter $4.36 $3.32 $4.75 $3.62

Medium Strength Commercial; with irrig. Meter $4.36 $4.55 $4.75 $4.95

High Strength Commercial; no irrig. Meter $4.36 $5.50 $4.75 $6.00

High Strength Commercial; with irrig. Meter $4.36 $6.05 $4.75 $6.59

* Additional Fixed Charge of $2.38 per dwelling unit

Proposed Rates To Take Effect July 1, 2015

July 1, 2014Rates Proposed Rates

Custome r Type NPDES Fixed Volume Charge NPDES Fixed Volume Charge

Charge Per H.C.F. Charge Per H.C.F.

Single Family Residential $4.75 $3.78 $5.18 $4.12

Multiple Family Residential; no irrig. Meter $4.75 $3.30 $5.18 * $3.60

Multiple Family Residential; with irrig. Meter $4.75 $3.78 $5.18 * $4.12

Low Strength Commercial; no irrig. Meter $4.75 $3.09 $5.18 $3.37

Low Strength Commercial; with irrig. Meter $4.75 $3.78 $5.18 $4.12

Medium Strength Commercial; no irrig. Meter $4.75 $3.62 $5.18 $3.95

Medium Strength Commercial; with irrig. Meter $4.75 $4.95 $5.18 $5.40

High Strength Commercial; no irrig. Meter $4.75 $6.00 $5.18 $6.54

High Strength Commercial; with irrig. Meter $4.75 $6.59 $5.18 $7.19

* Additional Fixed Charge of $2.59 per dwelling unit

1 HCF =748 Gallons
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TABLE 1 (Cont.)

Proposed Rates To Take Effect July 1, 2016

July 1, 2015Rates Proposed Rates

Customer Type NPDES Fixed Volume Charge NPDES Fixed Volume Charge

Charge Per H.C.F. Charge Per H.C.F.

Single Family Residential $5.18 $4.12 $5.65 $4.49

Multiple Family Residential; no irrig. Meter $5.18 $3.60 $5.65 * $3.92

Multiple Family Residential; with irrig. Meter $5.18 $4.12 $5.65 * $4.49

Low Strength Commercial; no irrig. Meter $5.18 $3.37 $5.65 $3.67

Low Strength Commercial; with irrig. Meter $5.18 $4.12 $5.65 $4.49

Medium Strength Commercial; no irrig. Meter $5.18 $3.95 $5.65 $4.31

Medium Strength Commercial; with irrig. Meter $5.18 $5.40 $5.65 $5.89

High Strength Commercial; no irrig. Meter $5.18 $6.54 $5.65 $7.13

High Strength Commercial; with irrig. Meter $5.18 $7.19 $5.65 $7.83

* Additional Fixed Charge of $2.78 per dwelling unit

1 HCF =748 Gallons
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TABLE 2

Cost Comparison with Local Agencies after 33% Increase

Agency Name
Single-Family

Comments
Rate*

EI Cajon $25.13 Cu rrent Rate

Otay Water District $30.40 Current Rate

Coronado $31.64 Current Rate

National City $32.08 Current Rate

EI Cajon $34.21 Proposed Rate 2012

Imperial Beach $36.76 Current Rate

Chula Vista $39.25 Current Rate

La Mesa $39.42 Current Rate

Poway $41.35 Current Rate

Lemon Grove $41.69 Current Rate

San Diego $52.58 Current Rate

Padre Dam MWD $57.02 Current Rate

Del Mar $92.49 Current Rate

*Monthly Costs Based on Average City of EI Cajon Water Use

9.5 HCF per month or 236 Gallons per Day
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TABLE 3

Cost Comparison with Local Agencies after

33% Increase and four annual 9% Increases

Agency Name
Single-Family

Comments
Rate*

EI Cajon $25.13 Current Rate

Otay Water District $30.40 Current Rate

Coronado $31.64 Current Rate

National City $32.08 Current Rate

Imperial Beach $36.76 Current Rate

Chula Vista $39.25 Current Rate

La Mesa $39.42 Current Rate

Poway $41.35 Current Rate

Lemon Grove $41.69 Current Rate

EI Cajon $48.31 Proposed Rate in 2016

San Diego $52.58 Current Rate

Padre Dam MWD $57.02 Current Rate

Del Mar $92.49 Current Rate

*Monthly Costs Based on Average City of EI Cajon Water Use

9.5 HCF per month or 236 Gallons per Day

Assumes No Rate Increases for other Jurisdictions
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City Clerk Date Stamp

DATE: August 16, 2011

TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Mayor Pro Tern McClellan
SUBJECT: Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City Council accept and file the following report of CouncillMayor 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 ofthe 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 behalfof the City
ofEI Cajon:

8/16/11­
8/17/11­
8/18/11­
8/23/11­
8/23/11­
8/23/11-

Meeting w/ Eldonna Lay, EI Cajon Historical Society
Meeting w/ Cindi Fargo, ECCDC
MTS Meeting
Council Agenda Meeting at 9:00 a.m.
Council Advisory Meeting at 1:30 p.m.
Council Meeting at 3:00 p.m.

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

SUBMITTED BY,

B . ·//77 . /7/ ill00 fJ / . tJ r..;LtJi{a/J-J

Bob McClellan
Mayor Pro Tern

1
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MEETING: 8/23/11

ITEM NO: 9.1

DATE:
TO:
FROM:
SUBJECT:

August 15,2011
Mayor and City Council
Councilmember Kendrick
Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City Council accept and file the following report of CouncillMayor 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 ofthe 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 behalfofthe City
ofEl Cajon:

August 12, 2011­
August 23, 2011­
August 23, 2011-

Meeting w/ Doug Williford
Council Advisory Meeting - Sewer Rates at 1:30 p.m.
City Council Meeting at 3:00 p.m.

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

SUBMITTED BY,

1



City Clerk Date Stamp lVIEETING: 8/23/11

ITEM NO: 10.1

DATE:
TO:
FROM:
SUBJECT:

August 18, 2011
Mayor and City Council
Councilmember Bill Wells
Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City Council accept and file the following report of CouncillMayor 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 ofthe 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 behalfofthe City
ofEl Cajon:

August 18, 2011­
August 18, 2011­
August 19, 2011­
August 23, 2011­
August 23, 2011-

Arkan Somo, Neighborhood Market Assoc.
Chancellor, Grossmont Community College
Politics in Paradise, Cuyamaca College
Council Advisory Meeting at 1:30 p.m.
City Council Meeting at 3:00 p.m.

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

SUBMITTED BY,

D·'
, "1''\ i. 7

,£j'\ Ii ~J tJ€flt/l
U-/l-/()/ A./~.~

Bill Wells ~<Ij9J
Councilmember ~

1
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BILL NO. SPONSOR SUBJECT
COUNCIL

POSITION COMMITTEE BILL STATUS/
DATE LAST ACTION DATE

AB 438 Williams
County free libraries: withdrawal:

6/14/2011 Oppose Assembly
7/12/2011 Read second time and

use of private contractors amended. Ordered to third reading.

8/15/2011 From committee chair, with

Local government: bankruptcy:
author's amendments: Amend, and re-

AB 506 Wieckowski 4/12/2011 Oppose Assembly refer to committee. Read second time,mediation
amended, and re-referred to Com. on
RLS.

Vehicles: Speed Limits: Downward
7/12/2011 Read second time. Ordered

AB 529 Gatto Speed Zoning. Local Control of NIA Support Assembly
to third reading.

Speed Limits

8/15/2011 From committee chair, with
An act to add Section 14105.94 to author's amendments: Amend, and re-

AB 678 Pan/Steinberg the Welfare and Institutions Code, 4/12/2011 Support Assembly refer to committee. Read second time,
relating to Medi-Cal amended, and re-referred to Com. on

APPR ..
Registered Warrants. Protects tax -

5/28/2011 Failed Deadline pursuant to
SB 11 Anderson

payers by prohibiting state from 4/26/2011 Support Senate Rule 61(a)(5). (Last location was APPR.
charging interest, late fees or

SUSPENSE FILE on 5/16/2011).penalties
State Funds: Registered Warrants.

SB 120 Anderson
Forces state agencies & 4/26/2011 Support Senate

7/13/2011 Set, first hearing. Referred to
departments to accept state's IOUs APPR. suspense file.
as payments

Recreational activities: skateboard
8/15/2011 Assembly amendments

SB 264 Correa
Parks

6/14/2011 Support Senate concurred in. (Ayes 37. Noes 0.)
Ordered to engrossing and enrolling.

8/15/2011 Assembly amendments
SB 332 Padilla Smoking: rental dwellings 6/14/2011 Support Senate concurred in. (Ayes 37. Noes 0.)

Ordered to engrossing and enrolling.

The Legislative Report tracks bills for the 2011-2012 Session of the California Legislature that the EI Cajon City Council I Redevelopment Agency has voted to monitor, support or oppose.
Page - 1- Updated August 17, 2011 at 9:30 a.m. for the August 23,2011 City Council Meeting



BILL NO. SPONSOR SUBJECT
COUNCIL

POSITION COMMITTEE
BILL STATUS /

DATE LAST ACTION DATE

Department of Transportation: north 8/15/2011 From committee with author's

S8 468 Kehoe coast corridor project: high- 4/26/2011 Oppose Senate amendments. Read second time and
amended. Re-referred to Com. onoccupancy toll lanes.
APPR.

The Legislative Report tracks bills for the 2011·2012 Session of the California Legislature that the EI Cajon City Council I Redevelopment Agency has voted to monitor, support or oppose.
Page - 2 - Updated August 17, 2011 at 9:30 a.m. for the August 23, 2011 City Council Meeting
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IN THIS ISSUE:
Page 3: 2011 California Civic Leadership Institute Holds Successful Policy Program in Big Creek
Page 4: Controller John Chiang Speaks at Orange County Division Meeting

ILG's Sustainable Communities Program Seeks Feedback With Brief Online Questionnaire
Foundation Announces 2011 "Extra Mile Day," Seeks Participating Mayors

Page 5: The Hit List from WesternCity.com

HIGH DESERT CITIES ANNOUNCE SUPPORT FOR REDEVELOPMENT LAWSUIT

Today, city officials from Adelanto, Town of Apple Valley, Barstow, Hesperia, and Victorville held
a press conference in support of the League/California Redevelopment Association (CRA) lawsuit
at the Yucca Loma Bridge in Apple Valley. In recent weeks, San Diego, Clovis, Modesto, Goleta,
Oakland, Cathedral City, Bakersfield, Long Beach, Monterey and Ontario have held similar press
conferences. For more, see Page 2.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

DESIGNATE VOTING DELEGATES FOR ANNUAL CONFERENCE RESOLUTIONS
City Council Action Recommended by Aug. 26

With a flurry of political activity in California this year, the League received an increase in annual
conference resolutions. Five resolutions were submitted for consideration and recommendation
by policy committees. The Administrative Services Policy Committee will review two of the five
resolutions, and the other three will be reviewed by the Public Safety Committee on Sept. 21 at
the 2011 League Annual Conference & Expo. For more, see Page 2.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

FCC'S THREAT TO LOCAL ZONING AND RIGHT OF WAY AUTHORITY: CRITICAL
DEADLINE LOOMS FOR CITIES TO RESPOND BY AUG. 30

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) this past spring released a Notice of Inquiry
entitled "Expanding the Reach and Reducing the Cost of Broadband Deployment by Improving
Policies Regarding Public Rights of Way and Wireless Facilities Siting"
(http://hraunfoss.fcc.gov/edocs public/attachmatch/FCC-11-51 A1.doc). The choice of title implies
an FCC prejudgment of fault against local government rights of way and tower siting policies. In
fact, it could be the first step in allowing the FCC to regulate local rights of way as agency officials
review cell tower and road trenching requests by the telecommunications industry.
For more, see Page 2.



'Lawsuit' Continued from Page 1...

The lawsuit, challenging the constitutionality of AB1x 26 and AB1x 27, the two redevelopment
bills passed as part of the state budget in June, was filed in July. The state has since issued its
response (http://bit.lylpOhOeP) to the lawsuit and the League has replied (http://bit.ly/ri4Quk).

The California Supreme Court has not made its decision regarding the request for a stay to
prevent both AB 1x 26 and AB 1x 27 from going into effect until the case is decided. The League
and CRA have urged the Court to make this decision by Aug. 15.

Unless overturned by the courts, this legislation will result in the elimination of redevelopment
agencies and force "ransom" payments by local agencies to fund state obligations to schools.
The result will be the elimination of many critical local job-creating revitalization projects
throughout the High Desert Region.

Speaking on behalf of all cities and businesses in the region were:
• Cari Thomas, mayor, Adelanto
• Scott Nassif, mayor, Town of Apple Valley
• Joe Gomez, mayor, Barstow
• Mike Leonard, mayor, Hesperia
• Ryan McEachron, mayor, Victorville
• Pat Orr, small business owner

The event was covered by Alissa Penman with the High Desert Daily Press.

For pictures of this event, please visit the League's Facebook page at
www.facebook.com/leagueofcacities.

'Resolutions' Continued from Page 1...

Voting on the 2011 annual conference resolutions will occur during the General Assembly, which
starts at 2:30 p.m. on Friday, Sept. 23. This one-city, one-vote process comes once each year,
and it is an opportunity for each city to express its voice on the future direction of League policy.

Voting Delegates - Halfway There

As of this week, half of the cities registered for the 2011 Annual Conference & Expo have
submitted voting delegate designation forms. If your city has officials registered for the
conference, your council should act to designate a voting delegate and alternate(s).

To designate your city's voting delegate:
• It is recommended that the city council take action to designate a voter and alternate(s)

before Aug. 26; and
• The city clerk should then complete, sign and return the voting delegate form to the

League office by Aug. 26.

Requirements for voting delegates and alternates:
• Must be registered for the conference (may be registered for Friday only);
• May be either elected or appointed city officials (Le. council member, city manager); and
• Must be designated by an action of the city council.

Please review the voting delegate information to learn more about the how to designate voting
delegates and alternates
(http://www.cacities.org/resource files/29950.votingDelegateLetter11.doc.) If you can't access
this form, contact Mary McCullough, mmcullough@cacities.org. If you have questions about the
resolutions/voting process, contact Meg Desmond, mdesmond@cacities.org.

Visit the League's website
(http://www.cacities.org/advo/policy/index. isp?displaytype=11 &story=22044) for more information
about the annual conference resolution process.
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Annual conference registration is required to attend policy committee, department and the
business meeting. Registration includes admission to all sessions, the Expo, Thursday breakfast
and lunches Thursday and Friday, along with networking receptions each evening. A one-day
registration for member-city attendees is $250 and full conference is $525. Register online at
www.cacities.org/events prior to Aug. 30 or onsite after that date.

'FCC' Continued from Page 1...

The National League of Cities and seven other national associations representing local
governments formed a coalition and filed "flagship" comments on July 18 urging the FCC to reject
any effort to do so. Such a move, they said, would lead to the loss of billions of dollars in much
needed cost-recovery fees for cities and counties in California and throughout the nation. It would
give the cellular and telephone operators special treatment in zoning and in trenching the streets
as well as a virtually free pass to use any and all taxpayer property at will and without restriction
for their own purposes.

For more please see Western City magazine's web exclusive "The FCC's Threat to Local Zoning
and Right-of-Way Authority: Critical Deadline Looms" at http://www.westerncity.comlWestern­
City!Augus t-2011/The-FCCs-Threat -to-Loca 1-Zoning-and-Right-of-Way-Authority-Critical­
Deadline-Looms.

2011 California Civic Leadership Institute Holds Successful Policy Program in Big
Creek

Last week marked the first program of the 2011 California Civic Leadership Institute (CCLI), an
educational program for city elected officials looking to run for the Legislature. Now in its seventh
year, the 2011 class attended policy discussions at Southern California Edison's Big Creek
Hydroelectric Facility. The program included discussions on water infrastructure issues led by
former California Natural Resources Secretary Lester Snow and Mario Santoyo, who serves as
Friant Water Authority assistant general manager and director of the Latino Water Coalition. The
program kicked off in Fresno with a discussion led by former Assembly Member Fred Keeley
regarding governance in California and fiscal and electoral impediments.

The 2011 CCLI class includes:
• Pete Aguilar, mayor, Redlands
• Richard Bloom, mayor, Santa Monica
• Ling Ling Chang, mayor pro tem, Diamond Bar
• Jim Frazier, mayor, Oakley
• Glenda Hill, mayor pro tem, Orange Cove
• Michael Hudson, vice mayor, Suisun City
• Madeline Kellner, mayor, Novato
• Randon Lane, mayor, Murrieta
• Gilbert Wong, mayor, Cupertino

Presented by the League Partner Program, CCLI exposes city officials to a variety of complex
statewide priorities including water, the impact of increasing energy demand on our growing state,
and more. The program is designed to give local leaders a broad, in-depth understanding of
critical issues affecting the state, highlight the tools they will need to succeed if elected to the
Legislature, and provide a forum where lasting bonds can be created among California's rising
leaders.

Several League Partners attended the Big Creek program including Hal Conklin and Jaime Huff
of Southern California Edison, Steve Gedestad of Keenan & Associates and Fran Mancia of
MuniServices.

The second portion of the program will take place in Sacramento in the fall and will focus on
politics in Sacramento and structural governance issues. CCLI also includes a reception in
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conjunction with the Sacramento education session where participants are able to meet and greet
legislators and lobbyists. The fall schedule for CCLI will be announced at a later date.

For more information, contact Sam Caygill at scavgill@cacities.org or (916) 658-8204.

Controller John Chiang Speaks at Orange County Division Meeting

Last Thursday, State Controller John Chiang spoke at the Orange County Division Quarterly
General Membership meeting, marking a new era for the division, which has been in transition
since the start of the year.

The meeting was a success with close to 70 people in attendance, including representatives from
more than 20 cities, chambers of commerce, state legislative staff, and the local media. The high
level of participation is a clear indication that Orange County cities value the services provided by
the League.

The Controller's presentation focused on California's economic fiscal outlook. He stated that all
sectors of California's economy are yielding positive contributions to the state's Growth Domestic
Product (GOP), with the exception of two areas: government and real estate. Controller Chiang
confirmed that the revenues that are coming in are higher than expected, and explained that this
is a result of Gov. Jerry Brown utilizing very conservative growth estimates. In addition, the
Controller reported that for the current state budget to be balanced and not have the automatic
triggers pulled resulting in deeper cuts, "the economy has to be firing off on all eight cylinders."

The Controller also addressed his role during the recent state budget negotiations, and his
decision to not pay legislators their salary until a balanced budget was passed, "There was no
politics at play, it all came down to basic formulas" said Chiang. The California State Constitution
states that "estimated" revenues must meet or exceed the current year's appropriation levels. The
original simple-majority budget deal did not pass that test because there was a $480 million
deficit in the state's reserves, along with an additional $700 million price tag in trailer bills,
resulting in a $1.8 billion shortfall. That $1.8 billion shortfall is what compelled the Controller to
deem the state budget to be unbalanced, causing legislators to forfeit their pay (estimated at
$5,000 each).

At the conclusion of the Controller's presentation to the Orange County Division, Laguna Niguel
Council Member Joe Brown presented Chiang with a special souvenir: a book regarding Council
Member Brown's great-grandfather, John Stroud Houston, who was the first California's first
controller.

For pictures of this event, please visit the League's Facebook page at
www.facebook.com/leagueofcacities.

ILG's Sustainable Communities Program Seeks Feedback With Brief Online
Questionnaire

To better serve local officials and their communities, the Institute for Local Government (ILG)
would like to learn more about local official's experiences and information needs on topics related
to sustainable communities and sustainable economic development.

The Sustainable Communities Questionnaire consists of 11 questions and should take about 5-10
minutes to complete. The questionnaire is accessible through the ILG website at http://www.ca­
ilg.org/questionnaire.

ILG plans to share the summary of research findings with those who complete the questionnaire
in the coming weeks.

Foundation Announces 2011 "Extra Mile Day," Seeks Participating Mayors
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Each year, the Extra Mile America Foundation (EMAF) celebrates "Extra Mile Day" as a reminder
that when leaders, individual citizens, and organizations do their part to go the extra mile, we all
benefit. This year, "Extra Mile Day" will be held on Nov. 1. EMAF is looking for interested mayors
to participate in the program.

Participating mayors must take part in at least one of a number of the following activities:

• Adopt a proclamation declaring Nov. 1 "Extra Mile Day;"
• Reward certificates to worthy volunteers or community members who are "Going the

Extra Mile in Volunteerism and Service;"
• Creating a "call to action" or "volunteer challenge" and rewarding certificates to

individuals who complete 111 volunteer hours by Nov. 1;
• Holding an Extra Mile Day ceremony and press conference with the mayor and local

media outlets to officially acknowledge "extra mile" individuals; and
• Holding an Extra Mile Day info fair in which local organizations set up booths and

disseminate information about volunteer opportunities.

EMAF will begin contacting local media in October in each participating city in order to highlight
mayors and activities. A map of participating cities has been created using Google Maps
(http://bit.ly/mruTyg).

For more information or sample proclamation wording please contact Annika Ihnat at
Annika@ExtraMileAmerica.org or (310) 619-3404.

The Hit List from WesternCity.com

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 reflects the topics of greatest interest
to California city officials during the month of July.

The results are in, and these articles are "Hits!"

1. "Is the Bell Tolling for Pension Reform" - June 2011
(http://www.westerncity.comlWestern-City/July-2011/ls-the-Bell-Tolling-for-Pension­
Reform)

2. "The Brown Act and the Perils of Electronic Communication" - June 2011
(http://www.westerncity.comlWestern-City/June-2011/The-Brown-Act-and-the-Perils-of­
Electronic-Communication)

3. "Evaluating Green Fleet Options" - July 2011 (http://www.westerncity.comlWestern­
City/July-2011 /Evaluating-Green-Fleet-Options)

4. "Meetings the Challenges of Plug In Electric Vehicles" - JUly 2011
(http://www.westerncity.comlWestern-City/July-2011/Meeting-the-Challenges-of-Plug-In­
Electric-Vehicles)

5. "Recognizing Leadership - July 2011" (http://www.westerncity.comlWestern-City/July­
2011/Recognizing-Leadership)

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."
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UPDATES

Aug. 8, 2011
Issue #84

11.1

LEAGUE AND CALIFORNIA CITY MANAGEMENT FOUNDATION LAUNCH NEW
PROGRAM GEARED TOWARDS SHARING CALIFORNIA CITY SUCCESS STORIES

Today the League and the California City Management Foundation (CCMF) launched an
innovative new program called "Strong Cities I Strong State." The program's centerpiece,
www.iStrongCitiesStrongState..com. will promote city success stories alongside profiles of elected
city officials and city managers working together to build and maintain a high quality of life for
California city residents. For more, see Page 2.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

GOVERNOR SIGNS BILL TO AUTHORIZE PILOT PROJECT
FOR ALL-MAIL BALLOT ELECTIONS

Today, Gov. Jerry Brown signed AB 413 (Yamada), a League-supported measure which
establishes a pilot program authorizing Yolo County to conduct all-mail, or "all-postal" as
Assembly Member Yamada says, ballot elections and remains in effect until Jan. 1, 2018.
For more, see Page 2.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••



'Strong Cities I Strong State' Continued from Page 1...

The "Strong Cities I Strong State" program provides a first-of-its-kind platform for showcasing
California cities' success stories, pairing these achievements with testimonials from community
leaders and emphasizing specific city services and community characteristics.

Every California city will be profiled over the next 18 months. League members can expect to
hear from their regional public affairs manager for instructions on how to build their profiles and
share their city's successes.

For more information on this new program, please see the "Strong Cities I Strong State" press
release at http://bit.lV1mTsQFG and "like" their Facebook page at
https:lIwww.facebook. comlstrongcifiesstrongstate.

'AB 413' Continued from Page 1...

Of particular importance to cities is the bill's requirement that Yolo County report statistics of the
cost to conduct an all-mail ballot election, the demographic of voters, their permanent vote-by­
mail status, as well as other information to the Secretary of State (SOS) and Legislature. This
much needed data will help assist the Legislature and SOS in determining whether this can be a
successful form of voting for other local elections and whether it is worthy of expansion to future
elections.

Several other counties have conducted all-mail ballot elections and have demonstrated a
successful reduction in election costs. While this is a pilot project for Yolo County, if it is
successful, cities may be one step closer to conducting these cost saving elections.

This was the third attempt to get this bill passed. Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger vetoed Assembly
Member Yamada's 2009 and 2010 version.
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UPDATES

Aug. 9, 2011
Issue #85

11.1

AB 1X 26 AND AB 1X 27 DEADLINES APPROACHING

The Department of Finance (OaF) has revised its AB 1x 27 payment appeal form since the CA
Cities Advocate article "OaF Posts ABx1 27 Redevelopment Agency Payment Calculations"
http://WWW.cacities.orglindex.jsp?zone=\occ&previewStory=28591 was published. The deadline to
submit the revised form remains Monday, Aug. 15. For more, see Page 2.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

LEGISLATURE SCHEDULED TO RETURN AUG. 15 AND TAKE ACTION ON
OUTSTANDING BILLS BEFORE SESSION ENDS ON SEPT. 9

Letter's Needed Immediately

When the legislators return from their summer break on Monday, Aug. 15, they will resume work
on a number of outstanding bills of concern to cities. All actions must be completed before
adjournment of session on Sept. 9. Below is a list of bills for which the League has taken a
position and flagged as "Hot." Some of these bills could be amended substantially but many are
likely to go directly to Gov. Jerry Brown's desk in their current form. For more, see Page 2.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

BILL THAT DISCOURAGES CITIES FROM ZONING
TRANSIT INTENSIVE AREAS ON SENATE FLOOR

Opposition Letters Needed Now on AB 710

With just three weeks remaining for the Legislature to pass bills this session, city officials are
encouraged to send in opposition letters on AB 710 (Skinner), which penalizes communities that
promote transit oriented development by imposing a one-size-fits-all parking standard.
For more, see Page 2.



'Redevelopment' Continued from Page 1...

Instructions and forms for redevelopment agencies appealing their AS 1X 27 payment amounts
are available on OOF's website at http://www.dof.ca.gov/assembly bills 26-27/view.php.
Agencies must provide the requested information and remit the completed form via e-mail to
Redevelopment Adrninistration@dof.ca.gov.

Furthermore, AB 1x 26 requires redevelopment agencies to submit their completed enforceable
obligation payments schedule (EOPS) by Aug. 28. The California Redevelopment Association
(CRA) has an EOPS template available at www.calredevelop.org.Click "AB 1X 26/27
Information" to access the template.

The EOPS must be adopted at a public meeting and then posted on the agency's or its
jurisdiction's website. It must be submitted by mail or electronically to the agency's county
auditor-controller, the state controller's office, and OOF.

Additional information on AB 1x 26 and AB tx 27 compliance is available on OOF's website
at http:i./www.dof.ca.govlassernbly bills 26-27Iview.php.

'Bills' Continued from Page 1...

One good sign for cities is that in the Governor's recent veto of AB 455 (Campos), he illustrated
that he is critically reviewing bills which would impede local control. In his AB 455 veto message,
(http:t/gov.ca.gov/docs/AB 0455 SIgning Message.Pdf) the Governor characterized the bill as a
"top down, one-size-fits-all solution on merit and personnel commissions statewide" and noted
that it was inconsistent with his efforts to increase local control. Therefore, it is especially
important that cities submit opposition letters for the League-opposed bills below, as these letters
have an influence in informing the Governor's decisions.

All League position letters and select sample letters can be found on the League's website at
www.CacitieS.orgfblllsearChby typing the bill number into the search box.

Employee Relations

SB 46 (Correa) Public Officials: Compensation Disclosure. Oppose. This bill would duplicate
existing requirements by calling for anyone who files a statement of economic interest under the
Political Reform Act to additionally file an annual compensation disclosure form created by the
state controller.

AB 438 (Williams) County Free Libraries: Withdrawal. Oppose. Imposes numerous restrictive
requirements on public-private contracts for library services. This bill ties the hands of local
governments grappling with how to maintain existing services at a time when the state wants to
require local governments to provide more services.

AB 506 (Wieckowski) Municipal Bankruptcy, Fiscal Emergencies and Employee Relations.
Oppose. Prohibits any local government from filing Chapter 9 Federal Bankruptcy protection
without first receiving permission from a "neutral" evaluator that has the power to make
determinations and is more like an arbitrator. Further, the measure contains an obstacle course of
criteria and conditions that are replete with bias against local agencies to the benefit of labor
interests.

AB 646 (Atkins) Public Employee Organizations. Impasse Procedures. Oppose. Many cities
provide for impasse procedures, including mediation and factfinding, in collective bargaining
negotiations and bargain in good faith with their respective employee organizations. AB 646
removes this local authority by giving full discretion to public employee unions to request
factfinding once an impasse is reached. Additionally, the significant cost that will be imposed on
agencies for a process that is at the sole discretion of the local bargaining unit and not the agency
is financially impractical for cities.

SB 931 (Vargas) Public Agencies. Outside Legal Counsel. Oppose. Provides that all public
agencies are forbidden to use taxpayer dollars to pay for outside consultants or legal advisors for
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the purpose of counseling the public employer about ways to minimize or deter the exercise of
public employee union activities.

Public Safety

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.

AB 678 (Pan) MediCal Emergency Services Reimbursement. Support. Makes federal funds
available to participating cities and public agencies that provide pre-hospital transport services to
MediCal recipients for reimbursement of costs not covered through the MediCal program.

AB 1389 (Allen) Sobriety Check Points. Oppose. Changes regulations for local law
enforcement to sobriety (DUI) check points and makes it permissible for drivers to evade check
point locations with no repercussions.

SB 676 (Leno) Industrial Hemp Pilot Program. Oppose. Establishes an industrial hemp pilot
program in five counties (Imperial, Kern, Kings, San Joaquin and Yolo) and allows specified plots
of land to be used for hemp cultivation regardless of local land use policies and potential conflicts
with federal prohibition.

Land Use and Housing

AB 46 (Perez) and AB 781 (Perez) City of Vernon: Disincorporation. Oppose. AB 46 would
disincorporate the city of Vernon in Los Angeles County while AB 781 would implement the
disincorporation of the city. Cities should oppose both bills.

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 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 more than 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.

SB 244 (Wolk) Land Use: General Plan: Disadvantaged Unincorporated Communities.
Oppose. This bill creates a state-mandated local program which requires cities to review and
update its General Plan as necessary to address disadvantaged unincorporated communities.
After the initial revision and update of the General Plan, a city is also required to review, and if
necessary amend, the general plan to update the information, goals, and program of action
relating to these communities therein.

AB 710 (Skinner) Local Planning: Infill and Transit-Oriented Development. Oppose. This bill
would limit a city's parking standard to one parking space per 1,000 square feet of non-residential
improvements and one space per unit of residential improvements for any new development
project in transit intensive areas.

Public Works

SB 293 (Padilla) Payment Bonds: Laborers. This bill would limit a local agency's ability to set
retention rates to no more than 5 percent in public contracts. Cities use retention proceeds to
assure that work is done in compliance with the contract document and serve as a financial
incentive for contractors to complete a project. The League is seeking amendments that would
remove these provisions from the bill.

Revenue and Taxation
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AB 155 (Calderon) Use Tax: Retailer Engaged in Business. Support. Improve use tax
collection through different approaches to increase the amount of state and local revenues
collected from online sales.

SB 191, 192 and 193 (Senate Committee on Governance and Finance) Validating Acts of
2011. Oppose, Unless Amended. Administration-backed amendments were recently added into
this bill to remove protections for actions undertaken by redevelopment agencies. These
amendments are tied to Gov. Jerry Brown's effort to eliminate redevelopment agencies, thus
politicizing this typically non-controversial bill.

'AS 710' Continued from Page 1...

More specifically, AB 710 prohibits cities from requiring a minimum parking standard greater than
one parking space per 1,000 square feet of nonresidential improvements and one parking space
per unit of residential improvements for any new development project in transit intensive areas. In
addition, this bill changes the definition of a transit intensive area so that it also applies to major
transit stops that do not exist yet, but are simply in the regional transportation plan.

The bill is sponsored by the California Infill Builders Association who believes that local
governments have excessive parking requirements and that allowing builders to decide how
much parking is needed would ensure sufficient amounts of parking, and significantly reduce the
cost of development and increase density in areas with the most housing demand.

While this bill may be well-intended, such state meddling will likely backfire and cause local
communities to avoid promoting transit oriented development. Local officials and planners know
that ensuring adequate parking is a critical component to securing the support of local residents
and businesses for development proposals which seek to increase density in an existing
neighborhood. Communities and neighborhoods are not the same; neither is the level of
available transit. Flexibility must be maintained to respond to unique local issues and
circumstances.

AB 710 is on the Senate floor with just two votes away from landing on Gov. Jerry Brown's desk,
so additional opposition letters are needed. To access the League's sample opposition letter,
please visit www.caCities.orgfbiHsearch and type in "AB 710" into the search box.

For questions please contact Kirstin Kolpitcke at kkolpitcke@cacities,org.
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Issue #86
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UPDATES

CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT AGREES TO HEAR
REDEVELOPMENT PETITION ON EXPEDITED BASIS

State Supreme Court Also Issues Pettie! Stay Which Prevents Redevelopment Agencies
from Having to Make Payments Until Supreme Court Resolves Case

Today, the California Supreme Court announced that it had agreed to take California
Redevelopment Assn. v. Matosantos (S194861), the petition challenging the constitutionality of
the recent budget bills (AS 1x 26 & 27) that eliminate redevelopment agencies unless they agree
to make a "ransom" payment to fund State obligations. The California Supreme Court also
granted the stay requested by the California Redevelopment Association and League of
California Cities. The stay, in effect, prevents redevelopment agencies from being forced to make
the payments until the Court rules on the merits of the case.

"We're very gratified that the California Supreme Court has agreed to take our case, issued the
stay we requested to preserve the status quo, and that it is moving forward on an expedited
basis," said Chris McKenzie, executive director, League of California Cities. "The redevelopment
bills are unconstitutional, violating Proposition 22 and other provisions of the state constitution.
We look forward to presenting our case to the Court very soon. We're confident the State
Supreme Court will ultimately strike down this unconstitutional legislation that ignores the voters'
will and that will destroy local economies."

The court established an expedited briefing schedule designed to facilitate oral argument as early
as possible in 2011, and a decision before Jan. 15, 2012, the date when redevelopment agencies
are required to make their first payment.
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Aug. 12, 2011
Issue #87

11.1

SIX RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED FOR ANNUAL CONFERENCE

This year, the League of California Cities received six resolutions. Five of the resolutions have
been referred to two policy committees: Administrative Services and Public Safety. The other
resolution was referred directly to the General Assembly.

The resolution packets have been mailed out to mayors, city managers and city clerks.
Make sure your city is represented at the General Assembly by designating a voting delegate to
cast your city's vote!

Please contact Meg Desmond with any questions by phone (916) 658-8224 or e-mail
mdesmond@cacities.org .

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

LEAGUE'S LOS ANGELES COUNTY DIVISION INSTALLS NEW OFFICERS

Last Thursday, the League's Los Angeles County Division installed its 2011-2012 executive
officers. Cerritos Council Member, Bruce Barrows is the new division president. The executive
board also includes: Redondo Beach Council Member Steve Diels (first vice president); Diamond
Bar Council Member Ling-Ling Chang (secretary); Rosemead Council Member Steven Lye
(treasurer); Azusa Council Member Angel Carrillo (immediate past president); and Whittier
Council Member Owen Newcomer (state director).

The installation event was held at the Cerritos Center for the Performing Arts. Los Angeles
County Sheriff Leroy Baca served as installing officer and spoke about his efforts to improve the
Los Angeles correctional system to accommodate new state realignment proqrarns.

The new executive officers expressed their commitment to the Los Angeles County Division, the
League's largest division. Area city officials interested in becoming involved in division activities
should contact the League's Los Angeles County Regional Public Affairs Managers: Kristine
Guerrero at kguerrero@cacities.org, Jennifer Quan at jquan@cacities.org, or Jeff Kiernan at
jkiernan@cacities.org.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
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Issue #88

11.1

Updates

BILLS IN COMMITTEE: AUG. 15-29

The Legislature returned from its summer recess today. With only four weeks until the end of the
session, city officials should monitor the movement of priority bills and watch for action alerts. For
a full list of priority bills please see "Legislature Scheduled to Return Aug. 15 and Take Action on
Outstanding Bills Before Session Ends of Sept. 9" at
http://www.cacities.org/index.isp?zone::::locc&previewStory::::28468. City officials are also
encouraged to submit their position letters as soon as possible for these bills.

In addition to priority bills, the League will also track the following bills for which the League has
taken a position. Many legislative hearings are available online for video or audio monitoring. A
full listing of all Senate (http://senate.ca.gov/dailyfile) and Assembly
(http://www.asm.ca.gov/defaulttext.asp) hearings is available online. Hearing times are subject to
change. For more, see Page 2.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••



'Bills in Committee' Continued from Page 1...

Monday, Aug. 15

Senate Appropriations, State Capitol, Room 4203 at 10 a.m.:
• AB 22 (Mendoza) Employment: Credit Reports. League position: Oppose.
• AB 52 (Feuer) Health Care Coverage: Rate Approval. League position: Oppose.
• AB 622 (Dickinson) Civil Grand Juries. League position: Support
• AB 646 (Atkins) Local Public Employee Organizations: Impasse Procedures.

League position: Oppose.
• AB 781 (Perez) Local Government: Counties: Unincorporated Areas. League

position: Oppose.
• AB 892 (Carter) Department of Transportation: Environmental Review Process:

Federal Pilot Program. League position: Support.
• AB 947 (Solorio) Workers' Compensation: Temporary Disability Payments. League

position: Oppose.
• AB 1168 (Pan) Workers' Compensation: Vocational Expert Fee Schedule. League

position: Support.
• AB 1215 (Blumenfield) Vehicles: Electronic Processing of Documents: Titling and

Registration. League position: Support if Amend.
• AB 1344 (Feuer) Local Governance. League position: Working with the Author.
• AB 1417 (Hall) Tribal Gaming: Local Agencies. League position: Support.

Anticipated to be heard during Senate Appropriations, State Capitol, Room 4203 at 10 a.m.:
• AB 344 (Furutani) Public Employees' Retirement. League position: Oppose Unless

Amend.
• AB 378 (Solorio) Workers' Compensation: Pharmacy Products. League position:

Support.
• AB 1389 (Allen) Vehicles: Sobriety Checkpoints: Impoundment. League position:

Oppose.

Wednesday, Aug. 17

Assembly Appropriations, State Capitol, Room 4202 at 9 a.m.:
• SB 27 (Simitian) Public Retirement: Final Compensation: Computation: Retirees.

League position: Support if Amend.
• SB 44 (Corbett) Public Utilities: Gas Pipeline Emergency Response Standards.

League position: Support.
• SB 136 (Yee) Energy Services Contracts: Prevailing Wages. League position:

Oppose Unless Amend.
• SB 244 (Wolk) Land Use: General Plan: Disadvantaged Unincorporated

Communities. League position: Oppose.
• SB 293 (Padilla) Payment Bonds: Laborers. League position: Oppose.
• SB 457 (Calderon) Workers' Compensation: Liens. League position: Neutral.
• SB 469 (Vargas) Land Use: Development Project Review: Superstores. League

position: Oppose.
• SB 676 (Leno) Industrial Hemp. League position: Oppose.
• SB 679 (Pavley) Energy: Energy Conservation Projects: Financial Assistance:

Local Governments and Public Institutions. League position: Support.
• SB 776 (DeSaulnier) Local Workforce Investment Boards: Funding. League position:

Oppose.
• SB 790 (Leno) Electricity: Community Choice Aggregation. League position: Support.
• SB 857 (Lieu) Public Employment: Unlawful Strike Damages. League position:

Oppose.
• SB 863 (Lieu) Workers' compensation: Liens. League position: Support.

Senate Education, State Capitol, Room 4203 at 10 a.m.:
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• AS 229 (Lara) State Auditor: Commission on Teacher Credentialing: Enforcement
Program Monitor. League position: Concerns.
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13.1
DRAFT MINUTES
August 9, 2011

13. ORDINANCES: FIRST READING

13.1 INTRODUCTION OF AN ORDINANCE ADDING A NEW CHAPTER 9.66 TO
THE EL CAJON MUNICIPAL CODE REGARDING ABANDONED SHOPPING
CARTS (Report: Director of Community Development)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council

ve utilized in order to

d been working with the group Seniors on
dress abandoned shopping cards. She feels

them know it is against the law to remove the

deter removal of sho

• Make a MOTION, and second to introduce the Ordinance
• Discussion
• Vote
• If approved, the Mayor requests the City Clerk to recite the title

Councilmember Ha
the Move to come u
vendors should edu
shopping carts.

DISCU

An Ordinance adding new Chapter 9.66 to the EI Cajon Muni
abandoned shopping carts

Cyndi Fargo, EI C jo Community Development Corporation, applauds the efforts of
Council for this ord nance. She submits a letter outlining some of the problems associated
with abandoned shopping carts and feels that prevention and interruption of the behavior is
necessary.

Samantha Dabish, Neighborhood Market Association, indicates that members of the
Association recognize the shopping cart problem, but they would like to have an opportunity
to review and comment on the proposed ordinance.

City Attorney Foley advises Council of the option to make modifications today, or consider
modifications at a future meeting, giving the public an opportunity to comment.

No one else comes forward to speak.

MOTION BY LEWIS, SECOND BY MCCLELLAN, to CONTINUE the Item for
two weeks, to the 3:00 p.m, meeting of August 23, 2011 and to accept
written comments.

MOTION CARRIES BY UNANIMOUS VOTE.
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MEETING: August 9,2011

ITEM NO: 13.1

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

June 23,2011

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

Melissa Ayres, Director of Community Development

SUBJECT: INTRODUCTION OF AN ORDINANCE ADDING A NEW CHAPTER 9.66
TO THE EL CAJON MUNICIPAL CODE REGARDING ABANDONED
SHOPPING CARTS

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:

• Move to introduce the attached ordinance adding a new chapter 9.66 to the EI Cajon
Municipal Code Regarding Abandoned Shopping Carts

• If approved, request the City Clerk to recite the title.

BACKGROUND:

The City is home to many businesses that provide shopping carts to customers for the
convenience of shopping in their stores and carrying their purchased goods to their cars.
Customers often abuse this amenity by removing the shopping carts from the premise to
transport their purchases home, then leaving the carts abandoned along the street near
their homes. Other shopping carts have been commandeered by homeless persons to
store and move their possessions around city streets and by persons collecting recyclable
materials from nearby trash cans then transporting them to one of the local recycling
centers for cash.

Many businesses that provide shopping cart amenities on-site for their customers retain the
services of a cart retrieval company that drives around town looking for stolen, abandoned
shopping carts, retrieves the abandoned shopping carts and then brings them back to the
business establishment for a fee. Other such establishments have posted signs on the
property stating it is illegal to remove shopping carts from the premise, hired a guard to
discourage removal of carts, or have installed a magnetic strip around their parking lots
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and equipped the carts so that the wheels will lock, if a customer attempts to remove the
shopping cart from the premise across the strip. Each of these is successful to varying
degrees, some better than others.

Despite the efforts by local businesses to retain and retrieve shopping carts, many
shopping carts that have been removed from an establishment, and wrecked, dismantled
and/or abandoned are often visible around the City throughout the day. The accumulation
of these shopping carts is aesthetically detrimental to the community, promotes blight, may
reduce property values, and is in general, a public nuisance. For these reasons, staff is
presenting to the City Council the attached draft ordinance that will add a new chapter to
the Municipal Code to regulate abandoned shopping carts.

The proposed ordinance places the burden of maintaining shopping carts on the premise
of the business providing the shopping carts directly on the business itself. Under the
provisions of the draft ordinance, shopping cart owners will be required to submit a plan to
the Community Development Director (Director) outlining how they propose to manage
shopping carts so that they don't become a public nuisance. Information requested may
include a description of the proposed management control system, a monthly shopping
cart inventory, and monthly loss and recovery data specific to that business location.

If the Director determines that the shopping cart management system being used at that
store premise is not effective, the Director may require the owner to utilize an alternate,
more effective system. These include, but are not limited to: 1) a shopping cart wheel lock
system; 2) posting a guard in parking lot to stop the removal of shopping carts; 3) requiring
an employee to accompany and immediately retrieve every shopping cart that is removed
from a store upon placement of purchases into a customer's vehicle; 4) establishment of
an effective off-site shopping cart retrieval system; 5) requiring that shopping carts be
secured during non-business hours; and any combination thereof. Approval of an alternate
system by the Director would not relieve the business owner of responsibility to effectively
manage the control of their shopping carts. If the plan approved was still not effective, a
second alternate method may be required. Any decision of the Director to approve,
conditionally approve or deny a shopping cart management plan may be appealed to the
City Council.

The draft ordinance is consistent with State law regulating abandoned shopping carts. It
provides that the Police Department may stop someone observed pushing a shopping cart
along the City Street and retrieve the shopping cart and arrest them for theft. While this is
an available deterrent, such crimes are not a priority to prosecutors, takes police away from
other important work in the community, and places a burden on the police to protect the
personal property (if any) removed from a stolen shopping cart. As a single solution to the
problem, police enforcement would not be adequate.

The ordinance also follows State law by providing for an interim solution to the problem by
allowing Public Works staff in trucks to pick up abandoned shopping carts observed around
town, store them at the Public Works yard, notify business owners of the location of stored
abandoned carts, and maintain the yard open to allow such business owners to pick up the

-2-



DRAFT

ORDINANCE NO.---

AN ORDINANCE ADDING NEW CHAPTER 9.66
TO THE EL CAJON MUNICIPAL CODE

REGARDING ABANDONED SHOPPING CARTS

The EI Cajon City Council does ordain as follows:

SECTION 1: Chapter 9.66 of Title 9, being Sections 9.66.005 through
9.66.080, inclusive, of the EI Cajon Municipal Code is hereby added to read as
follows:

9.66.005 Findings and declaration.

The city council makes the following findings and declarations:

The accumulation of wrecked, dismantled or abandoned shopping carts, or parts
thereof, is found to create a condition tending to reduce property values, to
promote blight and deterioration, to constitute an attractive nuisance creating a
hazard to the health and safety of minors, to be aesthetically detrimental to the
community and to be injurious to the health, safety and general welfare.
Responsibility for minimizing or eliminating this impact rests with individuals who
use shopping carts and the businesses, which provide shopping carts for their
patrons. Therefore, effective containment or control of the shopping carts shall be
mandated, and the presence of wrecked, dismantled or abandoned shopping
carts, or parts thereof, within the city, is declared to constitute a public nuisance
which may be abated as such in accordance with the provisions of this chapter.

9.66.010 Short title.

This chapter shall be known as the "Abandoned Shopping Carts" ordinance.

9.66.020 Definitions.

The following word and phrases shall have the meanings ascribed to them
unless otherwise noted:

"Abandoned shopping cart" means a shopping cart located outside the premises
or parking lot or facility of the business establishment, which furnishes the
shopping cart for use by its patrons.

"Director" means the director of community development or his or her designee.

1
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carts at least six hours a day. While this provision helps remove abandoned carts from
streets around town in the short-term, it takes Public Works staff away from other important
work and puts the cost burden of shopping cart recovery on the taxpayer rather than the
business which owns and is not effectively managing the use of shopping carts. As a
single solution to the problem, this too would not be adequate.

As noted above, the key component of this proposed ordinance is to put the burden back
on the business owner to effectively manage shopping carts, so that they are not removed
from the property in the first place, and lor immediately retrieved, when they are removed.
Provisions to allow city staff to retrieve stolen andlor abandoned shopping carts pursuant to
State law is only there as a last resort.

FISCAL IMPACT:

No impact. The implementation of this ordinance would be handled at existing staffing
levels covered under adopted operating budget. The draft ordinance and State law provide
for charging a fee to recoup actual staff costs in abating shopping carts that are not picked
up by a business owner within three days of being notified where the shopping cart is that
can be retrieved. If the Council approves this ordinance, staff will return with an
amendment to the adopted City fee resolution setting forth a recommended administrative
fee and fine pursuant to California Business and Professional Code Section
22435.7(b)(2)(i)(4).

PREPARED BY:

Melissa Ayres, Director V
Community Development Department

APPROVED BY:

Kathi Henry !

City Manager

Attachments:
1. Draft Ordinance
2. State Business and Professions Code, Sections 22435-22435.8

-3-



"Shopping cart" means any basket of any size, mounted on wheels or a similar
device, including parts thereof, provided by a store operator for the purpose of
transporting goods of any kind within a business establishment and I or
designated parking or loading area of that business establishment.

"Shopping cart owner" means the owner of the shopping cart, the agent of the
owner of the shopping cart, including individuals or business entities, or the
business establishment, which furnishes the shopping cart for use.

"Store premises" mean the lot area, maintained and managed by the business,
that may include the building, parking lot and adjacent walkways, and where the
business' shopping carts are permitted.

9.66.030 Administration and enforcement.

The provisions of this chapter shall be administered and enforced by the
community development department, public works department and police
department of the city as noted below. In enforcing the provisions of this chapter,
employees of the aforementioned departments may enter onto both public and
private property to examine a shopping cart or parts thereof, or to obtain
information as to the identity of a shopping cart owner, and to remove, or cause
the removal of a shopping cart, or parts thereof, in conformance with state law,
when found to be abandoned pursuant to this chapter.

9.66.040 General regulations.

A. All shopping cart owners shall effectively manage the control of their shopping
carts so that they do not become a public nuisance.

B. Upon request by the director, shopping cart owners shall submit a plan to the
director for review outlining how the owner is and I or proposes to manage
shopping carts so that they are not a public nuisance. Information requested
may include a description of the management control system, a monthly
shopping cart inventory, monthly loss and recovery data specific to that business
location, and such other information deemed reasonable by the director to
determine the adequacy of the shopping cart containment system or control
method.

C. !n the event the director determines that the shopping cart management
system being used by a shopping cart owner is creating a public nuisance, and
therefore not effective for that store premise, the director may require a shopping
cart owner to utilize an alternate, more effective shopping cart management
system. Options that may be considered include, but are not limited to: 1) a
shopping cart wheel lock system; 2) posting a guard in the parking lot to stop the
removal of shopping carts during business hours; 3) requiring an employee to
accompany and immediately retrieve every shopping cart that is removed from a

2



store upon placement of purchases into a customer's vehicle; 4) establishment of
an effective off-site shopping cart retrieval system, 5) requiring shopping carts to
be secured during non-business hours, and any combination thereof. Approval
of an alternate system does not relieve the shopping cart owner of the
responsibility to effectively manage the control of their shopping carts so that
they are not a public nuisance. Any decision of the director may be appealed to
the city council.

D. All shopping cart owners shall post a multilingual sign not less than eighteen
(18) inches in width and twenty-four (24) inches in height with block lettering not
less than one-half (1/2) inch in width and two (2) inches in height in a
conspicuous place on the building within two (2) feet of all customer entrances
and exits stating, at a minimum, the following:

REMOVAL OF SHOPPING
CARTS FROM THE PREMISES
IS PROHIBITED BY LAW.
B & P Code Section 22435.2

9.66.050 Unauthorized removal or possession.

Procedures related to the unauthorized removal and possession of any shopping
cart pursuant to Business and Professions Code, Sections 22435.2--22435.5
shall be administered by the police department, if deemed warranted by the city
manager.

9.66.060 Abandoned shopping carts--Abatement, removal and storage.

A. Procedures related to the abatement, removal, and storage of abandoned
shopping carts pursuant to Business and Professions Code, Section 22435.7
shall be administered by the public works department, if deemed warranted by
the city manager.

B. The administrative fees for the removal and storage of shopping carts shall be
established or modified by resolution of the city council and shall include the
actual. cost of removal and storage of any shopping cart, or parts thereof, plus the
proportionate share of administrative costs in connection therewith. The schedule
for such fees shall remain on file and be available in the finance department of
the city. The public works director shall review the fees charged for such service
at least once annually, and may, with the approval of the city manager,
recommend changes to the council when the costs for such services make it
appropriate.

3



9.66.070 Shopping cart violations--Misdemeanor.

Notwithstanding the provisions of Chapter 1.24 of this code, whenever in this
chapter any act is prohibited or declared unlawful or the doing of any act is
required, or the failure to do any act is declared to be unlawful, it shall be a
misdemeanor for each incident and/or each day of failure to comply.

9.66.080 Chapter not exclusive.

This chapter is not to be construed as the exclusive regulation of wrecked,
dismantled or abandoned shopping carts within the city. It shall supplement and
be in addition to other regulatory codes, statutes and ordinances heretofore or
hereafter enacted by the city, state or any other legal entity or agency having
jurisdiction.

8/9/11 (Item 13.1)

Abandoned Shopping Cart Ord
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14.1
ORDINANCE NO. _

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SPECIFIC PLAN 182 TO
MODIFY THE DESIGN REVIEW PROCESS AND TO
MAKE OTHER MISCELLANEOUS CHANGES FOR

CONSISTENCY WITH THE EL CAJON MUNICIPAL CODE

WHEREAS, the City Council held a public hearing on August 9, 2011, to consider
amendments to Specific Plan 182, initiated by the EI Cajon City Council on July 12,
2011, for the purpose of modifying the design review process for signs, facade
remodels, new development, and public art proposed within the area governed by
Specific Plan 182 and to make miscellaneous zoning ordinance code section references
text changes bringing it consist with Title 17 (Zoning Ordinance) of the Municipal Code,
as recently amended; and

WHEREAS, the EI Cajon Planning Commission held a public hearing on this item
at its July 25, 2011, meeting and thereafter adopted Resolution No. 10665,
recommending to the City Council the Amendment of Specific Plan 182 as shown in
attached Exhibit "An of that resolution; and

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

A. The proposed amendment is exempt from environmental review in
accordance with 15061 (b)(3), (General Rule) of the CEQA Guidelines;
and

B. This proposed amendment would be in the public interest because, it
removes a separate review layer/process once conducted by the EI Cajon
Community Development Corporation and would thereby reduce the
processing time of projects, facilitating investment in downtown; and

C. The proposed amendment is consistent with the applicable objectives,
policies, general land uses, and programs specified in the General Plan
because it still systematically implements the City's General Plan and its
goals, objectives and policies directing downtown development, because
the change in process will continue to uphold those principles.

SECTION 2. Section I through Section VIII of Specific Plan 182 "Attachment An are
hereby repealed.

SECTION 3. New Sections I through VIII are hereby added to Specific Plan 182
Attachment "An to read as follows:

(continued on page 2)
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I. PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

These regulations shall apply to those properties included in Special
Development Area No.9 as shown on the General Plan and on Attachment "A"
Additional properties may be included as approved by an amendment to the
General Plan, Special Development Area NO.9 and this specific plan.

II. INTENT AND PURPOSE

It is the intent and purpose of this specific plan to implement the
recommendations of the Downtown Master Design Plan prepared by Tucker,
Sadler and Associates and dated June, 1991.

The Downtown Master Design Plan contains recommendations for land uses and
development standards.

In addition to uses permitted by right or conditional use permit in the underlying
zone, it is intended that this specific plan will provide for mixed-uses including
retail and/or offices and residential uses in one development project.

It is further intended that all developments emphasize pedestrian access with the
scale and design of buildings promoting and reflecting the pedestrian
environment.

III. PERMITTED AND PROHIBITED USES

A All uses permitted by right in the underlying zone except as listed below
on Exhibit "A" may be approved by right within Special Development Area
NO.9.

B. All uses permitted by conditional use permit in the underlying zone except
as listed below on Exhibit "B" may be permitted by conditional use permit
within Special Development Area NO.9.

C. Automotive service and repair uses are only permitted in the portion of
Special Development Area No. 9 that is also a part of Special
Development Area No. 10 and zoned C-M. All automotive service and
repair uses shall obtain a conditional use permit in accordance with
Section V. Development Process of this specific plan.

IV. SPECIAL USES

A Mixed-use developments, composed of retail, office and/or residential
development may be permitted by conditional use permit within Special
Development Area No.9.

(continued on page 3)
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An example of a mixed-use development would be a residential
development built above a retail and/or office development in a
commercial or office zone.

B. Density bonuses to increase residential densities beyond that permitted by
the underlying zone and consistent with the General Plan, State law and
City ordinances may be permitted by conditional use permit within Special
Development Area NO.9.

A density bonus may be requested as part of a residential project in a
residential zone or as part of a mixed-use project in commercial or office
zones.

V. DEVELOPMENT PROCESS

All proposed development projects shall be required to process a development
plan. Development plans shall be of the following types:

Site development plans as described in Chapter 17.65 of the Zoning
Ordinance.

Conditional use permits as described in Chapter 17.50 of the Zoning
Ordinance.

Specific plans as described in Chapter 17.70 ofthe Zoning Ordinance.

Planned Residential Developments as described in Chapter 17.165 of the
Zoning Ordinance.

Planned Unit Developments as described in Chapter 17.60 of the Zoning
Ordinance.

Sign Permit as described in Chapter 17.190 of the Zoning Ordinance.

Administrative Zoning Permit as described in Chapter 17.40 of the Zoning
Ordinance.

A. Site Development Plan

A site development plan shall be required for all proposed developments
which are permitted by right in the underlying zone. Such a site
development plan shall be processed in all respects like any other site
development plan except it shall also be reviewed and approved by the
Planning Commission and approved by the City Council. These reviews
need not require a public hearing.

(continued on page 4)
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B. Conditional Use Permit

A conditional use permit shall be required for all proposed developments
involving uses which require a conditional use permit in the underlying
zone; or which involve a mixed-use development consisting of residential
and commercial and/or office development; or which involve a
development consisting of both uses permitted by right and by conditional
use permit in the underlying zone; or which involve a modified parking
requirement; or which involve a density bonus for residential development;
or which involve a modified building height, a modified lot coverage, or
modified building setbacks.

Such a conditional use permit shall be processed in all respects like any
other conditional use permit, except it shall be approved by the City
Council after a public hearing to be effective.

C. Specific Plan

A specific plan may be required or utilized for certain uses or to modify
certain development standards.

D. Planned Residential Development

A planned residential development is required for any common interest
development in a planned residential development zone.

E. Planned Unit Development

A planned unit development is required for any common interest
development including residential condominiums, townhouses, office
condominiums and similar separate ownership opportunities.

F. Sign Permit

A sign permit is required to install any new commercial sign, except
allowable window signing, within Specific Plan 182.

G. Administrative Zoning Permit

An administrative zoning permit is required to remodel the facade of a
commercial storefront/building governed by Specific Plan 182, install an
ancillary outdoor dining area, or establish other uses listed as requiring an
administrative zoning permit in Chapter 17.40 of the Zoning Ordinance.

(continued on page 5)
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VI. DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

Except as expressly provided as follows, all developments shall be subject to the
development standards set forth in the underlying zone.

A. Parking

Except as provided below, all original new uses in newly constructed
buildings shall comply with the applicable parking requirements of the
underlying zone.

1. Permitted Uses

All subsequent new permitted uses in existing or enlarged buildings
shall comply with the applicable following provisions:

a) If the existing development does not have the required on­
site parking that complies with the current parking
requirements of the underlying zone and there is no
enlargement of the building, any new use must be one that
has a parking requirement that is equal to or less than the
prior use as determined by the parking standards of this title;
or

b) If the existing development does not have the required on­
site parking, and there is a proposed new use which has a
parking requirement that is greater than the prior use as
determined by the parking standards of this title or if there is
a new use which proposes an enlargement of the existing
building or use without providing the current number of
parking spaces required by this title, or if there is both a new
use and a new building which cannot satisfy the current
parking requirements of this title, a conditional use permit
must be obtained to allow a reduced number or no on-site
parking spaces, subject to findings, including a determination
that the proposed new use and/or new building will not result
in a parking inadequacy that is detrimental to adjacent uses
or properties and the downtown area as a whole. This
conditional use permit shall be processed in all respects like
any other conditional use permit, except that it shall also be
approved by the City Council after a public hearing to be
effective.

(continued on page 6)
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2. Special Uses

a) If a building is intended to be used for a proposed mixed-use
development as described in section IV.A. above, the
parking requirement may be reduced to 70 percent of the
total number of parking spaces required for each individual
use; or

b) If a mixed-use development is proposed for an existing
building and the parking provided is less than 70 percent of
the total number of parking spaces required for each
individual use, or if a mixed-use development is proposed for
an existing building that must be enlarged or if a mixed-use
development is proposed for a new building and the number
of parking spaces is less than required by this title, a
conditional use permit must be obtained to allow a reduced
number or no parking spaces for the mixed-use development
subject to findings, including a determination that the
proposed mixed-use development will not result in a parking
inadequacy that is detrimental to adjacent uses or properties
and the downtown area as a whole. This conditional use
permit shall be processed in all respects like any other
conditional use permit, except that it shall also be approved
by the City Council after a public hearing to be effective.

B. Building Height

There shall be no maximum building height for any properties included in
Special Development Area NO.9 as shown on Attachment "An except that
the maximum height of any building on any property in Special
Development Area No. 9 and which is within 100 feet of any property
zoned and/or developed with residential uses shall be 35 feet, unless a
greater height is approved by conditional use permit.

C. Lot Coverage

All buildings, including accessory buildings and structures, and all parking
areas and driveways shall not exceed the lot coverage of the underlying
zone, unless a greater lot coverage is approved by conditional use permit.

D. Building Setbacks

All buildings, including accessory structures, shall comply with the building
setbacks of the underlying zone except as follows:

(continued on page 7)
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1. All commercial and/or office buildings or mixed-use developments
with residential units shall observe street frontage setbacks as
follows:

a) One- and two-story buildings: No requirements;
b) Three- to six-story buildings: 10 feet;
c) Seven- to ten-story buildings: 15 feet.

2. All commercial and/or office buildings are permitted to observe no
interior setbacks.

3. All mixed-use developments with residential units shall observe
interior setbacks as required by the building and fire codes.

4. All street frontage setbacks, if required, shall be landscaped.

5. Setback requirements may be further reduced through approval of
a conditional use permit.

E. Exterior lighting

An on-site lighting plan prepared in accordance with Section 17.130.150 of
the Zoning Ordinance shall be submitted for approval. The lighting plan
shall address all building facades, especially those adjacent to alleys,
parking areas and walkways.

F. Residential Density

All residential developments shall comply with the density limitations of the
underlying residential zone unless a density bonus is approved pursuant
to Section IV.B.

In a mixed-use development, the maximum residential density shall be
determined as part of the approval of the mixed-use development
pursuant to section V.C.

G. Open Space/Common Recreational Area

All residential developments shall comply with the open space/common
recreational area requirements of the underlying residential zone.

(continued on page 8)
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In a mixed-use development, some form(s) of open space/common
recreational area such as a swimming pool (indoor or outdoor) or passive
open space or combination thereof shall be provided. The amount or type
of the required open space/common recreational area shall be determined
as part of the approval of the mixed-use development pursuant to section
V.C.

H. Signs and Graphics

All signs and graphics shall comply with the Signing and Architectural
Graphics Guidelines adopted in June, 1993, or any subsequent revision
and the City's sign regulations contained in Chapter 17.190 of the Zoning
Ordinance, whichever is more restrictive and except as follows:

1. Building face or building wall signs shall be limited to a maximum
sign area of two (2) square feet of sign area per linear foot of
building face or building wall width.

Building face or building wall signs may be attached to the wall,
building face or arcade of a building that is constructed on a street
frontage property line where the sign extension is intended to
provide interior lighting or a relief effect to the sign.

The extension of the sign shall not exceed twelve (12) inches
beyond the wall or face of the building and shall maintain a
minimum ground or sidewalk clearance of eight (8) feet.

2. Projecting Signs.

Projecting signs may project a maximum of twenty-four (24) inches
from the supporting wall or building face with a maximum sign area
of ten (10) square feet per face. Projecting signs may not project
into the public right-of-way. Projecting signs shall maintain a
minimum ground or sidewalk clearance of eight (8) feet. A
projecting sign shall not exceed the height of the building wall to
which it is attached.

3. Suspended Signs.

Suspended signs under an arcade shall be limited to one (1) for
each entrance to the building, shall be no wider than sixty percent
(60%) of the width of the arcade with a maximum sign area of six
(6) square feet per face and shall maintain a minimum ground or
sidewalk clearance of eight (8) feet.

(continued on page 9)
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4. Freestanding Signs.

Freestanding signs shall be limited to monument signs with one (1)
monument sign permitted for each street frontage of each
commercial development or individual commercial use. The
maximum height of a monument sign is eight (8) feet and the
maximum sign area is one hundred twenty (120) square feet per
face.

Unless a monument sign is set back at least ten (10) feet
perpendicular from the public right-of-way, it shall be located at
least fifteen (15) feet to the side of any driveway or interior property
line to assure visibility. On any corner radius, a monument sign
shall be set back from the public right-of-way unless it is
demonstrated that safe and proper visibility can be maintained at a
lesser setback.

5. Window Signs.

Window signs shall not occupy more than fifteen percent (15%) of
the total window sign area and the sign area of any window signs
shall be included in the maximum allowable building face of building
wall signs.

6. No box or can signs, internally illuminated or not, shall be permitted
within the boundaries of Specific Plan 182.

7. All new signs shall be reviewed in accordance with Section V.A.

VII. DESIGN GUIDELINES

All projects shall comply with the design guidelines contained in Exhibit
"C."

VIII. AMENDMENTS TO SPECIFIC PLAN

Amendments to this specific plan shall follow the process contained in
Chapter 17.70 of the Zoning Ordinance and may be initiated by:

1. The verified application of the owner or his/her agent or any
property within the boundaries of Specific Plan 182;

2. The City Council;

(continued on page 10)
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3. The Redevelopment Agency;

4. The Planning Commission.

SECTION 4. Exhibit "A" to Specific Plan 182 is hereby repealed.

SECTION 5. A new Exhibit "A" is hereby added to read as follows:

The following uses usually permitted by right in the specified zones are prohibited within
Special Development Area No.9.

LUC* USE DESCRIPTION ZONES

52A Building materials, hardware, farm C-G C-R
equipment (no outside storage)

5313 Surplus store C-G C-R

5313 Volume discount, closeout or 99¢ stores C-G C-R

5520 Sale and installation of tires, C-G C-R
batteries and accessories

5932 Secondhand clothing and shows C-G C-R

5933 Secondhand furniture C-G C-R C-M

5934 Secondhand bookstores C-G C-R

5935 Secondhand auto parts C-M

5936 Thrift shops C-G C-R

5969 Plant nurseries C-G

598 Fuel and ice C-G

61 Check cashing C-G C-R

6123 Pawnbroker C-G C-R

6124 Bail bonds C-G C-R

(continued on page 11)
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6241

6256

6295

6394A

6397

6411

6497

6498

6518A

*Land Use Code

Funeral parlors and mortuaries

Locker rentals

Tattoo parlor

Equipment rental with
outdoor storage and display

Auto, truck and trailer rentals

WIC

Gunsmith

Saw, knife, lawnmower and
tool repair and sharpening

Blood banks

C-G C-R

C-G C-R

C-G C-R

C-G

C-G

C-G C-R

C-G C-R

C-G C-R

C-G C-R

Note: Where no zone is indicated, the use is automatically not permitted in that zone.

SECTION 6. Exhibit "B" to Specific Plan 182 is hereby repealed.

SECTION 7. A new Exhibit "B" is hereby added to read as follows:

The following uses usually permitted by conditional use permit in the specified zones
are prohibited within Special Development Area NO.9.

ZONESLUC*

12

4294

4603

485

52B

USE DESCRIPTION

Board and care facilities

Ambulance service

Long term storage

Solid waste disposal

Building materials, hardware,
farm equipment with outside
storage

(continued on page 12)

C-G

C-G

C-G

C-R

C-R

C-M

C-M

C-R
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592 Liquor store - off-premises alcoholic C-G C-R
beverage sales

5999 Swap meet C-G C-R

6296 Massage parlors, steam baths, C-G C-R
sauna baths

6381 Auction house C-G C-R

6393B Detective and protective services C-G C-R
with dogs

6411 Automotive repair C-G C-R

6413 Automotive paint and body C-G

6414 Automotive upholstery and tops C-G

6415 Motorcycle repair C-G

6416 Car washing and detailing (automatic) C-G

6417 Car wash (self-service) C-G

6418 Auto glass installation C-G

6419A Auto diagnostic clinic (no repair) C-G C-R

6419B Towing service C-G

692 Welfare and charitable services C-G C-R

745 Firearms and archery (indoor only) C-G C-R

6516 Sanitariums, convalescent C-G C-R
hospitals, rest homes

7491 Camping overnight C-G C-R
travel stopping

(continued on page 13)
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8221

8222

*Land Use Code

Veterinarian services

Animal hospital services

Adult entertainment

C-G

C-G

C-G

C-R

C-R

C-R

Note: Where no zone is indicated, the use is automatically not permitted in that zone.

SECTION 8. The text in the subsection titled "New Construction and Renovation and
Repair" of Exhibit "C" of Specific Plan No. 182 (Design Guidelines For Building Facade
Renovation and New Building) is hereby repealed.

SECTION 9. New text shall be added to the subsection titled "New Construction and
Renovation and Repair" of Exhibit "C" of Specific Plan No. 182 (Design Guidelines For
Building Facade Renovation and New Building) to read as follows:

RENOVATION & REPAIR

Renovation and repair shall match or replicate the design and construction of the
original building to recreate its original character. Introducing new designs or
changing the original design of the existing facade is not allowed, except upon
approval of an Administrative Zoning Permit. Repair or original deteriorating
architecture includes removal of shoddy or inappropriate add-ons that replaced
or covered up the original construction.

A caveat here is that not all original Main Street architecture is either unique to EI
Cajon or even contributes to the character of the District. For such buildings,
more design leeway will be allowed to contribute to the spirit of District
redevelopment.

SECTION 10. The text in the subsection titled "Height Limits for New Buildings and
Floor Additions" of Exhibit "C" of Specific Plan No. 182 (Design Guidelines For Building
Facade Renovation and New Building) is hereby repealed.

SECTION 11. New text shall be added to the subsection titled "Height Limits for New
New Buildings and Floor Additions" of Exhibit "C" of Specific Plan No. 182 (Design
Guidelines For Building Facade Renovation and New Building) to read as follows:

(continued on page 14)
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HEIGHT LIMITS FOR NEW BUILDINGS AND FLOOR ADDITIONS

All new buildings are to be in accord with the architectural and historic character
of District standards. New structures may reach maximum allowable heights as
defined in the City's zoning ordinance, or otherwise permitted by Specific Plan
182. Specifically, these Guidelines encourage the following design criteria:

1. Buildings should maintain a continuous vertical facade and not introduce
setbacks of upper floors along the street facade.

2. Excess building ornamentation, massing and form, or building elements
above 45 feet are not to visually disrupt or adversely affect neighboring views,
or in any other way significantly compromise the scale and character of

.adjacent facades.

3. Addition of second and third floors are encouraged above ground floor areas,
provided their facades repeat the proportion and detail of the ground floor's
facade.

4. Facades and elements exceeding four (4) feet in height shall continue the
.traditional vertical design of proportionate and symmetrically stacked window
openings, building bays, and other details of historic District buildings.

5. On parcels of 10,000 square feet or more, projects should regulate or adjust
building heights for variation in accordance with historic District lot pattern
widths. Projects will also correlate building mass and form to adjacent
structures.

SECTION 12. The text in the subsection titled "Colors" of Exhibit "C" of Specific Plan
No. 182 (Design Guidelines For Building Facade Renovation and New Building) is
hereby repealed.

SECTION 13. New text shall be added to the subsection titled "Colors" of Exhibit "C" of
Specific Plan No. 182 (Design Guidelines For Building Facade Renovation and New
Building) to read as follows:

COLORS

Building colors used between 1870 and 1950 celebrated developments within the
building and paint industry. In EI Cajon, the colors used were light, tending
toward pastels, Sharper accent colors on wainscots and doors, and around
display windows, transoms, and other details provided interest and composition.

(continued on page 15)
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Variations of color within a range add life and interest to the street ambience
while monochromatic color schemes lack interest.

The following criteria should be considered when developing these elements:

1. < Brick or stone is to be natural and unpainted.

2. Painted plaster walls, fronts, pilasters, and columns shall be in light tones.
Paint colors include pastels, pale blues, greens, pinks, and ochre, along with
more sophisticated colors such as varying shades of white, beige, and taupe.

3. Accent colors (wainscots, detailing, frames, doors) are to correlate to the
base color of walls.

4. Ceilings and soffits are to be light-colored.

5. Selections of building colors are to complement colors used on adjacent
buildings.

6. Color schemes, along with samples of materials are to be submitted for
. review and approval in conjunction with applicable development review
process before being applied.

SECTION 14. The text in the subsection titled "Signs" of Exhibit "C" of Specific Plan No.
182 (Design Guidelines For Building Facade Renovation and New Building) is hereby
repealed.

SECTION 15. New text shall be added to the subsection titled "Signs" of Exhibit "C" of
Specific Plan No. 182 (Design Guidelines For Building Facade Renovation and New
Building) to read as follows:

SIGNS

The following items are general signage criteria and standards of the District:

1. Signage must comply with city sign ordinances and Specific Plan 182.
.Exceptions for historical signs are encouraged and may require a variance
granted by the City of EI Cajon. The Planning Commission may approve an
exception to the sign ordinance to approve a historically compatible sign upon
receipt of documentary evidence that signs of such size, shape, design,
material, coloring, lighting, and location to advertise a similar business were in
use before 1960.

(continued on page 16)
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2. Preservation of historic commercial graphics painted on the sides of buildings
is encouraged. See guidelines for Murals and Public Art.

3. When all provisions and conditions stated in earlier design, color, fabric, and
materials requirements are met, neon, flashing, moving, or animated signs
will be considered as long as they meet the historical integrity of the era but
will not necessarily by approved.

4. Signs affixed to inside or outside facade display windows shall not obscure
the interior of the building or the contents of display merchandise.

SECTION 16. The text in the subsection titled "Murals" of Exhibit "C" of Specific Plan
No. 182 .(Design Guidelines For Building Facade Renovation and New Building) is
hereby repealed.

SECTION 17. New text shall be added to the subsection titled "Murals" of Exhibit "C" of
Specific Plan No. 182 (Design Guidelines For Building Facade Renovation and New
Building) to read as follows:

MURALS

Depictions of actual events, products, or eras in the history of EI Cajon are
encouraged on blank walls visible to the public. Quality and type of historical
graphics shall meet the following criteria:

1. Mural plans must be submitted to the Public Arts Committee for approval.

2. Murals are desired that accurately represent the social, retail, and
'professional success of the District during the lifetime of its present buildings,
or that depict typical life between 1876 through the 1950s.

3. Colors must be discreet rather than garish.

SECTION 18. The text in the subsection titled "Public Art" of Exhibit "C" of Specific Plan
No. 182 (Design Guidelines For Building Facade Renovation and New Building) is
hereby repealed.

SECTION 19. New text shall be added to the subsection titled "Public Art" of Exhibit "C"
of Specific Plan No. 182 (Design Guidelines For Building Facade Renovation and New
Building) to read as follows:

(continued on page 17)
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PUBLIC ART

The use of Public Art to visually connect commercial Downtown with the East
County Performing Arts Center and other "art experience" sites within the District
is strongly encouraged. These efforts reinforce the Downtown District as the
"center" of East County culture.

District members interested in donating space to enhance the exterior of their
buildings' secondary or side facades are urged to contact the City Manager's
office. The Public Arts Committee is charged with identifying desired
professional artists and defining appropriate mediums for these spaces such as
museum-quality paintings or replicas of master works reproductions of historic
local photographs, murals representing local life and/or downtown commerce, or
trompe l'oeil treatment. Public Art also includes sculpture, friezes and reliefs,
specific signage, screening or covering for light fixtures in alleys or other areas
identified as art walks, and designs or treatments applied to architectural
features, poles, posts, equipment, or hydrants.

Artists interested in donating time to apply finishes, techniques, or murals are
welcome to register and leave project proposals and examples of their work with
the City Manager. They and solicited artists will be given equal consideration by
the Public Arts Committee for available space. Projects must include appropriate
preparation of existing surface(s) and durable quality of material. Each Public Art
mural or other project is selected upon its ability to fit into the District's artistic
master plan that requires smooth transition between approved styles, subject
matter, and placement.

The first step for Public Art projects starts with proposals made to the Public Arts
Committee for project site approval. Once received and approved, the Public
Arts Committee will review and select an artist, and mural for the site.

Requests to place sculpture or statues on City land will be presented to the City
Council for its consent and designation. Projects are to be cooperative ventures
between the Public Arts Committee and department representatives assigned by
the City Manager. Each project shall comply with the city's codes and
regulations for installation, placement, public safety and welfare.

SECTION 20. The section titled "Approvals and Procedures" of Exhibit "C" of Specific
Plan No. 182 (Design Guidelines For Building Facade Renovation and New Building) is
hereby repealed.

SECTION 21. This ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) days following its
passage and adoption.

8/23/11 (Item 14.1)
8/9/11 - 1st Reading
8/23/11 - 20d Reading
AM SP 182 Ordinance (final)




