
































































































































































































































Ef Cajon Fire Department
Strategic Plan

iding Principles pprtd:
Open Communications
Accountable

v
v
o
v

Critical Tasks:

+ FD organization

¢ City/Council Body

¢ Community

¢ Labor Groups

Understand stakeholder needs/issues

Critical Tasks:
» Utilize effective methods of

communications

Conduct Communications Workshop

Stakeholder dependent

Keep context in mind

Community groups

Council presentations/reports

Speakers Bureau

Feedback loop

Objectives

Critical Tasks

Improve use of Battalion Chief/Captain’s

information sharing to organization

* Improve use of technology

* Conduct quarterly cfficer meetings

» Conduct guarterly mestings with Labor

Group

Annual Report
IG5

Critical Tasks:

¢ |dentify chain of command use for

communications
¢ Define primary/preferred methods

Page 19
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El Cajon Fire Department
Sirategic Plan

| Critical Tasks:
» |dentify demographic impacts
» Monitor property development
* Monitoring revenue streams

+ Revenue retention — per capita
* GIS display

Critical Tasks:

¢ Monitor State

mandates/legislation/budget

Grant opportunities

Public/Private partnerships

Enterprising opportunities
Benefit Fees

Critical Tasks
» Understanding revenues/expenditures
» Conduct training/orientation
* Increase station level
invoivement/understanding

Objectives

e BT
Critical Tasks:
+ LUtilize data to justify requests
+ Establish baseline of performance
measures
+ Compare data to
benchmarks/comparables

Critical Tasks:
¢ Provide information to policy makers
+ Develop annual budget

Page 20
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£l Cajon Fire Department
Strategic Plan

Critical Tasks:
Complete questionnaire
* Create filing system

prevention, etc.)
» Develop GIS layers

business plan
Demaographics review

Critical Task:
* Establish coordinator
* Establish parameters

* Review of critical data (CAD-RMS, fire

e Review City General Plan, 5-year

Objectives Critical Tasks:

+ |dentify comparable cities
« Develop attributes
» Contact agencies

Bl Critical Tasks:
¢ Comply with SOC

times)
* Develop GIS

Critical Tasks:
» Being Consistent

+ Define specific timelines (response

B i N d VO CUN TS i
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El Cajon Fire Department
Strategic Plan

Critical Tasks:
» Provide descripticn

» Provide Appraisal

* Provide planning statements

Critical Tasks:
* Apply to become candidate agency
Objectives

Critical Tasks:
« Create compliance report (3 years)

Ve T FEALR v e TR s Page 22
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El Cajon Fire Department
Strategic Plan

Implementation

This Strategic Plan maps the organization’s focus for producing decisions and actions in the future that
enhance its mission, meet its mandates, and satisfy its stakeholders. The desired future state of the
organization is going to be reflected in the degree to which it looks like what is stated in the vision

statement.

However, the plan is not a substitute for leadership. The sponsors of this process, accompanied by the
actions of the key decision makers who are committed to the Strategic Planning process have to champion
the agenda and maintain a high degree of concern for compliance with the plan for a minimum of the next
five years. The Strategic Planning process also includes the idea that it is cyclic in nature and should be
reviewed, recalibrated, and reinstituted for another planning cycle in the future. The following pages provide
GANT charts for the objectives developed during the Strategic Planning process for the City of El Cajon Fire

Department.
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E! Cajon Fire Department
Strategic Plan

Appendices
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El Cajon Fire Department

Strategic Plan
State Mandates and Other Standards of Care
OSHA
1. General Duty Clause 29 USC 654{a)1, CCR T8 3203
{employee safety & training) {IAPP), Cal Labor Code Section
6317, 6400, 6401, 6402, 6403
2. Blood Berne Pathogens CCR T8-5193 (e), 3203; OSHA
Communicable Disease Policy P & P C-47, 29 CFR1910.130
3. Sudden Infant Death H&S1797,.192 & 1797.170 & 171
Syndrome
Cccupational Noise Exposure 29 CFR 1910.95 CCR T8 5097,5099
Fork Lifts & CCR T8-3649,5110¢, T8 3664
Powered Industrial Trucks 3668
6. Hazardous Communications 29CFR 1910.1200, T8 5194
Standard
7. Respiratory Protection/Fit CCR T8-3401,3409,5144, ANSI
Testing/ SCBA Z88.5&6, T8-5144, 29CFR
1910.134
8. Training Records Management CCR T8 3203 (b} (2)
9, Personal Alarms 29CFR1910.165, CCR T8-3401
10. PPE & Clothing 29 CFR 1910.132, CCR T8-3401
11. Eye & Face Protection CCR T8-3404, 3401, 29 CFR
1910.133
12. Ear & Neck Protection CCR T8-3405, 3401
13.  Body Protection CCR 3401, T8-3406,7
14 Hand & Wrist Protection CCR 3401, T8-3407
15, Foot & Head Protection CCR 3401, T8-3408,3409,3410
16, Wildland Firefighter CCR T8-3203 (a), 3401, 3410,
8773 NWCG 301-1
Page 27




E! Cajon Fire Department

Strategic Plan
17.  Heat Stress/Cold Stress/ CCR T8-3203 OSHA
Heat Stroke, etc. Technical Manual TEDI-G
18. Structural Firefighting CCR T8-3203 (a) T8- 3401
19. Radioactivity Training SO, T8 3203
20.  Trench Rescue CCRT83203(a)7
21.  Permit Required Confined 29CFR 1910.146, CCR T8-
Space Awareness/Operations 5156,5157, 5158
22.  Lock Out/Block Out 29 CFR 1910.147, CCR T8
{energy hazards) 3314, 3320.4, 3203
23.  Two-In Twe-Out (RIT) CCR T8-5144, 5156, 5157
5158, 3401 & 3409
24,  Swift Water Rescue CCR T8-3203
25, Repetitive Motion Injuries CCR T8-5110G, 3203
{ergonomics)
26. Fire Apparatus/New Equipment T8 3203 & CCR T8-6773
27.  Driver Training DMV 15250.5,6, CCR T8-3203
49 CFR 383
28.  Basic Firefighter CCR T8-3203a4b,g,c, CCR
Skills/Procedures T8 6773
29. New identified Hazards CCR T83203a4b
30. Wildland Fire Shelters CCR T8-3203, 3410, 3401
31. Emergency Rescue Responder Cal Labor Code 6317
Safety
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS CCR T19 2510, 29CFR1910, 120
Hazardous substances Govt. Code 8574.20,21
Emergency response training 29 CFR1926.65, T8 5192
Page 28
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El Cajon Fire Department

Strategic Plan
32. First Responder Awareness 29CFR 1910.120, CCR T8-5192
T18-2510

33. First Responder Cperations 29 CFR 1910.120 CCR T8-3401
5192, T19-2510

34. HAZMAT Technician 29 CFR 1910.120, CCR T8-5192
T19-2510

35. HAZMAT Specialist 29 CFR 1910.120, CCR T8-5192
T19-2510

36. HAZMAT IC '29 CFR 1910.120, CCR T8-5192
T-18-25101, T19-2510

37. HAZMAT Instructor CCR T-18-2520h, CFR29 1910.120;
T-19-2428 {curriculum)

EMS EMSA CCR T-22, H &5 1797, 1798

38. EMT-1 Including D CCR 10063(9), T22 GCR 100020,
100021, 100075, T8-Div1
chd EMSA (recert every 2 years)

39. First Response Defib. CCR t22 Div 9, Ch 1.5, (EMT-D)
T-22-100021, 100064

40. CPR T22 CCR 100025, H & S 1797.182;
CCR 22-100016, 100019

41. First Aid 22 CCR 100025, 100016; H&S
1797.182, T-22 100019

42.  Vehicle Extrication (EMT) CCR 22 100075 (EMT training)

43. Pediatric Emergencies {part of EMT training)

{(in EMT training)

44, EMT Medic CGCR 22-100145 H&S 1797

45,  Accident Scene Management H&S 1798.170 (protocol), 1798
600, 22 CCR 100075

CABR Eoiim e SEXVECE i FEENG i Page 29
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El Cajon Fire Depanment

Strategic Plan
46. Multi Casualty Training ' (part of EMT training) HS 1797.151,
CCR 100075
47, EMD Dispatcher National Academy of EMD, EMSA
48. Electronic Management (pending) EMSA & US Dept. Health
of Patient Records & Privacy Human Services (patient privacy
laws)
AFFIRMATIVE ACTION/CIVIL RIGHTS
49.  Civil Rights Act Title VIII; 1964 Civil Rights Act, CCR 51
50. ADA 29 CFR 32, 29CFR1630, 42 USC m
1971;12101
51.  Discrimination Against Employees 29 CFR 1977-1970, GC12900,etc
52, Elder Abuse 22 CCR 100074 (EMT)
53.  Child Abuse PC 11166, 22 CCR 100074 (EMT)
STANDARDS OF CARE
54.  PC 832, PC 830.31 (Peace Officer PC 832, CCRT85193
Training)
55. ICS/SEMS SB 1841, GC 8607, T19-2428,
NWCG 310-1, NFPA 1561
56.  ICS Position Training ' SB 1841 GC 8607, T19-2428,
NWCG 310-1, NFPA 1561
57.  Wildland Fire Behavior CCR T8, 3401, 3410, 3203
58. Fire Inspector Training H &S 13105.5, PC 832
59.  |Instructor Training H&S13159b
60. Carcinogens (Fire Investigation) H&S 13107, PC 832, H &S
1797.187
61. Nuclear Emergency HS 114680 (if within emergency
Page 30
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Ei Cajon Fire Department

Strategic Plan
Response Training planning zone)
TERRORISM
62. Weapons of Mass Destruction FEMA/DOD by contractual agreement
63.  Terrorism: Emergency Response National Fire Academy
AIRCRAFT CRASH/FIRE RESCUE
64. Live fire training Title 14 CFR; 139.319 (FAA)
656.  Aircraft Rescue Firefighter Title 14 CFR; 139.319, SFM 40 Hr
Initial Training course
66.  Aircraft Crash Fire Rescue T14; CFR. FAA class at DFW
Vehicle Operator course airport
67. Command and Control of Title 14 CFR, FAR 139.319
Crash Fire Rescue Incidents
68. Basic EMS Care (crash fire rescug) 14 CFR 138.319
USAR
69. Rescue Systems | OES requirement for assignees to
OES USAR units
MISC
70.  Workplace Violence OSHA 3148
71. Fall Protection OSHA 1926.503 a (1) (2) (nat
mandated for firefighters)
NFPA Standards
1. Fire Service Prof. Quals NFPA 1000
Accreditation & Certification
2. Firefighter Prof. Quals NFPA 1001
3. Driver/Operator Prof. Quals NFPA 1002
4. Rescue Tech. Prof. Quals NFPA 1006
! FOFESE T SIALICE Cusstf idhaefon Page 31
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El Cajon Fire Department

Strategic Plan

5. Fire Officer Prof. Quals NFPA 1021

6. Fire Service Instructor Prof Quals NFPA 1041

7. Firefighting Initial Attack NFPA 1410

8. Wildfire Control NFPA 295

9. Responding to Hazmat Incidents NFPA 471

10.  Competencies-Hazmat Responders NFPA 472

11. Competencies for EMS Personnel NFPA 472, 473
Hazardous Materials

12.  Airport Firefighter Prof. Quals NFPA 1003

13.  Prof. Quals: Inspector/Plan Examiner NFPA 1031

14. Fire Investigator Prof. Quals NFPA 1033

15. Publi¢c Fire & Life Safety Educator NFPA 1035
Prof. Quals

16.  Wildland Firefighting Prof. Quals NFPA 1051

17. Public Safety Telecommunicator NFPA 1061
Quals.

18. Live Fire Training NFPA 1403

19. Fire Department Safety Officer NFPA 1521

20.  Fire Department OSHA Program NFPA 1500

21. Fire Service Vehicle Operations NFPA 1451
Training Program

22, Operations & Training for Tech NFPA 1670
Rescue

23.  Medical Requirements for Firefighter NFPA 1582

24, Emergency Services Org. Risk Mgmt. NFPA 1250

25.  Aircraft Rescue & Firefighting NFPA 422

Page 32
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£l Cajon Fire Department

Strategic Plan
26.  Protective Ensemble for Struciural NFPA 1971,
Firefighting, Proximity Firefighting 1976, 1991, 1992
& HaziMat
27.  Sid. On FD Infection Control NFPA 1581
28. Disaster Management NFPA 1600
29.  Fire Protection Services for the Public NFPA 1201
30. DOT Compressed Gas Cylinders 49 CFR 178-C
31.  Std. On FD SCBA Program NFPA 1401 ANSI Z-88 .5 & .6
32. FDICS NFPA 1561
33. Public Utility Training PG&E
CALIFORNIA STATE FIRE SERVICE TRAINING CERTIFICATION PROGRAM
34. Firefighter 1 & 2 SFST
35. Fire Officer “SFST
36.  Chief Officer SFST
37.  Fire Chief SFST
38. Fire Prevention 1-A, 1-B, 1-C SFST
39. Fire Investigation 1-A, 1-B, 2-A, 2-B SFST
40.  Pyrotechnic Standby/Inspector SFST
California Specialized Training Institute (CSTI)
41.  Safety for Fire Investigators CSTI
Peace Officer Standards and Training (POST)
42. Dispatcher/Public Safety/Advanced Post
Page 33
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El Cajon Fire Department

Strategic Plan
NFPA: Consensus Standards:
1. Fire Service Prof. Quals NFPA 1000
Accreditation & Certification
2, Firefighter Prof. Quals NFPA 1001
3. Driver/Operator Prof. Quals NFPA 1002
4, Fire Officer Prof. Quals NFPA 1021
5. Fire Service Instructor Prof. Quals NFPA 1041
6. Firefighting Initial Attack NFPA 1410
7. Wildfire Control _N FPA 295
8. Responding to Hazmat Incidents NFPA 471
9. Competencies-Hazmat Responders NFPA 472
10. Competencies for EMS Personnel/ NFPA 472/473
Hazardous Materials
11.  Airport Firefighter Prof. Quals NFPA 1003
12.  Prof. Quals: Inspector/Plan Examiner NFPA 1031
13. Fire Investigator Prof. Quals NFPA 1033
14. Public Fire & Life Safety Educator NFPA 1035
Prof. Quals
15, Wildland Firefighting Prof. Quais NFPA 1051
16.  Public Safety Telecommunicator NFPA 1061
Quals
17. Live Fire Training NFPA 1043
18. Fire Dept. Safety Officer NFPA 1521
19.  Fire Dept. OSHA Program NFPA 1500
20.  Fire Service Vehicle Operation NFPA 1451
Training Program
Page 34




E! Cajon Fire Depantment

Strategic Plan

21.  Operations & Training for Tech NFPA 1670
Rescue

22. Medical Requirements for NFPA 1582
Firefighter

23. Disaster Management NFPA 1600

24, Emergency Services Org. Risk NFPA 1250
Mgmt.

25.  Aircraft Rescue & Firefighting NFPA 402/403

26. Fire Protection Services for the NFPA 1201
Public

27. Protective Ensemble for Structural NFPA 1971, 19786,
Firefighting, Proximity Firefighting 1991, 1992
Hazardous Materials

28. DOT Compressed Gas Cylinders 49CFR178

29. STD. On FD Infection Control NFPA 1581

30. Std. On FD SCBA Programs NFPA 1404

31. FD Reports & Records NFPA 1401

32. FDICS NFPA 1561

33.  Standard for the Organization and NFPA 1710 & 1720
Deployment of Fire Suppression
Operations, Emergency Medical
Operations and Special Operations

Insurance Services Office Evaluation Criteria
Eight three-hour drills per year 580-A-2
Four three hours multi-company drills per 580-A-2

year (should be manipulative/wet)
Two three-hour night drills per year 580-A-2
Page 35
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Ef Cajon Fire Deparirnent

Strategic Plan
20 hours company drill per member/ per month 580-B
Two days per year officer training 580-C
Four half-day sessions/year driver/ 580-D
operator training
40 hour training for new drivers/ operators 580-E
Radioactivity training- 1/2 day 580-F
per member per year
Recruit training: 240 hours per recruit 580-G
Pre-fire planning inspections — 580-H
all commercial, industrial: institutional
and similar occupancies twice/year
FPage 36
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El Cajon Fire Department
Strategic Plan

Benchmark Charts

Comparison of Resources per 1,000 Population
0.090
0.080
0.070
0.060
0.050
0.040
0.030
0.020

0.010

0.000

Stations Pumpers Aerials

|@ National Median 8 E| Cajon FD
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El Cajon Fire Department
Strategic Plan

Comparison of Paid Firefighters
per 1,000 Population

Regicnai Median National Median International City/County
Management Association

El Cajon FD
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El Cajon Fire Department
Strategic Plan

Comparison of Firefighters Per 1,000 Population

Regional Median National Median Ei Cajon
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El Cajon Fire Department
Strategic Plan

Comparison of Paid Firefighters
per 1,000 Population
with Similar Total Workweek Hours

National Median El Cajen FD
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E! Cajon Fire Department
Strategic Plan

250.000

200.000

150.000

100.000

50.000

0.000

Comparison of Incidents per 1,000 Population

o |

Urban High Range

Urban Low Range

Regional Median

El Cajon FD
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Strategic Plan

El Cajon Fire Department

Base Map GIS
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ITEM NO:_4.2

" Agenda Report:
DATE: January 3, 2008

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

FROM: City Attorney

SUBJECT: Proposed Tobacco Paraphernalia Ordinance

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council review the attached draft of an ordinance
to regulate tobacco paraphernalia establishments in the City of El Cajon, provide
comments or changes, and direct the City Attorney to return with a final version for
introduction and first reading at the next regular City Council meeting.

BACKGROUND: At the City Council meeting of November 13, 2007, the City Council
considered a draft ordinance for the regulation of tobacco and drug paraphernalia sales
in the City of El Cajon. Following testimony from the public the City Council then
directed the City Attorney to meet with representatives of the Communities Against
Substance Abuse (“CASA”) and other organizations in the community, and to return with
a final proposed ordinance.

In December I met with representatives of CASA, and spoke with an attorney with the
Public Health Institute Technical Assistance Legal Center, to discuss the proposed
ordinance. It is my feeling that the best approach is to initially regulate the marketing
and display of tobacco - not “drug” - paraphernalia with a new ordinance. I believe that
existing ordinances already regulate the location of shops selling such merchandise, and
that existing state and federal laws prohibit the sale of drug paraphernalia, thereby
preempting local legislation.

The attached ordinance provides a means of regulating the practice of selling “tobacco
paraphernalia” not by making such sales illegal but by prohibiting the display and
marketing of such products except under certain circumstances.

The Police Department has focused efforts to remove illegal drug paraphernalia from
smoke shops in El Cajon. This ordinance would provide another tool for the Department
to reduce the marketing of tobacco paraphernalia in El Cajon, which will, it is hoped,
reduce the exposure of such products to minors.

[oP



At the request of Chief Diamond, I have also met with Lt. Shakowski of the Police
Department, and will continue to explore any additionial ordinances, which would
regulate the sale of drug paraphernalia not preempted by state or federal laws.

FISCAL IMPACT: Unknown at this time. As with any regulatory ordinance there are
costs associated with its enforcement, which are impossible to predict.

PREPARED BY:

L
Mor . Fg ley ’
CI O
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ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING CHAPTER 5.30
OF THE EL CAJON MUNICIPAL CODE REGULATING
TOBACCO PARAPHERNALIA
ESTABLISHMENTS IN THE CITY OF EL CAJON.

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

SECTION 1: Chapter 5.30 of the El Cajon Municipal Code is hereby added
to read as follows:

Chapter 5.30 TOBACCO PARAPHERNALIA ESTABLISHMENTS
Section 5.30.010 Definitions.

A. “Tobacco paraphernalia establishment” means any premises
where tobacco paraphernalia is displayed for sale, offered for sale
or sold, and which devotes more than a two foot by four foot (2’ X
4') (two (2) feet in depth maximum) section of sheif space for
tobacco paraphernalia.

B. “Tobacco paraphernalia” is defined as:

1. Including but not limited to one (1) or more of those items
identified in that list set forth in subdivision (3) below, and any
device intended or designed primarily for use by individuals for the
smoking or ingestion of tobacco, notwithstanding that the device
may aiso be used for the smoking or ingestion of marijuana,
hashish, hashish oil, cocaine or any other "controlled substance,"
as that term is defined in the Health and Safety Code.

2 A device "designed primarily for" the smoking or ingestion
set forth in subdivision (1) above, is a device that has been
fabricated, constructed, altered, adjusted, or marked especially for
use in the smoking or ingestion of tobacco, and is peculiarly
adapted to that purposes by virtue of a distinctive feature or
combination of features associated with tobacco paraphernalia,
notwithstanding that the device may also be used for the smoking
or ingestion of marijuana, hashish, hashish oil, cocaine or any other
"controlled substance," or for some other purpose.

3. Includable items or devices:

Page 10of 4 |04



(a) Metal, wooden, acrylic, glass, stone, plastic or ceramic
pipes, with or without screens (permanent or otherwise), heads or
punctured metal bowls;

(b) A device constructed so as to prevent the escape of smoke
into the air and to channel smoke into a chamber where it may be
accumulated to permit inhalation or ingestion of larger quantities of
smoke that would otherwise be possible, whether the device is
Known as a "bong," or otherwise;

(c) A smokable pipe constructed with a receptacle or container
in which water or other liguid may be placed into which smoke
passes and is cooled in the process of being inhaled or ingested:;

(d) A smokable pipe which contains a heating unit, whether the
device is known as an "electric pipe,” or otherwise;

(e) A device constructed so as to permit the simuitaneous
mixing and ingestion of smoke and nitrous oxide or other
compressed gas, whether the device is known as a "buzz bomb," or
otherwise; '

] A canister, container or other device with a tube, nozzle or
other similar arrangement attached and so constructed as to permit
the forcing of accumulated smoke into the user's jungs under
pressure;

(@) A device for holding burning material, such as a cigarette
that has become too small or too short to be held in the hand,
whether the device is known as a "roach clip," or otherwise;

4. Lighters and matches not possessing any of the
characteristics described in 3(a) through (g), above shall be
excluded from the definition of tobacco and drug paraphernalia.

Section 5.30.020 Prohibition against entry by minors.

A. it shall be unlawful for any person in charge or control of any
tobacco paraphernalia establishment to knowingly allow or permit a
person under the age of eighteen (18), not accompanied by their
parent or legal guardian, to enter or remain within any tobacco
paraphernalia establishment.

B. It shall be unlawful for any person in charge or control of a

tobacco paraphernalia establishment to fail to display and maintain,
or fail to cause to be displayed and maintained, at least one sign

Page 2 of 4
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stating that a person under the age of eighteen (18) may not enter
the premises unless accompanied by their parent or legal guardian.
These signs shall be not less than ten inches by eighteen inches
(10" X 18"} in size, with lettering of not less than 48 pt. font size,
and shall be placed in a conspicuous location near each public
entrance to the tobacco paraphernalia establishment.

C. In the event that a sign or signs have been posted as
reguired in subdivision (B) above, it shall be uniawful for a person
under the age of eighteen (18) to enter or remain in any tobacco

and drug paraphernalia establishment, unless he or she is '

accompanied by their parent or legal guardian.

Section 5.30.030 Retail sales and display of tobacco and
drug paraphernalia.

A. Retail sales and display of tobacco paraphernalia shail only
take place in an enclosed building or tobacco paraphernalia
establishment. It shall be unlawful for any person to sell or display
for sale tobacco paraphernalia at a fair, street market, event or
location other than in an enclosed building or tobacco
paraphernalia establishment.

B. Except as provided in subdivision (C), below: (i) no tobacco
paraphernalia may be displayed in cases, shelves, or in any
locations visible to passers by of the tobacco paraphernalia
establishment; and (i) no tobacco paraphernalia may be displayed
to patrons or visitors of the tobacco paraphernalia establishment
within twenty (20) feet of non-tobacco paraphernalia merchandise
(including, but not limited to, sweatshirts, sweaters, jackets, tee-
shirts, ball caps, woolen caps and other apparel, embroidered
patches, lighters, matches, posters, and books) bearing pictures,
graphics, representations, messages, facsimiles, or literature
reflecting or referring to controlled substances, including marijuana,
hashish, hashish oil, cocaine, methamphetamine, or any other
controlled substances.

C. The display restrictions set forth in subdivision (B) (i), above,
shall not apply to tobacco paraphernalia such as tobacco pipes
(made of briarwood, meerschaum, calabash gourd, corncob, or
such other materials commonly used in the manufacture of tobacco
pipes) or cigarette holders manufactured to hold a single,
commercially created and machine rolled, cigarette.

Page 3 of 4
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Section 5.30.040 Conflicts with other applicable laws.

Nothing in the definition of tobacco paraphernalia establishments is
intended to, nor shall be interpreted as legalizing or appiying to the
delivery, furnishing, transfer, possession or manufacture of drug
paraphernalia or any use otherwise prohibited by state or federal
law, including without limitation, Penal Code Section 308 and
Health and Safety Code Sections 11014.5, 11364, 11364.5 and
11364.7.

Section 5.30.050 Severability.

If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this article is for any
reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a decision of any
court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the
validity of the remaining portions of this article. The city council
hereby declares that it would have passed this article and adopted
this article and each section, sentence, clause or phrase thereof,
irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections, subsections,
sentences, clauses or phrases be declared invalid or
unconstitutional.

Section 5.30.060 Violation; enforcement.

The penalties and provisions of chapter 1.24 of this Code shall
apply to any violations of this chapter.

SECTION 2: This ordinance shall be effective 30 days following its
passage and adoption.

Draft Tobacco Paraphemalia (clean) 010308
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METRO WASTEWATER JIPA Bl

Top Stories from 2007

® In january, Henry Abarbanel was re-elected Chairman,
Mayda Winter was re-elected Vice Chair and David
Scherer was elected Secretary for fiscal 2007-08.

¢ In February, the Metro Wastewater JPA passed a resolution
recommending that the City of San Diego begin preparing a
renewed permit application waiving secondary treatment at the
Point Loma plant but at the same time explore Biological
Aerated Filter (BAF) and other emerging technologies, and
urged San Diego to continue the enhanced ocean-monitoring
through Scripps Institution of Oceanography and to maintain
close contact with environmental organizations.

* In March, the JPA announced a joint governance feasibility
study with the City of San Diego in a press release that
identified a 60-day plan to study the feasibility of setting up a
new, region-wide wastewater organization that included cost
and ownership scenarios.

®  The Strategic Planning Workshop in May reviewed the past
and looked forward at the region’s possible future.
Commissioner Augie Caires gave a presentation on regional
wastewater governance with key milestones and agreements,
Looking forward, the comprehensive joint governance
research report was presented by Karyn Keese of PBS&J and
Scott Huth, Metro TAC Chair from Coronado. The overview
had three regional governance options, 1) Add San Diego to
Metro Commission; 2) Form a new JPA, with no Asset/Debt
Transfer; and 3) Create JPA with Full Ownership/Transfer.

¢  In June, the JPA voted to request a voting seat on San Diego’s
newly-formed Independent Rates Oversight Committee (JROC
formerly the PUAC). San Diego determined that one JPA
member would be advisory -only.

¢ The JPA took a position on California Senate Bill 966 that
would establish a take-back system requiring pharmacies to
collect and dispose of unused prescription drugs returned by
their customers to take effect in July 2008. The bill passed.

s In July, the Chula Vista City Council voted to join the Metro
JPA. Unanimous ratification of its membership by the other
participating agencies was confirmed in November. Chula
Vista is a charter member of the Metro Commission.

¢ In August, Rafteus Financial Consultants {(RFC) presented
a Capacity Evaluation Analysis examining the practices of
various utilities and prior capacity sales to determine a
capacity valuation analysis for the participating agencies.

6.1

NEws BRIEF

Vol. 7, No. 11, December 2007

*  San Diego Mayor Jerry Sanders” attendance at the
December meeting of the Metro JPA was a first in the 10-
year existence of the Commission. Sanders has agreed to
meet quarterly with the JPA and have members of his staff
attend the other meetings.

Barrett to Head MWWD; Bertch Resigns

San Diego Mayor Sanders has appointed James M. Barrett as
Director of the Metropolitan Wastewater Department. He will
double as head of both the City Water Department and MWWD.
Bob Ferrier will continue as Assistant Director of MWWD. The
change was necessitated by the resignation this month of Dr. Tim
Bertch as Metro Wastewater Director. Barrett, a 28-year Navy
veteran, was the commanding officer of Navy Public Works in
San Diego before joining the City.

2008 Meetings - Metro JPA

The Metro JPA mostly meets on the first Thursday of every
month from 12 noon to 1pm in the Metropolitan Operations
Center (MOC II) auditorium in Kearny Mesa. The Metro JPA
meeting dates for 2008 are: Jan. 10, Feb. 7, March 6, April 3,
May 1, June 5, July 3, Aug. 7, Sep. 4, Oct. 2, Nov. 6 and Dec.
4. About every third meeting will be held in downtown San
Diego when Mayor Sanders joins us. Those dates will be
determined later.

2008 Meetings - Metro TAC

The Technical Advisory Committee {Metro TAC) meets on the
third Wednesday of every month from 11am to 1 pm at MOC 11
The Metro TAC meeting dates for 2008 are: Jan, 16, Feb. 20,
March 19, April 16, May 21, June 18, July 16, Aug, 20, Sept. 17,
Oct. 15, Nov. 19 and Dec. 17.

Metro Commissioners

Councilmember Henry Abarbanel, Del Mar - Chair

Mayor Pro Tem Mayda Winter, Imperial Beach - Vice Chair
Mayor Cheryl Cox, Chula Vista

Councilmember Al Ovrom, Coronado

Mayor Mark Lewis, El Cajon

Vice Mayor Ernest Ewin, La Mesa

Councilmember Jerry Jones, Lemon Grove Sanitation District
Councilmember Luis Natividad, National City

Board Member Mark Robak, Otay Water District

Board Member Augie Caires, Padre Dam Muni.Water District
Deputy Mayor Merrilee Boyack, Poway

Supervisor Dianne Jacob, County of San Diego

Metro JPA News Brief Editors:
Julie Walke, 858/729-9933, Julie. walkecomm@sbcglobal.net
Roger Coniee, 619/795-7785, rconleei@cox.net

THE JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY PROAGCTIVELY ADDRESSING REGIONAL WASTEWATER ISSUES
WWW.METROJPA.ORG

o



METRO §

WASTEWATER J P A

Metro Commission and
Metro Wastewater JPA Meeting

SANDAG Boardroom
401 B Street, 7th Floor

December 6, 2007
Draft Minutes

Chairman Abarbanel called the meeting to order at 12:00 p.m. A quorum of the Metro Wastewater JPA and
Metro Commission was declared, and the following representatives were present:

1.

ROLL. CALL
Agencies Rapresentatives Alternate
City of Chuia Vista Cheryl Cox X
City of Coronado Al Ovrom X
City of Del Mar Henry Abarbanel X
City of El Cajon Mark Lewis X
City of Imperial Beach Mayda Winter X
City of La Mesa Ermie Ewin X Arrived at 12:04
Lemon Grove

Sanitation District Jerry Jones X Arrived at 12:02
City of Nationai City Luis Natividad X Left at 1:10
City of Poway Merrilee Boyack X Arrived at 12:06
City of San Diego Jerry Sanders X David Jarrell
County of San Diego Dianne Jacob Daniel Brogadir
Otay Water District Mark Robak X Arrived at 12:04
Padre Dam MWD Augie Caires X
Metro TAC Chair Scott Huth X

PUBLIC COMMENT
There was no public comment.

APPROVE MINUTES FROM THE MEETING OF NOVEMBER 1, 2007
The minutes for the meeting of November 1, 2007 were approved by consensus.

{Note: Commissioner Jones arrived)

METRO TAC UPDATE

At this time Scott Huth introduced items discussed at TAC, see notes for Items 12-15 for this agenda.
Karyn Keese will present information on each of the items. Items 12-15 were discussed at this time.

(Note: At this time Commissioners Ewin and Robak arrived.)

METRO COMMISSION/JPA - PAST & FUTURE
Following Items 12-15, Mayor Jerry Sanders arrived and was infroduced to the Metro Commissioners.
The meeting continued from this point.

a) Looking Back - Commissioner Caires gave a presentation on the history of the Commission/JPA

109
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from 1963 to 2007.

b) Looking Forward - Chairman Abarbane! gave a presentation on key goals of the Commission/JPA for
the future.

At this time, Chairman Abarbanel asked the Mayor about the relationship of the JPA in the interaction
with the Mayor's office and the City Council. The Mayor replied that he is still learning about the JPA, he
is happy to be at the quarterly meetings, and is more than willing to listen, take input, and share a
certain amount of decision making. He noted that as a third partner, the JPA deserves an opportunity o
talk about charges, CIP, and all the things that are important to the system, noting that everyone needs
to come to an agreement on how the structure of this would work.

Chairman Abarbanel suggested that a “waiver and beyond” task force could be put together with a few
staff members, a few members of the City Council, and some members of the JPA to discuss PlanBin
case the waiver is not granted without conditions or lawsuits, to discuss the future steps if this scenario
should occur. Mayor Sanders said he does not want to predetermine an outcome, but is willing to sit
down and discuss all of these things.

6. FINANCIAL SUMMARY UPDATE
Karyn Keese noted that the Finance Ad Hoc Committee will not be meeting until after the first of the
year. Fieldman Rolapp and Associates and the City’s financial advisors will be asked to attend the next
meeting to discuss what it will take to help enhance the City’s ability to get back into the market. She
noted the 2007 audit has not been started as of yet. Fieldman Rolapp and Assoclates did speak to the
City’s financial advisors on their next debt issue; it will not be until the end of next year when they get
out to the market.

(Note: Commissioner Natividad left the meeting.)

7. SECONDARY TREATMENT AND WAIVER STATUS UPDATE

Timothy Bertch provided an update on secondary treatment and the waiver status. The 1,500-page
waiver application is complete and wiil be sent prior to the deadline date. There wiil be a public hearing
with the EPA and Regional Quality Control Board in mid-2008. The tentative decision will be announced
45 days prior to the public hearing. He noted that when the application is submitted, the plant gets
stayed under its current permit until it gets resoived, without the permit expiring. This continues through
the entire appeals process as well. More information will be provided at a later date.

8. STATUS OF CITY OF SAN DIEGO PUBLIC WORKS/MWWD PERSONNEL CHANGE AND IMPACTS
TO METRO COMMISSION/JPA
Chairman Abarbanel announced that Timothy Berich has resigned as Director of MWWD, effective
December 13", Mr. David Jarrell was introduced as the Interim Deputy Chief for Public Works to replace
Mr. Richard Haas. Mr. Jarell announced the City is currently advertising for a new Deputy Chief of
Public Works and will be recruiting for a new Director of MWWD.

9. IROC UPDATE

Mr. Scott Tulloch reported that IROC last met on November 8", At this meeting, subcommittees were
established and administrative issues were taken care of. Potable reuse was also discussed.

10. FINANCE AD HOC COMMITTEE
See comments under ltem 6.
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1.

12,

13.

14,

15.

REGIONAL JOINT GOVERNANCE AD HOC COMMITTEE
There was no report.

ACTION: REVIEW OF THE CAPACITY VALUATION STUDY

An overview of the oufput of the study contracted with Raftelis Consulting was provided. TAC
recommended approval of this study. Chairman Abarbanel suggested that the study should be sent to
each of the Participating Agencies’ City Managers and General Managers for review and input and
brought back at a later time for discussion and consideration of approvai.

ACTION: REVIEW OF THE CONCEPT OF LEASING CAPACITY BETWEEN METRO JPA MEMBERS
A handout showing which agencies have capacity and which need capacity was provided.

Raftelis Consulting was asked to develop a leasing concept, the basis they used is widely accepted,
which is comparable to how a car lease is done. Two things included in the lease of capacity is to 1)
pay the depreciation (wear and tear measure), and 2) pay the leaser interest. Final calculation for
leasing is equal to about 38¢ per gallon per day, or $100 per EDU ($380,000 per year if leasing 1mgd of
capacity). All agencies using the metro system would contribute to the pool if they wish. The City of
San Diego would not be adding any capacity into the pool for the first year, reducing the size of the pooi
initially. 1t was noted that if an agency does not have input into the pool, there will be no return for them
at the end of the year if someone does lease capacity, as the money will be portioned out.

in concept, the Treasurer, Doug Wilson, will handle the money, and lease payments will go directly into
an interest bearing account at Padre Dam MWD, At the end of the year when the budget is reconciled,
this will become a deduction for each one of the agencies on a proportional basis to their amount of flow
into the pool.

Scott Huth noted that if the concept is approved, it will allow them to move forward and include legal
counsel to look at legal aspects. Mr. Huth noted that this decision is timely, especially for the City of
Chula Vista, as they are looking into whether or not to build a plant, buy capacity from someone, or look
at this concept as an alternative sometime in the future.

Upon motion by Commissioner Ewin, seconded by Commission Caires, the Board unanimously approved
the concept of leasing capacity between Metro JPA members and to move forward with having legal
counsel's input.

ACTION: CHLORINATION AT POINT LOMA TREATMENT PLANT

Ms. Lori Vereker, Deputy Director for the Wastewater Treatment Disposal Division for the City of San
Diego presented information on the chiorination at the Point Loma Treatment Plant.

Upon motion by Commissioner Boyack, seconded by Commissioner Ewin, the Board unanimously
approved this project.

ACTION: NORTH CITY WATER RECLAMATION PLANT - LIVE STREAM DISCHARGE FEASIBILITY
STUDY

Mr. Guann Hwang, Senior Engineer with MWWD, provided information on the North City Water
Reclamation Plant. He noted Metro TAC recommended this project be divided into two phases. The first
phase would involve initial consultation meetings with the State Regional Board. At this time, they are
only asking for approval of Phase 1 and will bring this back at a later time for Phase 2. The cost of
Phase 1 is $24,000 and the cost for Phase 2 is $446,000.
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Upon motion by Commissioner Boyack, seconded by Commissioner Caires, the Board unanimously
approved Phase 1 of this project.

16. METRO COMMISSIONERS' AND JPA BOARD MEMBERS' COMMENTS
¢ Commissioner Winter thanked Timothy Berich on behalf of the Commission for his contributions.

e Commissioner Caires asked if the JPA will be involved in negotiations with either EPA or anyone
else and the City to pian a strategy on how to deal with the secondary issue in the future.

» Commissioner Robak reminded everyone CWA's 20-Gailon Challenge has been well received.

« Chairman Abarbanel noted the next meeting of the JPA will be held on January 10", 12:00 p.m. at
MOC Il

e Chairman Abarbanel noted the letter addressed to Mayor Sanders and Council President Scott
Peters regarding options if the waiver does not pass will be formally sent.

17. ADJOURNMENT OF METRO COMMISSION AND JPA
At 1:55 p.m., there being no further business, Chairman Abarbane! declared the meeting adjourned.

Recording Secretary
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Board Members

Mary Teresa Sessom, Chair
Mayor, Lemon Grove

Lori Hoit Pfeiler, First Vice Chair
Mayor, Escondido

Jerome Stocks, Second Vice Chair
Mayor, Encinitas

Matt Hall
Counciimember, Carisbad

" Cheryl Cox
Mayaor, Chula Vista

Phil Monroe
Counciimember, Coronado

Crystal Crawford
Deputy Mayor, Del Mar

Mark Lewis
Mayor, El Cajon

Jim lanney
Mayor, imperial Beach

Art Madrid
Mayor, La Mesa

Ron Morrison
Mayor, National City

Jim Wood
Mayor, Qceanside

Mickey Cafagna
Mayor, Poway

Jerry Sanders
Mayor, San Diego

Toni Atkins
Councilmember, San Diego

Jim Desmond
Mayor, San Marcos

Jack Dale
Councilmember, Santee

Lesa Heebner
Mayor, Solana Beach

Judy Ritter
Councilmember, Vista

Ron Roberts
Chairman, County of San Diego

Bill Horn
Supervisor, County of San Diego

Advisory Members

Victor Carrillo, Chairman
Imperial County

Will Kempton, Director
California Department

of Transportation

Harry Mathis, Chairrnan
Metropolitan Transit System

Ed Gallo, Chairman
North County Transit District

CAPT Steve Wirsching, USN, CEC,
Southwest Division Naval Facdilities
Engineering Command

U.5. Department of Defense

Sylvia Rios, Chair
5an Diego Unified Port District

Marilyn Dailey, Commissioner
San Diego County Water Authority

Robert Smith, Chair
Southern California Trihal
Chairmen’s Association

Remedios Gémez-Arnau
Consul General of MeXico

Gary L. Gallegos
Executive Director, SANDAG
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS
AGENDA

Friday, December 21, 2007 £ . E
9 a.m. to 12 noon = ;5_5'5;;
SANDAG Board Room N <
401B Street, 7"Floor  ~ S°g
San Diego > g%ﬁ

2 7

AGENDA HIGHLIGHTS

* FUNDING RECOMMENDATION FOR JOB ACCESS
AND REVERSE COMMUTE AND NEW FREEDOM

PROJECTS
e 2008 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

e REGIONAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: 2007 .
ANNUAL PERFORMANCE MONITORING REPORT

PLEASE TURN OFF CELL PHONES DURING THE MEETING

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

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

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



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

This agenda and related staff reports can be accessed at www.sandag.org under Meetings on
SANDAG’s Web site. Public comments regarding the agenda can be forwarded to SANDAG via the
e-mail comment form also available on the Web site. E-mail comments should be received no later
than 12 noon, two working days prior to the Board of Directors meeting.

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), SANDAG will accommodate persons
who require assistance in order to participate in SANDAG meetings. If such assistance is required,
please contact SANDAG at (619) 6399-1900 at least 72 hours in advance of the meeting. To request
this document or related reports in an alternative format, please call (619) 699-1900, {619) £99-1904
(TTY), or fax (619) 699-1905.

SANDAG offices are accessible by public transit.
Phone 1-800-COMMUTE or see www.sdcommute.com for route information.
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ITEM #

+1.

+3.

+4.

+5.

+6.

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Friday, December 21, 2007

APPROVAL OF NOVEMBER 30, 2007, MEETING MINUTES

. PUBLIC COMME'NTS/COMMUNECATIONS/MEMBER COMMENTS

Members of the public shall have the opportunity to address the Board on any
issue within the jurisdiction of SANDAG. Anyone desiring to speak shall reserve
time by completing a “Request to Speak” form and giving it to the Clerk of the
Board prior to speaking. Public speakers should notify the Clerk of the Board if
they have a handout for distribution to Board members. Speakers are limited to
three minutes. Board members also may provide information and announcements
under this agenda item.

ACTIONS FROM POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEES

This item summarizes the actions taken by the Borders Commitiee on
November 30, the Executive and Regional Planning Committees on December 7,
and the Transportation Committee on December 14, 2007.

CONSENT ITEMS (4 through 6)

SANDAG FY 2008 DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISE PROGRAM
AMENDED GOALS (Elaine Richardson)

The Board of Directars is asked to approve the amended SANDAG FY 2008 Annual
Anticipated Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Participation Level for
U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration-assisted
projects. ‘

REPORT SUMMARIZ!NG DELEGATED ACTIONS TAKEN BY EXECUTIVE
DIRECTOR* (Renée Wasmund)

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

REPORTS ON MEETINGS AND EVENTS ATTENDED ON BEHALF OF
SANDAG

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

RECOMMENDATION

APPROVE

APPROVE

APPROVE

INFORMATION

INFORMATION

hs



+8.

+9.

+10.

CHAIR’'S REPORT (7)

ELECTION OF 2008 SANDAG BOARD OFFICERS (San Diego
Councilmember Jim Madaffer, Nominating Committee Chair)

The Nominating Committee unanimously recommends the following slate of
candidates for SANDAG Board officers for calendar year 2008: Lemon Grove
Mayor Mary Sessom for Chair, Escondido Mayor Lori Holt Pfeiler for First Vice
Chair, and Encinitas Mayor Jerome Stocks for Second Vice Chair. Additional
nominations for any officer may be made by Board members at the December
meeting. The Board is asked to elect SANDAG Board Officers for the upcoming
year.

REPORTS (8 through 12)

FUNDING RECOMMENDATION FOR JOB ACCESS AND REVERSE
COMMUTE AND NEW FREEDOM PROJECTS (San Diego Councilmember
Jim Madaffer, Transportation Committee Chair; Dan Levy)

The Transportation Committee recommends that the Board of Directors approve
the Job Access and Reverse Commute and New Freedom projects described in the
report and direct staff to forward the projects to the Federal Transit Administration
for funding following their inclusion in the Regional Transportation Improvement
Program. The Board also is asked to approve an amendment to the FY 2008
Budget for the Short Range Transit Planning work element 30023 to create a pass-
through account to manage $1,007,871 in JARC and New Freedom grants from
the FY 2007 and FY 2008 competitive processes.

ANNUAL PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO BOARD POLICIES* (Escondido
Mayor Lori Pfeiler, SANDAG First Vice Chair; Julie Wiley)

The proposed amendments to SANDAG Board Policies were reviewed by the
Executive Committee at its Novemnber and December meetings. The amendments
were proposed by staff over the past year and include updates and corrections. No
modifications were requested by Executive Committee members. The Executive
Committee recommends that the Board of Directors approve the proposed
amendments to the Board Policies.

2008 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM (Escondido Mayor Lori Pfeiler, SANDAG
First Vice Chair; Genevieve Morelos)

Consistent with past programs, the proposed legislative program for calendar year
2008 includes policies and proposals for possible federal and state legislation and
local activities. The Executive Committee recommends that the Board of Directors
approve the 2008 SANDAG Legislative Program.

APPROVE

APPROVE

APPROVE

APPROVE

i



+11.

+12.

13.

14,

REGIONAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: 2007 ANNUAL PERFORMANCE
MONITORING REPORT (Lemon Grove Councilmember lJerry Jones,
Regional Planning Committee Chair; Christine Eary)

Monitoring progress in implementing the Regional Comprehensive Plan (RCP)
occurs on an annual basis. In 2006, SANDAG released The Regional

Comprehensive Plan: Establishing a Baseline for Performance Monitoring (Baseline

Report). The 2007 Annual Performance Monitoring Report represents the first
annual RCP monitoring report since the Baseline Report was accepted by SANDAG
in October 2006. The Regional Planning Committee recommends that the Board
of Directors accept the Regicnal Comprehensive Plan 2007 Annual Performance
Monitoring Report.

REGIONAL HABITAT MANAGEMENT AND FIRE SAFETY (Rob Rundle)

At the December 7, 2007, meeting, Executive Committee members asked that a
discussion item be added to the December 21 Board of Directors agenda
concerning regional habitat management and fire safety. The Board is asked to
discuss how the region could address fire safety.issues while maintaining habitat
preservation goals, and provide direction to staff.

UPCOMING MEETINGS
The next Board Policy meeting is scheduled for Friday, January 11, 2008, at
10 a.m. The next Board Business meeting of the SANDAG Board of Directors is

scheduled for Friday, January 25, 2008, at 9 a.m,

ADJOURNMENT

+ next to an agenda item indicates an attachment

* next to an agenda item indicates a San Diego Regional Transportation Commission item

ACCEPT

DISCUSSION/.
POSSIBLE ACTION

N
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Agenda Report
DATE: December 28, 2007
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Council Member McClellan

SUBJECT: Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

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

BACKGROUND:

Government Code Section 53232.3(d) introduced as Assembly Bill No. 1234, effective January 1,
2006, requires members of a legislative body to provide brief reports on meetings attended at the
expense of the local agency at the next regular meeting of the legislative body.

REPORT:

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

January 4, 2008 - Pick up materials at City Hall
January 8, 2008 - Council Meetings 3:00 and 7:00 p.m.

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

SUBMITTED BY,
“ 7 g
bov et
Bob McClellan @‘
Council Member Y
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q
COUNCIL BILL STATUS/
BILL | NO. | SPONSOR SUBJECT POSITION | COMMITTEE
J DATE LAST ACTION DATE
An act to amend Section 1520.5 of the Failed Deadline pursuant to Rule 61(a)(5).
AB 411 Emmerson Health and Safety Code, relating to 04/10/2007 Support Assembly Last location was Appr. Suspense File.
residential facilities. 6/1/2007
An act to add Chapter 12.491
(commencing with Section 8879.38) Failed Deadline pursuant to Rule 61(a){2).
AB 412 Smyth to Division 1 of Title 2 of the 4/10/2007 Monitor Assembly Last location was TRANS (Refers to
Government Code, relating to 4/16/2007 hearing).—12/5/2007
fransportation.
An act to amend Sections 65583.2 Consideration of Governor's veto pending--
AB 414 Jones and 65863 of the Government Code, 8/14/2007 Oppose Assembly 12/13/2007
reiating to local planning.
An act to add Section 42913 to the . . ' .
AB 548 Levine Public Resources Code, relating to 05/08/2007 Support Assembly MMJM_MMﬂwwo: of Governor's veto pending--
recycling.
An act to add Chapter 1.7 .
(commencing with Section 1800) to ! _— . . ,
.2 - . ttee: Set, first hearing. Hearing
AB 655 Swanson Part 1 of Division 2 of the Public 4/10/2007 Monitor Assembly n comm
Contract Code, relating to public canceled at the request of author.—6/19/07
contracts.
An act to add Chapter 6.5
(commencing with Section 42390) to Failed Deadline pursuant to Rule 61(a)(5).
AB 820 Karnette Part 3 of Division 30 of the Public 05/08/2007 Support Assembly Last location was APPR. SUSPENSE. —
_ Resources Code, reiating to 6/1/2007
recycling.
An act to add and repeal Section
97.48 of the Revenue and Taxation Failed Deadline pursuant to Rule 61(a)(5).
AB 1254 Caballero Code, relating to local government 4/10/2007 Support Assembly Last location was APPR. SUSPENSE FILE. —
finance. 6/1/2007
An act to amend Section 65315 of . .
AB 1256 Caballero the Government Code, relating to 4/10/2007 Support Assembly Failed Deadline pursuant to Rule 61(a)(3).

housing.

Last location was L. GOV.—5/14/2007

The Legislative Report tracks bills for the 2007-2008 Session of the California Legislature that the Ef Cajon City Council / Redevelopment A

Page - 1 - Updated: Oct 3rd,, 2007 at 10:50 a.m.. for the Oct Sth, 2007 City Councit Meefing

gency has voted to monitor, support or oppose.
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COUNCIL BILL STATUS/
BILL | NO. | SPONSOR SUBJECT POSITION | COMMITTEE
J DATE LAST ACTION DATE
An act to amend Section 85703 of
AB 1430 | Garrick the Government Code, relating to 7124107 Monitor Assembly wwwumﬂwa by mﬁmwmqu\_o%mwww%:maﬂ
the Political Refarm Act of 1974 » Statutes of 2007, -
An act to amend Section 25214.10.1
of Mﬁmu%mm_m_gﬁm mmmmw Mﬂm.mwmm Failed Deadline pursuant to Rule &1(a)(5).
AB 1635 Huffman of the Public Resources Code 05/08/2007 Support Assembly Last location was APPR. SUSPENSE FILE-
relating to electronic waste. @ :ﬁm (Refers to 5/31/2007 hearing)12/18/2007
making an appropriation therefor.
1 An act to amend and add various
sections to the PUC, relating to the Chaptered by the Secretary of State, Chapter
B 10 Kehoe San Diego County Regional Airport |  &/14/2007 Support Assembly Number 287, Statutes of 2007—10/05/2007
Authority,
An act to repeal and add Section
\ 23109.2 of the Vehicle Code, relating Failed Deadline pursuant to Rule 61(a)(5).
SB 266 | Steinberg to vehicles. 4/10/2007 Support Senate Last location was APPR.—6/01/2007
An act to amend Sections §879.23
and 8879.28 of the Government . .
. F
SB 286 Lowenthall and Code, relating to transportation 4/10/207 Support Senate Set, irst hearing. Hearing canceled at the request o
Dutton < author.—8/22/2007
bonds, and declaring the urgency
thereof, to take effect immediately.
An act to amend Sections 65301,
65582, 65583, 65583.2,and 65860
of, to add Sections 65300.1, 5583.3, . . .
sB 303 | Ducheny 65588.2, and 65588.3 to, and to 411072007 Oppose Senate mw_wr“,_mmﬁ”m.ﬁw oeld in committee and under
repeal and add Section 65588 of, the '
Government Code, relating to local
overnment.
An act to amend Section 1520.5 of Failed Deadline pursuant to Rule 61 (a)(8).
5B 709 Dutton the Health and Safety Code, 4/10/2007 Support Senate Last location was APPR. SUSPENSE FILE—
relating to residential facilities. 6/08/2007
. Set, first hearing. Failed passage in
sB 913 | Hollingsworth [ AN act to amend Section 30035 of the [ 0 - Monitor Senate committee. (Ayes 2. Noes 2. Page 626.)
Penal Code, refating to sex offenders. ) .
Reconsideration granted. -- 4/17/2007
An act to amend Sections 1523.1,
1566.2, and 1566.3 of, and to add . .
SB 914 | Hollingsworth | Section 1566.9 to, the Health and 03/27/2007 Monitor Senate Failed Deadline pursuant o Rule 61(a)(2).

Safety Code, relating to comimunity
care facilities.

Last location was HUM. §.—5/02/2007
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wm:mmﬂwzwmqmwﬁwﬁmum_ﬂ% M._ .w—%_:o Failed Deadline pursuant to Rule 81 (a)(8).
SB 934 Lowenthal the Government Code, relating to 4/10/2007 Support Senate _m.wommﬁ\_mu%wwo: was APPR. SUSPENSE FILE—

housing.

An act to add Section 21080.20 to To Coms. on NAT. RES. and TRANS. -
SB 947 Hollingsworth the Public Resources Code, relating 03/27/2007 Monitor Senate 5/24/2007

to environmental quality,
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IN THIS ISSUE: Dec. 14, 2007
Issue #47-2007
Page 3 A Reminder on Prop. 1A Protection of Major Revenue
Page 4: Final Transit-Oriented Development Guidelines Released
Nominations Now Being Accepted for League City Managers Department Awards
Page S: League 2008 Annual Conference: Call for Session Proposals

Find a Bill, Legislator, Leg Committee, or Ask League Staff

Editor’s Note: Priority Focus will not publish on Friday, Dec. 21 or Friday, Dec. 28. Regular
publication will resume on Friday, Jan. 4, 2008. Happy holidays!

NEW LEGAL ANALYSIS WARNS ‘EMINENT DOMAIN’ INITIATIVE THREATENS
CALIFORNIA’S LANDMARK GLOBAL WARNING LEGISLATION (AB 32)
Other Environmental and Rent Control Protections Also At Risk

A new, independent legal analysis by Shute, Mihaly & Weinberger LLP, one of California's
leading environmental law firms, has warned that the California Property Owners and Farmland
Protection Act (CPOFPA) could hinder the implementation of AB 32, California’s landmark law to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions. For more, see Page 2.

SO0 ARES P ORGREORORRORBOAPR0RR000S

PROP. 1B LOCAL STREETS AND ROAD FUNDS AVAILABLE JAN. 15

The California Department of Finance (DOF) earlier this week announced that instructions and
forms for allocating Proposition 1B local street and road funds would be sent to cities and
counties by Jan. 15, 2008. For more, see Page 2.

LAKEWOOD HONORED.WiTH LEAGUE’S NEW CITY ‘ADVOCACY AWARD’

The city of Lakewood was honored with the League of California Cities’ first “City Advocacy
Award” on Tuesday, Dec. 11, at the Lakewoed City Council meeting.

Lakewood was selected in recognition of the city's outstanding commitment to legisiative
advocacy, including the establishment of an inter-governmental relations committee, annual state
legislative priorities for the city, maintaining active relationships with iocal legislators and
participation in League advocacy efforts. For more, see Page 2.

11.1
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‘Eminent Domain’ Continued from Page 1...

The measure would also roil back rent contro! protections and have a devastating impact on other
laws and regulations intended to protect the environment.

The laws and regulations that the analysis states could be impaired or stopped under this
measure include;

AB 32 implementation regulations

California Environmental Quality Act mitigations

Water supply and water quality protections

Urban limit lines and other growth control measures

Protections of endangered species and their habitats

Protection of coastal areas, farmland, and ranchland, as well as cultural and historic sites
"Smart growth” regulations

Ordinary zoning regulations

The landlords sponsoring CPOFPA are falsely claiming that their initiative has no “regulatory
takings” impacts or impacts on the environment. This new legal analysis proves otherwise.
Specifically, the analysis points out:

“The initiative prohibits regulations affecting the use of real property that are enacted ‘in order to
transfer an economic benefit to one or more private persons at the expense of the property
owner.” Put simply, nearly all regulation provides an economic benefit to some private person,
Accordingly, although the initiative is ambiguous in several significant areas, a court could
interpret it to restrict a host of environmental and land use regulations that would be plainly
legitimate under existing law.”

Independently commissioned by the California League of Conservation Voters Education Fund, a
copy of the complete legal analysis can be downloaded at www.cleveducationfund.org.

‘Prop. 1 B Funds Available’ Continued from Page 1..,

This long-awaited announcement was delivered via letter on Dec. 10 to Sens. Mike Machade,
Bob Dutton and Christine Kehoe. The letter (hosted at www.cacities org/fundingstatus) was
written in response to questions raised by the senators as to the specific reasons for the delays in
a special hearing on Dec. 3.

The League of California Cities thanks the senators for raising these questions, and looks forward
to continuing to work with DOF on implementation issues.

‘Lakewood City Advocacy Award’ Continued fram Page 1...

For more than two decades, Lakewood has played an active role helping the League accomplish
its legislative goals. The city first became involved after City Manager Howard Chambers read an
article in Western Cify magazine, highlighting how one city implemented a system to quickly
respond in the fast-paced legislative process.

Mayor Diane DuBois commented on Lakewood’s investment to legisiative action at the state
level, explaining how legislative advocacy has been engrained in the city for many years.

"The Lakewood City Council knows the value of staying close to the legislative process, thanks to
the guidance the League of California Cities has provided,” she said. “We continue to be parthers
with the League’s member cities in making the interests of local government known by working
with our own state legislators. We've seen the benefit to Lakewood residents of our consisfent,
knowledgeable, and timely advocacy.”
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League Legisiative Director Dan Carrigg presented an award plague fo the Lakewood City
Council, remarking just how vital Lakewood and cities in general are to the League’s success.

“The L.eague relies on its member cities like Lakewood to work with us collectively to make sure
that the state government hears the voices of our cities loud and clear,” Carrigg said. “When
cities lobby in Sacramento they in fact protect vital local community services—parks, public
safety, recreation programs, library services, local streets and roads. It's about creating and
maintaining vibrant communities for everyone who lives in a city.”

From left to right: Lakewcod Mayor Diane DuBois,
League Legislative Director Dan Carrigg, and Lakewoad
Deputy City Manager Lisa Novatny, (League
Photo/Kristine Gusrrero)

A Reminder on Prop. 1A Protection of Major City Revenue

As estimates of the California’s chronic general fund budget problem continue to grow, locai
officials are warily checking their wallets. Itisn’t too long ago when the California Legislature
looked to local revenues to help solve budget shortfalls.

But in Nov, 2004, the landscape changed as far as the Legislature’s authority to take major local
revenues. By an unprecedented 84 percent "yes” vote, Californians adopted Proposition 1A, an
amendment to the California state constitution that protects vital local revenues.

Prop. 1A prohibits the state from:
» Shifting property taxes from cities, counties or special districts with certain exceptions;

* Reducing the local Bradley Burns Uniform Sales & Use Tax rate or altering its method of
allocation (except to comply with federal law or an interstate compact);

» Decreasing vehicle license fee (VLF) revenue from the 0.65 percent rate without
providing replacement funding to cities and counties. The state may charge for
administrative costs (California Department of Motor Vehicles, Controiler) and the
Legislature retains the power to change state law allocating VLF revenue among cities
and counties; and

» Failing to reimburse to cities and counties for local sales tax revenues shifted to fund
state economic recovery bonds under the triple-flip (for more on the triple-flip, visit
www.californiacityfinance.com).

134



State Mandate Funding

Prop. 1A also expands definition of “state mandate” to include the fransfer of responsibility of a
program for which the state préviously had full or partial responsibility. Under Prop. 1A, the state
is required to suspend any state mandate upon local government in any year the Legislature does
not fully fund the mandate, including for all costs incurred in prior years. .

Emergency Temporary Suspension of Property Tax Protection

Beginning in FY 2008-09, the Legislature may temporarily suspend the property tax revenue
protection provisions of Prop. 1A under certain very restrictive conditions. The Legislature may
“borrow” not more than 8 percent of total property tax revenues (currently around $2 billion) if:

1. The Governor issues a proclamation of “severe fiscal hardship;”

2. The Legislature enacts an urgency statute suspending Prop. 1A property tax protection
with two-thirds vote of each house; and

3. The Legislature enacts a law providing for full repayment of the “borrowed funds” plus
interest within three years

The Legislature may not enact such a suspenéion more than twice in any 10-year period and may
only do so if any previous borrowing under this provision has been repaid.

Simiiar Protections for Prop. 42 Transportation Sales Tax in Prop. 1A of 2006

Prop. 42 of 2002 earmarked revenues from the state sales tax on gasoline for transportation
purposes including local streets and roads. Under longstanding provisions of Prop. 42 and its
implementing legislation, cities and counties received no allocations this year. In FY 2008-09,
however, cities are due to receive nearly $300 million (allocated on a per capita basis), with a like
amount allocated to counties, and another $300 million to public transportation.

In Nov. 2008, the voters of California approved another Prop. 1A, this one providing protections
for the Prop. 42 transportation sales taxes. Similar to the property tax protections in Prop. 1A of
2004, the 2006 measure provides that the Legislature may borrow revenues Prop. 42, but only
under the same stipulations posted for Prop. 1A (2004) listed above.

For more information on Prop. 42 and Prop. 1A (2004), visit www.californiacityfinance.com.

Final Transit-Oriented Development Guidelines Released

Last week, the California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) published
final guidelines for its transit-oriented development program. The guidelines will be used for the
application process and notice of funding availability. Applications are due March 7, 2008.

Cities are encouraged to review the guidelines, which are available at www.hcd.ca.qov/faitod/.

Nominations Now Being Accepted for League City Managers Department Awards

Do you have a colleague or city manager that has gone above and beyond the call of duty to
contribute to their communities, or promoted the advancement of diversity within their community
and workplace? If so, it's time to recognize them with a nomination for the 2008 John H. Nail
Memorial Award or the 2008 Award for the Advancement of Diverse Communities.

The John H. Nail Memorjal Award was created by the League of California Cities City Managers
Department in honor and memory of a highly regarded city manager and individual. This award
recognizes local government administrative professionals who are serving as municipal

assistants (regardless of position or title) and have contributed significantly to their communities.
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The Award for the Advancement of Diverse Communities was established by the City Managers
Department and honors a city manager or assistant city manager who has been most successful
in promoting the advancement of diversity within the community and the workplace through the
development and implementation of effective programs, policies and/or practices encouraging
diversity.

Nomination applications for each award are available at www.cacities.org/managers, under “2008
John H. Nail Memorjal Award & Award for the Advancement of Diverse Communities.” The
application deadline is § p.m., on Friday, Dec. 21. Applications should be sent to the following
address:

lL.eague of California Cities
Attn: Natasha Karl

1400 K Street, 4th Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

For more information on the awards, contact League Legislative Analyst Natasha Karl at (916)
658-8254.

League 2008 Annual Conference: Call for Session Proposais

Do you have a great idea for a session at the 2008 League of California Cities Annual
Conference? If so, the League wants to hear from you! This is an exciting opportunity to share
your ideas, knowledge and expertise with local government staff, elected officials and decision
makers.

Each year, the L.eague receives more than 200 submissions for 50-55 session slots. Annually,
the conference hosts approximately 2,200 attendees from across the state, including mayors,
council members, city attorneys, city managers, city clerks, municipal assistants, public works
officers, planners, planning commissioners, fiscal officers and city department staff. An exhibition
with over 320 vendors is also showcased.

The 2008 conference theme is “Sailing into the Future” and will be held at the Long Beach
Convention Center, Sep. 24-27, 2008. Submissions on any topic area are welcome. Please note
that only fully compieted proposal forms submitted on or before noon on Tuesday, Jan. 15, 2008,
will be considered by the 2008 Annual Conference Program Planning Advisory Committee.

Any individual, group, business or organization may submit full proposal suggestions. Please
visit www.cacities.orgfgvents for additional details and submission form or contact the League at

education@cacities.org.

Find a Bill, Legislators, Leg Committee, or Ask League Leg Staff

Visit (and bookmark!) the League’s Legislative Resources Web page
(www.cacities.org/legresources). You'll find a roster and contact information for the League'’s
legislative staff; the online Bill Search program, background materials on lobbying your
legislators, and more.
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14.1

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING ZONE RECLASSIFICATION 2279
TO REZONE PROPERTY FROM THE R-1-6 (RESIDENTIAL ONE-
FAMILY 6,000 SQ. FT.}) ZONE TO THE R-2 (TWO-FAMILY) ZONE
ON PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE WEST SIDE OF BOSTONIA
STREET BETWEEN BROADWAY AND COKER WAY,
AND ADDRESSED AS 1040 BOSTONIA STREET.

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

SECTION 1: The City Council hereby approves Zone Reclassification 2279, as
submitted by Comana Family Trust, requesting to rezone property from the R-1-6
(Residential One-Family 6,000 Sq. Ft.) Zone to the R-2 (Two-Family) Zone, on property
located on the west side of Bostonia Street between Broadway and Coker Way, and
addressed as 1040 Bostonia Street.

This property is more particularly described on Exhibit “A”.

SECTION 2: After the effective date of this ordinance no building or other
improvement in the territory set out above shall be erected, constructed, converted, aitered,
enlarged or used except for the uses permitted in the Zoning Ordinance for the R-2 (Two-
Family) Zone.

SECTION 3: This ordinance shall become effective thirty days following its passage
and adoption. :

1/8/08 (Iterm 14.1)

ZR 2279 R-1-6 to R-2

1218/07 - 1* Reading
1/08/08 - 2™ Reading

(2]
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Exhibit "A"
Zone Reclassification 2279
P.C. Resolution No. 10332
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14.2

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 8.33 OF THE
EL CAJON MUNICIPAL CODE REGARDING PROCEDURES FOR
OBTAINING A TOBACCO RETAILER'S LICENSE AND
PROHIBITIONS AGAINST VIOLATING ANY FEDERAL,
STATE, OR LOCAL TOBACCO-RELATED LAW.

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

SECTION 1: Subsection A of section 8.33.010, and section 8.33.090, each of
Chapter 8.33 of the El Cajon Municipal Code, are hereby repealed.

SECTION 2: Subsection A of section 8.33.010 of Chapter 8.33 of the El Cajon
Municipal Code is hereby added to read as follows:

A “Department” means the community development department.

SECTION 3: Section 8.33.090 of Chapter 8.33 of the El Cajon Municipal Code is
hereby added to read as follows:

8.33.090. Suspension or revocation of license.

A. Suspension or Revocation of License for Violation. In addition to
any other penalty authorized by law, a tobacco retailer's license
shall be suspended or revoked if the department finds, after notice
to the licensee and opportunity to be heard, that the licensee or his
or her agents or employees has or have violated the requirements
or prohibitions of this chapter including the conditions of the license
imposed pursuant to Section 8.33.080 of this chapter.

1. Upon a finding by the department of a first license violation
within any sixty-month period, the license shall be
suspended for thirty days unless, at the election of the
tobacco retailer, the tobacco retailer pays an administrative
fine in accordance with Section 8.33.110(C) of this chapter.
The payment of a fine in lieu of suspension does not
expunge the violation and the violation will be counted for
the purposes of a future finding that a second or subsequent
violation has occurred.

2. Upon a finding by the department of a second license
violation within any sixty-month period, the license shall be
suspended for ninety days and (if the violation occurs within

Page 1 of 3
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twelve months of the first violation) the tobacco retailer shall
be fined an administrative fine for a second violation in
accordance with Section 8.33.110(C) of this chapter.

3. Upon a finding by the department of a third license violation
within any sixty-month period, the license shall be
suspended for one year and (if the violation occurs within
twelve months of the first violation) the tobacco retailer shall
be fined an administrative fine for a third violation in
accordance with Section 8.33.110(C) of this chapter. -

4, Upon a finding by the department of a fourth license violation
within any sixty-month period, the license shall be revoked, if
the violation occurs within twelve months of the first violation
the tobacco retailer shall be fined an administrative fine for a
fourth violation in accordance with Section 8.33.110(C) of
this code, and the proprietor or proprietors who had been
issued the license shall never again be issued a tobacco
retailer’s license pursuant to this chapter.

5. A tobacco retailer with a suspended or revoked license:

a. Shall remove all tobacco products and tobacco
paraphernalia from public view; and

b. Shall not display any advertisement relating to
tobacco products or tobacco paraphernalia that
promotes the sale or distribution of such products at
the tobacco retailer location or that would lead a
reasonable consumer to believe that such products
can be obtained at the tobacco retailer location,
including any use of the terms, “tobacco,” or “smoke
shop,” or similar references in the name of the
business operated by the tobacco retailer;

C. Except that for a first or second suspension within any
sixty-month period, instead of complying with
subsections a and b of this section, the tobacco
retailer may elect to post a clear and legible sign at
each point of sale and at every public entrance stating
in seventy-two point type or larger: “TOBACCO
PRODUCTS NOT FOR SALE because this store has
violated a public heaith law regulating tobacco” and
such signs must be present and remain free of
obstructions for the entire duration of the suspension
period.

B. Suspension of License for Failure to Pay Renewal Fee. A tobacco
retailer's license that is not timely renewed pursuant to Section

Page 2 of 3
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8.33.020(D) shall automatically be suspended by operation of law.
If not renewed, a license shall be automatically revoked two years
after the renewal date. To reinstate the paid status of a license that
has been suspended due to the failure to timely pay the renewal
fee, the proprietor must:

1. Submit the renewal fee plus a reinstatement fee of ten
percent of the renewal fee; and

2. Submit a signed affidavit affirming that the proprietor has not
sold any tobacco product or tobacco paraphernalia during
the period the license was suspended for failure to pay the
renewal fee.

C. Revocation of License Issued in Error. A tobacco retailer’s license
shall be revoked if the ‘department finds, after notice and
opportunity to be heard, that one or more of the bases for denial of
a license under Section 8.33.040 of this chapter existed at the time
application was made or at any time before the license issued. The
revocation shall be without prejudice to the filing of a new
application for a license.

D. Appeal of Suspension or Revocation. A decision of the department
to revoke or suspend a license may be appealed by a proprietor or
a tobacco retailer by means of an administrative hearing before an
independent fact finder, including, but not limited to, an
Administrative Law Judge from the state Office of Administrative
Hearings. Any appeal must be filed with the city clerk within ten
calendar days of mailing of the department's decision and be
accompanied by the full amount of any applicable fine as provided
in 1.14.100 (except as provided in Section 1.14.090). An appeal
shall stay all proceedings in furtherance of the appealed action. A
suspension or revocation pursuant to Section 8.33.090(B) of this
chapter is not subject to appeal.

E. An administrative hearing to appeal a decision of the department to
revoke or suspend a license held pursuant to Section 8.33.100(D)
is civil in nature and therefore the burden of proof required is a
preponderance of the evidence.

F. The rules of evidence in an administrative hearing to appeal a
decision of the department to revoke or suspend a license held
pursuant to Section 8.33.100(D) shall be in accordance with
California Government Code Sections 11513 and 11514 as those

sections are amended from time to time.
Amend 8.33 Tobacco Retailers License Admin Hrg(Rev)
12/18/07 (#4.1) — 1* Reading
1/8/08 (#14.2) — 2™ Reading
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General Information “A”

The {following monetary donations were
received for Animal Control in accordance
with City Council Policy B-2
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CITY OF EL CAJON MEMORANDUM

00 0EC 17 P 3 ue

Date: Saturday, November 24, 2007

To: Clifford Diamond Chief of Police

From: Jim Cunningham / Animal Gontrol Services Manager. ;
Subject: Donation

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

Lori Miller
6104 Dalhart
La Mesa, CA 91942-

Monetary Donation of: $100.00
Non-Monetary Donation of:
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~ CITY OF EL CAJON MEMORANDUM
RECEIVED OFFICE OF

CITY CLERK
EL CAJOM CA
I OEC 1T P 3 ue
Date: Wednesday, November 21, 2007 M
To: Clifford Diamond Chief of Police J’
From: Jim Cunningham / Animal Control Services Manage%

Subject: Donation

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

Jean & Duane McDonald
328 N. Pierce
El Cajon, CA 92020-

Monetary Donation of: $100.00
Non-Monetary Donation of:
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General Informatlon “B”

Auenda Beport

DATE: December 28, 2007

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

FROM: Director of Public Works

SUBJECT: Quarterly Report - Red Light Camera System

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council review the Ran Red Light Camera
System quarterly report. These reports were previously presented to the Traffic
Commission and are now being forwarded to the City Council for your information.

BACKGROUND: The attached reports detail the activity at all ten (10) red light
camera locations and include information related to the number of incidents
recorded and a listing of various reasons why citations were not issued from the
original incident. These include both the uncontrollable factors, as well as, those
incidents that were rejected by the Police Department for the various reasons listed.
This report covers the quarter of incidents dating from July 1, 2007 to September 30,

2007.
PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
25'@ —_—
1Le I . o
Rob Turner Kathi J. Henry (]
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS CITY MANAGER
Attachment
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Agenda Repor-t
December 19, 2007
TO: Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tem Hanson-Cox and

Councilmembers Kendrick, McClellan and Ramos
FROM:  City Clerk

SUBJECT: PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT 333 AND TENTATIVE
SUBDIVISION MAP 646 (James M. Snyder and Kimberly S.
Snyder for Snyder Family Trust) - 1101 “B” South Mollison
Avenue

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council
¢ Open the Public Hearing and receive testimony
¢ C(lose the Public Hearing

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT 333
¢ Adopt the next RESOLUTION in order to Approve, Modify or
Disapprove Planning Commission Resolution No. 10468 recommending
approval of Planned Unit Development 333 requesting a six-unit residential
common interest development in the pending R-5-9 Zone at 1101 “B” South
Mollison Avenue.
TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP 646
¢ Adopt the next RESOLUTION in order to Approve, Modify or
Disapprove Planning Commission Resolution No. 10469 recommending
approval of Tentative Subdivision Map 646 for a seven-lot subdivision (six
residential lots and one open-space lot) in the pending R-S-9 Zone at 1101 “B”
South Mollison Avenue. :

BACKGROUND:

As a result of Public Hearings on December 10, 2007, the Planning Commission’s
recommendations are forwarded to the City Council subject to certain conditions and
for the following reasons:

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT 333

A The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan designation of “Low
Density Residential”.
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B. By incorporating the conditions of approval, the project will comply with the
Planned Unit Development Ordinance.

C. With the conditions of approval, the proposed project will be compatible with
surrounding development.

D. With the conditions of approval, the proposal will meet the goals and objectives
of the General Plan and the PUD Ordinance.

TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP 646

A The design and improvements of the proposed tentative subdivision map can be
found consistent with the General Plan.

B. The site is physically suitable for the type of development.

C. The site is physically suitable for the proposed density of development.

D. Neither the design of the subdivision nor the proposed improvements is hkely
to cause substantial environmental damage or substantially or unavoidably

injure fish or wildlife or their habitat.

E. Neither the design of the subdivision nor the type of improvements is likely to
cause serious public health problems.

F. Neither the design of the subdivision nor the type of improvements will conflict
with easements acquired by the public at large, for access through or use of
property within the proposed subdivision.

FISCAL IMPACT: The Community Development Department collects fees for
processing developments.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

Kot fJ—fru/M
Kathi Henry d
CITY CLERK CITY MANAGER
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RESOLUTION NO. 10468

A RESOLUTION REGOMMENDING APPROVAL OF PLANNED UNIT
DEVELOPMENT 333 TO CONSTRUCT A SIX-UNIT RESIDENTIAL
COMMON INTEREST DEVELOPMENT IN THE PENDING R-S-9
(RESIDENTIAL SUBURBAN 9,000 SQ. FT.) ZONE, APN: 493-310-65,
GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION; LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL.

- WHEREAS, the El Cajon City Planning Commission duly advertised and held a

- public hearing on December 10, 2007 to consider Planned Unit Development 333, as
submitted by James M. Snyder & Kimberly S. Snyder for Snyder Family Trust, requesting a
six-unit residential common interest development in the pending R-S-9 (Residential
Suburban 9,000 sqg. ft.) zone, on property located on the east side of South Mollison
Avenue between East Chase Avenue and Ladysmith Drive, and addressed as 1101 “B”
South Mollison Avenue; and

WHEREAS, the following findings of fact have been made in regard to said planned
unit development:

1. The applicant and an applicant’s representative spoke in favor and no one spoke in
opposition, as recorded in the Planning Commission minutes.

2. The staff previously prepared a Negative Declaration for Zone Reclassification 2289
which indicated that the proposed pre-zoning and subsequent project will not have a
significant effect on the environment; and '

3. The City previously circulated draft documents which reflect its independent
judgment as required by Section 21082.1 of the Public Resources Code; and
4. The Planning Commission adopted the proposed Negative Declaration in April,
© 2007, finding it had been prepared in compliance with CEQA and State Guidelines:
and
5. The Planning Commission determined that said planned unit development should be

recommended for approval for the following reasons:

A. The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan designation of “Low
Density Residential.”

B. By incorporating the conditions of approval, the project will comply with the
Planned Unit Development Ordinance.

C. With the conditions of approval, the proposed project will be compatible with
surrounding development. '

D. With the conditions of approval, the proposal will meet the goals and
objectives of the General Plan and the PUD Ordinance.
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PC Resolution #1 0468

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that based upon said findings of fact, the El
Cajon City Planning Commission hereby RECOMMENDS APPROVAL of Planned Unit

Development 333 to construct a six-unit residential common interest development in the -

pending R-S-9 (Residential Suburban 9,000 sq. ft.) zone, on the above described property
subject to the following conditions:

1. In order for this PUD to be effective, the applicant shall obtain approval of

companion item Tentative Subdivision Map 646 and the annexation of the property

to the City. A final map shall be recorded and annexatlon completed prior to the
issuance of any building permits.

2. Within thirty (30) days of City Council action, the applicant shall submit to the

Planning Division a revised Planned Unit Development site plan in feproducible’

format (mylar or vellum copy), which reflects the following notes and changes:

a.
b.

T o

Indicate on-site lighting.

Indicate a continuous common area that includes the private driveways,
exterior yards of each unit/lot, private street/driveway, common parking
(supplemental), detention basin, lighting, the rear slopes of lots 1, 2, &3, and
the landscaping and irrigation systems.

Relocate the “detention basin/recreation area” to an area acceptable to staff
and make the changes in the final PUD plan and subdivision map.

Indicate that a six-inch-high curb shall border all landscaped areas that are
adjacent to parking areas and the private street/driveway. Show the
approximate location of any cut-outs for storm water purposes.

Note that parking is prohibited on the private street.

Remove one of the four supplemental parking spaces (only three required).
Note that the maximum building height is 35 feet.

Note the type of roofing material to be used is concrete tile.

Show the location and type of all freestanding fences and walls, including a
six-foot high solid masonry project boundary wall that observes the 10-foot-
front setback.

Note that all garages will have automatic door openers.

Provide a detailed lot coverage calculation.

Note on the site plan: “The proposed project will incorporate separate utility
systems such as water, sewer, electricity, gas and venting services for each
unit and install separate meters for each service.”

Note on the site plan: “That the garages shall be used for the purpose of
parking two vehicles, shall remain available for parking at all times and that
no garage conversions will be permitted.” This must also be described in the
Conditions, Covenants, and Restrictions.

Page 20f6
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PC Resolution #10468

n. Note the rnS|de dimensions of the garages. The garages must be of sufficient
size to accommodate two parking spaces (minimum 20 ft. x 20 ft. area). The
location of laundry facilities, trash containers, water heaters or furnaces may
not encroach into the minimum parking area.

0. Note that; “Aspects of this project (site design, elevations, color scheme
architectural etements, landscaping, etc.), may not be changed without a
formal amendment before the Planning Commission and City Council.”

p. The revised site plan shall reflect the applicable comments from the Building
Division, Fire Department and Public Works Department,

‘ dated 12-05-07, 11-13-07, and 12-03-07, respectively.

g. Indicate if a security entrance gate is proposed.

T. Indicate the 10-foot exterior setback along South Mollison Avenue.

S Correct the information on the minimum size of the private yard spaces to be
400 sq. ft. ,

Prior to the issuance of building permits, the applicant shall complete the foilowing:

a. Successfully complete the annexation process with LAFCO and the City.

b. Submit the required copies of the recorded final subdivision map. The map
shall be in conformance with the approved PUD.

C. The approved building material types and colors of all exterior elevations
shall be shown on the construction drawings submitted for building permits.

d. Submit one set of a complete landscape and irrigation plan to the Planning

Division for approval. The plan shall indicate all proposed landscaping, and
shall be prepared by a licensed landscape architect in accordance with the
City's Landscape Policy C-6.

e; Submit a sign program, if needed, which indicates the size type and Iocatlon
of all signs for Planning Division approval.
f. Regarding public improvements, the developer shall enter into an agreement

with the city whereby, in consideration of approval by the city, the developer
agrees to complete the installation of certain publiic improvements and other
work required by the city in accordance with the final development plan. All of
the installation and other work shall be completed within the time specified in
the agreement. To assure the city that this work will be completed and lien
holders paid, the developer shall furnish the city with either: 1) abond; or 2) a
trust agreement. To determine the amount of the bond or trust agreement,
the developer shall submit separate cost estimates for the following public
improvements: a) curbs, sidewalks, street paving, drainage structures,
sewers, street lights, traffic control devices, monuments and street signs;
b) improvements to be made within an easement to be dedicated to the city
such as sewer or drainage structures; c) earthwork in public areas;
d) undergrounding of utilities in public rights-of-way. The amount of such
bond or cash deposit shall be determined by the City Engineer and approved
by the City Council as to amount and adequacy.

g. Submit an on-site lighting plan showing the type, location and sizes for all
common area lighting and in accordance with Section 17.64.205 ECMC.

Page 3 of 6
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PC Resolution,#10468

h.

Obtain demolition permits for all existing structures to be removed.

Submit one electronic copy of the proposed Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions
(CC&Rs) for the common-interest ownership and maintenance of the project for
approval by the Planning Division and City Attorney. The CC&Rs shall address the
use and maintenance of exclusive-use yard areas, and shall contain the following
additional language:

IIA.

II'B.

IIC'

"D.'

“E.

“F.

This entire project and property shall be subject to all of the conditions and
restrictions contained within the resolution adopted by the City of EI Cajon
which approved the tentative subdivision map for the project, as well as being
subject to all the conditions and restrictions contained in any permits issued
for the project which were approved by the City of El Cajon, along with
accompanying site plans, elevations and landscape plans.”

The City of El Cajon is hereby given supervisory jurisdiction over the
enforcement of the provisions of this Declaration dealing with maintenance,
cleanliness.and repair of the common areas and exterior appearance of the
project. In the event of breach of any duty pertaining to such maintenance,
cleanliness, repair or exterior appearance, the City of El Cajon may give
written notice of such breach to the Association or Owners, together with a

. demand upon them to remedy such breach. If they refuse to do so, or fail to

take appropriate action within thirty (30) days of the receipt of such notice,
the City of El Cajon shall have the standing and the right (but not the
obligation) to both bring an action in a court of proper jurisdiction to enforce
the provisions of this Declaration and/or initiate abatement proceedings
pursuant to the ordinances of the City of El Cajon. Nothing contained herein
shall limit any other right or remedy which the City may exercise by virtue of
authority contained in ordinance or state law."

The City Attorney of El Cajon must give prior approval to any amendments to

this Declaration of Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions which deal with

any of the following topics:

1. Amendments with regard to the fundamental purpose for which the
project was created (such as change from residential use to a different
use), and amendments which would affect the ability of the City of El
Cajon to approve or disapprove external modifications to the project.

2. Amendments with regard to the supervisory jurisdiction for
enforcement granted to the City of El Cajon by this Declaration.
3. Property maintenance obligations, including maintenance of common

areas, and landscaping, cleanliness or repair of the project.”
De-annexation - No use, alteration, or modification shall be made to the
common area which is contrary to the development plan approved by and on
file with the City of El Cajon without the approval of the City.”
There shall be no conversions or use of garages for any purpose other than
vehicle parking and laundry area.”
No motor vehicles, including RVs, boats, trailers or motor homes may be

parked on the private street / driveway.”

Page 4 of 6
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PC Resolution #10468

Prior to sale of any units, the applicant shall complete all of the following:

a. Record the CC&Rs, and submit one electronic copy of the recorded
document (PDF format) to the Planning Division.
b Compiete or guarantee the completion of all on-site improvements in

accordance with the approved PUD site plan and approved landscaping and
irrigation plan. - -

C. Satisfy all Public Works Dept., Building Division, and Fire Dept. comments
dated 12-03-07, 12-05-07, and 11-03-07, respectively.

d. Submit to the Planning Division design calculations prepared by a registered
civil engineer for the pavement of the private driveway. The engineer of
record shall certify that the private driveway-has been constructed in
accordance with the design requirements.

Prior to the installation of any signs, the applicant shall first obtain appréval of a sign
program from the Planning Division. A building permit may be required.

Page S5 of 6
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PC Resolution #10468

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the El Cajon City Planning Commission at a regular
meeting held December 10, 2007, by the following vote:

AYES: AMBROSE, BLACK, SOTTILE, WELLS, WOODS
NOES: NONE . - '
ABSENT: NONE

5«.//%1—- ;—.) A‘Zpﬁ"’
William D. WELLS, Chairman
ATTEST;
M ~ APPROVED
fj“ esS Gmfw Secretary EL 10 7007
| | AS PRESENTED

€¢h d hi o3 Lom

Page 6 of 6
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STAFF REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
DECEMBER 10, 2007 - 7:00 P.M.

COUNCIL CHAMBER

200 E. MAIN STREET
EL CAJON, CA 92020

AGENDA ITEM #1A

PUBLIC HEARING ON

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT 333 — James M. Snyder & Kimberly S. Snyder for
Snyder Family Trust .

(joint-noticed C.C. mtg. 01 -08-08}

The subject property is located on the east side of South Mollison Avenue bstween East
Chase Avenue and Ladysmith Drive, and addressed as 1101 “B” South Mollison Avenue:
APN: 493-310-65; General Plan Designation: Low Density Residential.

Request a six-unit planned unit interest development in the pending R-S-9 (Residential
Suburban 9,000 sq. ft.) zone.

*eRok gk koK ke kok gk ok dokk ddkdkkkdkdhk *Ekhkkkkihk

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: RECOMMEND APPROVAL,
SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS

*hkkkkhthkw Ehkkhkkidh LEar g 1T 2 dhkkkdedkkhd

LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

The subject site has approximately 200-feet of frontage along South Mollison Avenue and
has an approximate lot depth of 275 feet. The site net area totals approximately 54,610
square feet and is currently located in the unincorporated area of San Diego County, but is
surrounded by the City of EI Cajon on three sides (see pertinent case ZR 2289). The
subject site is higher on the southerly half of the property than the northerly half by
approximately 10 feet. The existing terrain slopes down toward the northerly property line at
approximately the midpoint of the site. The existing drainage appears to flow from the south
to the north.
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PUD 333 -
12-10-07 :

LAND USE AND ZONING

To the north: Church, pending City of El Cajon R-S-9 zone
south: County of San Diego, single-family residences zoned A-70
east: City of El Cajon, single-family units, zoned PRD-Low
west: City of El Cajon, singie-family units, zoned R-S-9

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT INFORMATION

A Negative Declaration was prepared in accordance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and its applicable Guidelines and adopted by the City Council on
April 24, 2007 in association with Zone Reclassification 2289. This Negative Declaration is
an informational document to inform the decision-makers and the general pubiic of any
potential environmental effects associated with the proposed project. The City of EI Cajon
intends to use this Negative Declaration in its decision making process on the proposed
project. The conclusion of this Negative Declaration is that the proposed action will not
generate any significant direct or primary physical impacts on the environment.

PERTINENT CASES

Tentative Subdivision Map 646 — James M. Snyder & Kimberiy S. Snyder for Snyder Family
Trust — Request to create a seven-lot common-interest subdivision for the conveyance of
real property in the pending R-S-9 zone. This map is a companion item to PUD 333 on this
same agenda.

Zone Reclassification 2289 — James M. Snvder — This request to prezone the subject
property and the adjacent property to the north from the County of San Diego A-70 zone to
the City of El Cajon R-S-9 zone was recommended for approval by the Planning
Commission on March 26, 2007 and approved by the City Council on April 24, 2007. A
Negative Declaration was adopted on this same date by the City Council concluding that
the proposed action would not generate any significant direct or primary physical impacts
on the environment. The prezone is the initial step to annexation. The subsequent steps to
complete annexation with Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) have not been
completed by the applicant. LAFCO has required a development proposal (e.g. PRD, PUD,
TSM, etc.) to be approved by the annexing City prior to granting approval of an annexation.
LAFCOQ is an agency created by the State of California (one in each county) to evaluate and
approve annexations to cities and special districts (fire, sewer, efc.) as well as the
incorporation of cities. The San Diego LAFCO includes eight members: two members
representing the County Board of Supervisors; two members representing all cities in San
Diego County but not the City of San Diego; one member representing oniy the City of San
Diego; two members representing speciai districts: and an eighth public member selected
by the other seven members.

|47
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PUD 333 -
12-10-07

Annexation 239 — Cajon Valley Church of the Brethren — On April 24, 1979, the City Council
approved the annexation of the northerly church property that fronts on E. Chase Ave.
(APN 493-310-59). In June of that same year, the church changed its mind and no longer
wished to complete the annexation. The church did not seek a prezoning because
churches are aliowed by conditional use permit in any zone and, at that time, the Zoning
Ordinance stated that any property that was not prezoned would annex with the City’s most
restrictive zoning category. Those provisions have since been changed to comply with
State law, which requires prezoning.

MAJOR PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS |

1. Wil the proposed planned unit development be consistent with the General Plan?

2. Will the proposed planned unit development be compatible with the surrounding
properties and zoning?

3. Does the proposed development meet the Zoning Ordinance requirements for a
planned unit development?

DISCUSSION

Introduction

This is a request to create a six-home detached single-family development on the subject
property using the planned unit development format in the pending R-8-9 zone. As stated in
the Zoning Ordinance, a planned unit development (PUD) should reflect creative
development and encourage imaginative design that specifically relates to topography and
natural characteristics of a site as well as the scale, density and type of development in the
surrounding area. The Planning Commission, with the concurrence of the City Council, may
permit greater flexibility in design and building relationships than is permitted within the
usual requirements of zoning and subdivision standards, when flexibility is determined to be
in the public interest and consistent with the General Plan (see Section 17.54.010
ECMC)/(E! Cajon Municipal Code). A companion item, Tentative Subdivision Map (TSM)
646, is a request to create a seven-lot subdivision, one lot for each of the six units, and a
seventh lot for the private street, common area and “recreation area” / detention and water
quality basin. The map is necessary for the conveyance of real property.

Background

Chapter 17.54 ECMC lists the development standards for common-interest developments
for both new construction and conversions of existing projects. The intent and purpose of

3
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PUD 333 -
12-10-07

this ordinance is to encourage the construction of projects that are comprehensively and
imaginatively planned. A planned unit development application is necessary to ensure the
project can meet the development standards set forth in Chapter 17.54 and the underlying
zone, in this case, the R-S-9 zone. Many of the requirements for the development of this
property as a PUD are the same as in the R-S-9 zone, with the following exceptions:
parking, common recreation areas, utility systems, landscaping, trash coilection, and
covenants, conditions and restrictions (CC&Rs).

Proposal

According to the applicant's PUD site plan dated October 16, 2007, the project consists of
six detached dwelling units, a private street, four guest parking spaces and a stormwater
detention basin / “recreation” area. A 24-foot wide private, common driveway (street) is
located in the middle of the subject property and provides access to the six proposed units.
No access is proposed from S. Mollison Ave. to individual units (see PUD 333 site plan).

General Plan Consistency

The General Plan designation of the subject property is “Low Density Residential” (3 to 10

dwelling units per net acre). The subject property has been prezoned to R-S-9 (see
Pertinent Cases), but has not been officially annexed into the City of El Cajon. The R-S-9

zone is consistent with the General Plan designation of the subject property and the P
surrounding City of EI Cajon properties. The proposed project’s density of 4.84 units per
acre does not exceed the maximum allowable density for the R-S-9 zone and is consistent

with the General Plan designation for this site as well.

Net Lot Area = 54,610 sq. ft. / 9,000 sq. ft. (R-S-9 density) =
6.07 dwelling units or 4.84 dwelling units per net acre

Compatibility

South, east, and west of the subject property are single-family residences surrounding the
subject property. To the north and adjacent to the subject property is a religious facility
(church) in the pending R-S-9 zone. Section 17.54.220 ECMC states “The architecture and
design of a planned unit development shall be compatible with the terrain and existing
surrounding development and should reflect innovation and imagination; visual interest
through variations in building details, form, materials and color; architectural continuation on
all sides of a structure; variation of long, unbroken wall surfaces through the use of
projections, bays, shadow lines, contrasts and surface richness; and good proportions and
relationships between windows, columns, doorways, parapets, eaves and other building
elements.” Staff believes that the proposed PUD can be compatible with the surrounding
development if all proposed conditions of approval are completed.
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PUD 333 , -
12-10-07 :

Development Standards

The proposed development is subject to the requirements set forth in the PUD ordinance
(Secs. 17.54.010 through 17.54.260 ECMC) together with the standards of the underlying
R-S-9 zone.

Setbacks

The setbacks for buildings in a PUD, according to Section 17.54.080 ECMC, can be
variable and can be established as part of the approval process for the development,
except for the front setback. The Zoning Ordinance requires a minimum 10-foot front
setback for buildings from the public right of way (8. Mallison Ave.}and / or from a common
private street or driveway. The project as proposed complies with this requirement along
both the public street and the private street / driveway, except for a six-foot high fence
shown on the PUD site plan along the exterior setback (S. Mollison Ave.). Side and rear
setbacks on each lot can be reduced from the minimum requirements of the R-S-9 zone (6
feet and 10 feet respectively), provided that building code requirements are satisfied. The
PUD plan shows that at least a six-foot setback on the one side of proposed lots 1, 2, 3, 5,
& 6 is observed. There are greater setbacks proposed for the opposite side of each
residence and a range (12-feet to 41-feet) of rear setbacks is shown.

Private Street, Driveways and Parking

The proposed project will utilize a common private street/ driveway indicated on the PUD
site plan at 24-feet wide. PUD Ordinance Section 17.54.170 ECMC requires a minimum 24-
foot wide private street/ driveway for streets / driveways greater than 150 feet in length and
serving six units or more. As for parking, this project is required to provide 3.5 parking
Spaces per unit (or a total of 21 spaces). There are two parking spaces provided in each
garage for residents (12), one visitor space is provided in the private driveway for each
proposed unit (18), and two supplemental spaces are provided at the terminus of the
private street / driveway (20) and two are provided off the private street / driveway (22)
approximately 170 feet from S. Mollison Ave. These are supplemental parking spaces (1/2
per unit required) (for a total of three additional spaces). This proposed PUD provides 22
parking spaces, which is one more than the total required for a new development. Although
the parking provided exceeds the minimum requirements, the staff recommends that the
two spaces at the end of the private street / driveway be reduced by one or relocate the
three supplemental spaces to a common area that may help on-site circulation and reduce
the amount of impervious surface material. Staff will discuss this further in relation to the
location of the proposed stormwater detention basin. The reduction and relocation of
supplemental parking spaces will be proposed as a condition of approval. {Condition 2.e.)
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PUD 333 -
12-10-07 :

Pedestrian Walkways

Section 17.54.180 ECMC details the minimum criteria for pedestrian walkways / sidewalks.
“Concrete sidewalks shall be provided adjacent to alf on-street parking areas, shall connect
all building entrances, recreational buildings and parking, and shali have an unobstructed
width of four feet.” The proposed site plan shows a four-foot wide sidewalk (pedestrian
walkway) on both sides and parallei to the private street / driveway.

Building Height

The maximum structure height in the R-S-9 zone is 35 feet. Section 17.54.100 ECMC
states the maximum height in a PUD shall not exceed the height limitations of the
underlying zone. The elevations of the proposed dwellings indicate that the two-story
dwellings will be approximately 26-feet and 28-feet tall. Elevations of the proposed
dwellings have been provided in each of the Planning Commissioner’s agenda packets and
will be on display at the public hearing (Condition 2.f).

Lot Coverage

The maximum lot coverage in the R-S-9 zone is 40%: this figure includes all buildings, and
accessory buildings. Parking and driveways are not counted as coverage in PUDs at this

lower density as explained in Section 17.54.090 ECMC. The proposed plan does not
indicate the project’s lot coverage. Staff has calculated the coverage at 19.42% so L
subsequent patio covers or additions would be possible as long as setbacks that are
approved with this PUD proposal are observed (Condition 2./.).

Walls and Fencing

The applicant has proposed a six-foot high wood cedar fence around the entire perimeter of
the site (project boundary) and between the proposed residences. Section 17.54.130
ECMC stipulates the requirements for fencing and allows the Planning Commission, with
the concurrence of the City Council, to require the construction of a project boundary fence
or wall. The intent of this fence or wall is to provide separation from or protection of
adjacent properties. This fence or wall may be no higher than six feet with the type of fence
or wail to be determined by the Planning Commission. In addition, the Planning
Commission, with the concurrence of the City Council, may require the fencing of private
yards within a project with the type and maximum height of this fencing to be determined by
the Planning Commission.

The City Council has recently been requiring a solid masonry perimeter wall on
condominium conversions and new common interest (PUD) projects as a way to reduce
long-term maintenance of wooden fences and aesthetics. For reasons of consistency, the
staff recommends that a six-foot-high solid wall be constructed around the perimeter of the
subject property while observing the 10-foot setback along South Mollison. (Condition 2.h.).

6

Y|



PUD 333 -
12-10-07 :

Common Recreation, Open Space Areas & Landscaping

Section 17.54.140 ECMC permits projects of 10 units or less to satisfy 100% of the
required recreation / open space area in private yards, subject to the approval of the
Planning Commission and concurrence of the City Council. This means that the required
400 sq. ft. of recreation/open space area per unit in this case may be satisfied in private
yards. The applicant’s pian indicates each dwelling unit’s private yard space at 300 square
feet. This is 100 square feet less than the required 400 square feet per unit. Staff believes
the site plan preparer has “mistakenly” calculated and labeled the incorrect square footage.
It appears to staff that the rear yards of the proposed units have more than adequate yard
space to satisfy the required 400 sq. ft. recreation/open space area.

The proposed PUD site plan indicates a “detention and water quality basin” at the
northwest corner of the project area adjacent to South Mollison Avenue. The proposed
subdivision map (TSM 646) indicates the detention basin as a “recreation area”. This
stormwater mechanism is infended to satisfy the requirements of Section 16.100.40 ECMC.
The Planning staff has discussed the location of the proposed detention basin with the
Public Works staff. The Public works staff has indicated that the location of the basin is not
crucial to its function and that the basin can be located elsewhere on the property. The
Planning staff is of the opinion that the detention basin/recreation area should not be
located at the entrance to the project in view of the general public and the surrounding
area. The Public Works and the Planning Division staff believe that the detention
basin/recreation area would better serve the project and the surrounding area if it were
relocated to a more inconspicuous location. This could include “swapping” the detention
basin for one of the three lots on the north side of the project. If the Planning Commission
agrees, the staff can work this out with the applicant. {Condition 2.c.).

Landscaping requirements will be required to be satisfied by the submittal of a landscape
and irrigation plan completed by a registered landscape architect and shall take into
account the landscaping of the proposed “detention basin”, the rear slopes of proposed lots
1, 2, & 3, and the necessity to incorporate drought tolerant plants. These landscape
standards are detailed in the Section 17.64.255 —.290 ECMC and where reference is made
to City Council Policy C-6 (landscape / irrigation policy) (Condition 3.d.).

Utility Systems

The proposed project will have to incorporate separate utility systems for water, electric,
gas, waste and vent services, in accordance with Section 17.54.210 ECMC of the PUD

Ordinance (Condition 2.1.).

Trash Collection

The applicant has not indicated a common trash enclosure for this project. It is assumed
that the applicant is proposing individual trash service for each unit, which is permitted by

7
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Section 17.54.120 ECMC. The applicant will have to submit a letter indicating proof of
service from the trash collection service in El Cajon (Waste Management). Since Waste
Management offers residential customers up to the 96-gallon rolling waste containers
(green for yard waste, blue for recyclables and gray for trash}, staff has noted that many
projects were not designed with space in mind to store up to three bulky waste containers
inside the garages. It is assumed that the trash containers will be kept in the side yards as
shown on the PUD site plan. A condition of approval wiil be required to show the proposed
location of trash receptacles on the PUD site plan (Condition 2.n.).

On-Site Lighting

The proposed development must provide adequate lighting for pedestrian and vehicular
safety, which is also sufficient to minimize security problems. in lieu of a separate plan, the
applicant may incorporate the lighting plan on the final PUD site plan. Section 17.54.190
ECMC details the importance of adequate lighting. The proposed PUD site plan does not
indicate or show light standard locations. A condition of approval will be proposed that will
require the applicant to indicate on the revised PUD site plan the location of exterior lighting

features (Condition 2.a.).

Design Review

One of the primary differences between a standard subdivision and a PUD is that the
applicant is required to show the architecture and materials of the proposed dwellings
within a PUD. Section 17.54.220 ECMC states “The architecture and design of a planned
unit development shall be compatible with the terrain and existing surrounding development
and should reflect innovation and imagination; visual interest through variations in building
details, form, materials and color; architectural continuation on all sides of a structure;
variation of long, unbroken wall surfaces through the use of projections, bays, shadow
lines, contrasts and surface richness; and good proportions and relationships between
windows, columns, doorways, parapets, eaves and other building elements.”

According to the submitted materials board and colored elevations, the applicant has
chosen to use various shades of earth tone colors for the exteriors of all units, with the
darkest version “Suntan” and “Faded Beige” for the 1” x 6" trim work around the windows
and on various accents {doors, eaves, corners of walls). Front porches, fireplaces and tile
roofs are proposed for each residence. There are two brown color versions of concrete tile
roof proposed. The Planning Commission and City Council have approved new PUDs, with
upgraded roofing materials such as tile or concrete as an enhancement to the appearance
of proposed units. This is not an ordinance requirement. The Planning Commission will
have to determine if the proposed roofing material and the proposed elevations are
acceptable. The staff believes that the architectural enhancements meet the minimum
requirements stated in Section 17.54.220 ECMC (Condition 3.c.).
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Grading

The proposed tentative subdivision map includes grading contours relative to the existing
grade of the subject property. The proposed grading plan intends to move a minor amount
of material from the south side of the site to the north side and import approximately 7,400
cubic yards of material. This substantial amount of import will create building pads on the
south section of the subject property at nine (9) to 13 feet higher than existing grade. These
proposed building pad elevations, combined with the height and mass of the proposed
dwelling of 26 to 28 feet, may have a negative influence on surrounding properties in staff's
opinion. The staff does not support this aspect of the proposal. Although, the staff is in
agreement with the proposed development, subject to the proposed conditions. Staff
believes that the grading for this project is not acceptable. The staff is of the opinion that
the grading should be more considerate of the surrounding development and existing
topography. The staff suggests that material be removed from the southerly half of the
subject site and moved to the north in order to maintain a lower profile of the subject
proposal. A retaining wall could then be constructed on the southerly property line where a
cut would be exposed. The walil would be screened by the proposed residences on lots 4, 5
& 6. This will better ensure that the proposed homes combined with grading will not
negatively impact the surrounding development (See TSM 646 Condition 3).

Summary & Comments

The staff is concerned about the isolation of the proposed detention basin and recreation
area as described previously. Staff is also concerned about the lack of a common lot and
landscape maintenance area. Typically, the City requires a common lot to include the
private street/driveway, common recreation areas, utilities, the exterior (front) landscaped
areas. The proposed subdivision map does not show a common area. In staff's opinion, a
common lot that includes the areas mentioned above will help insure that the common
street / driveway, open space and landscaping are maintained. (Condition 2.b.)

Staff would like to point out that this proposed project will include the first annexation
request since the City approved the prezoning and development proposal of the Home
Depot project on East Main Street. As the Planning Commission is aware, LAFCO denied
the annexation for reasons not acceptable to the City and the item is now in the courts. The
City Manager has taken the position that the cost to provide services to residential-type
development is more than the monies received from the City’s one-time development fees
and on-going property taxes. The staff informed this applicant from the very beginning that
it would not support the annexation of the subject properties. The applicant requested that
the City accept and process the application to prezone, which was done with the
understanding that the staff would not support the subseguent annexation for the previously
discussed reasons (emphasis added). The staff supported the prezoning of the subject
property since it is located within the City’s Sphere of Influence, but approving the
prezoning of the subject property does not mean the subsequent annexation will be
granted. Note: Prezoning property just assigns a City zoning designation and determines
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how a property can be used if it is annexed. It is also the first step to transfer the
governance from one jurisdiction (County) to another (City). The San Diego LAFCO also
has .a policy requiring that all local land use decisions, inciuding this PUD and
accompanying TSM, be made before an annexation application is accepted (Condition
3.a.).

The subsequent annexation request will start at LAFCO, if this PUD and accompanying
TSM are approved. A fiscal impact analysis of the financial implications of annexations on
all affected parties (fire districts, cities, etc.) is required at LAFCO and should be
considered at the City when the request for ratification comes before the City Council. The
purpose of a fiscal impact analysis is to address the economic factors, outlined in the
Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Act, that are to be considered in the Local Agency Formation
Commission (LAFCO) review of the annexation proposal. The factors to be considered in
this analysis are as follows:

e The ability of the City of El Cajon to provide services to the subject property and
within its existing boundaries, including the sufficiency of revenues for those
services following the proposed boundary change.

¢ The effect of the proposed annexation on adjacent areas’ economic interests.

o The probable effect of the proposed annexation on the cost and adequacy of
services and controls in the area and adjacent areas. ‘

s The effect of the proposal on maintaining the economic integrity of agricultural lands.

Obviously, in this case, the focus of such a report will be on the first three considerations,
since there is no agricultural land in the vicinity. At this point in the process, the Planning
Commission will not consider any fiscal impacts. Given the increasing economic uncertainty
in the City and the rising cost of providing services, the staff believes this is an important
factor that has not been previously considered and will require careful review by the City
Council before this development proposal is finalized.

Staff has not received any inquires to the public hearing notice, which was distributed for this
item. Comments received from other City departments are attached and have been
incorporated as conditions of approval where appropriate. The applicant should carefully
review all of the recommended conditions of approval that are stated below. If there is any
disagreement with regard to any recommended condition of approval, the applicant should be
prepared to discuss it while the Planning Commission public hearing is still open (Condition
2p. &5.c).

This item, and its companion item TSM 646 are jointly-noticed for City Council public
hearings on 01-08-08.
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RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Planning Commission recommend approval of Planned Unit
Development 333, for a six-unit residential common interest development in the pending
R-S-9 zone, subject to the following conditions and for the following reasons.

Conditions of Approval

1. In order for this PUD to be effective, the applicant shall obtain approval of
companion item Tentative Subdivision Map 646 and the annexation of the property
to the City. A final map shall be recorded and annexation completed prior to the

issuance of any building permits.

2. Within thirty (30) days of City Council action, the applicant shall submit to the
Planning Division a revised Planned Unit Development site plan in reproducible
format (mylar or vellum copy), which reflects the following notes and changes:

a. Indicate on-site lighting.

b. Indicate a continuous common area that includes the private driveways,
exterior yards of each unit/lot, private street/driveway, common parking
(supplemental), detention basin, lighting, the rear slopes of lots 1, 2, &3, and
the landscaping and irrigation systems.

C. Relocate the “detention basin/recreation area” to an area acceptable to staff
and make the changes in the final PUD plan and subdivision map.
d. Indicate that a six-inch-high curb shall border all landscaped areas that are

adjacent to parking areas and the private street/driveway. Show the

approximate location of any storm water cut-outs for storm water purposes.

Note that parking is prohibited on the private street.

Remove one of the four supplemental parking spaces.

Note that the maximum building height is 35 feet.

Note the type of roofing material to be used is concrete tile.

Show the location and type of all freestanding fences and walls, including a

six-foot high solid masonry project boundary wall that observes the 10-foot

setback.

j- Note that all garages will have automatic door openers.

k. Provide a detailed lot coverage calculation.

I Note on the site plan: “The proposed project will incorporate separate utility
systems such as water, sewer, electricity, gas and venting services for each
unit and install separate water meters for each service.”

m. Note on the site plan: “That the garages shall be used for the purpose of
parking two vehicles, shall remain available for parking at all times and that
no garage conversions will be permitted.” This must also be described in the
Conditions, Covenants, and Restrictions.

@ ™o
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n. Note the inside dimensions of the garages. The garages must be of sufficient
size to accommodate two parking spaces (minimum 20 ft. x 20 ft. area). The
location of laundry facilities, trash containers, water heaters or furnaces may
not encroach into the minimum parking area.

0. Note that; "Aspects of this project (site design, elevations, color scheme,
architectural elements, landscaping, etc.), may not be changed without a
formal amendment before the Planning Commission and City Council.”

p. The revised site ptan shall reflect the applicable comments from the Building
Division, Fire Department and Public Works Department,
dated 12-05-07, 11-13-07, and 12-03-07, respectively.

g. Indicate if a security entrance gate is proposed.

r. Indicate the 10-foot exterior setback along South Mollison Avenue.
s Correct the information on the minimum private yard spaces of 400 sq. fi.
3. Prior to the issuance of building permits, the applicant shall complete the following:

a. Successfully complete the annexation process with LAFCO and the City.

b. Submit the required copies of the recorded final subdivision map. The map
shall be in conformance with the approved PUD.

C. The approved building material types and colors of all exterior elevations
shall be shown on the construction drawings submitted for building permits.

d. Submit one set of a complete landscape and irrigation plan to the Planning
Division for approval. The plan shall indicate all proposed landscaping, and _
shall be prepared by a licensed landscape architect in accordance with the
City’s Landscape Policy C-6.

e. Submit a sign program, if needed, which indicates the size type and location
of all signs for Planning Division approval.

f. Regarding public improvements, the developer shall enter into an agreement

with the city whereby, in consideration of approval by the city, the developer
agrees to complete the installation of certain public improvements and other
work required by the city in accordance with the final development plan. All of
the installation and other work shall be completed within the time specified in
the agreement. To assure the city that this work will be completed and lien
holders paid, the developer shall furnish the city with either: 1) abond; or2) a
trust agreement. To determine the amount of the bond or trust agreement,
the developer shall submit separate cost estimates for the following public
improvements: a) curbs, sidewalks, street paving, drainage structures,
sewers, street lights, traffic control devices, monuments and street signs;
b) improvements to be made within an easement to be dedicated to the city
such as sewer or drainage structures; c) earthwork in public areas;
d) undergrounding of utilities in public rights-of-way. The amount of such
bond or cash deposit shall be determined by the City Engineer and approved
by the City Council as to amount and adequacy.

g. Submit an on-site lighting plan showing the type, location and sizes for all
common area lighting and in accordance with Section 17.64.205 ECMC.

12
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h. Obtain demolition permits for all existing structures to be moved.
4. . Submit one electronic copy of the proposed Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions

(CC&Rs) for the common-interest ownership and maintenance of the project for
approval by the Planning Division and City Attorney. The CC&Rs shall address the
use and maintenance of exclusive-use yard areas, and shall contain the following
additional language:

"A.  This entire project and property shall be subject to all of the conditions
and restrictions contained within the resolution adopted by the City of
El Cajon which approved the tentative subdivision map for the project,
as well as being subject to all the conditions and restrictions contained
in any permits issued for the project which were approved by the City
of El Cajon, along with accompanying site plans, elevations and
landscape plans.”

"B.  The City of El Cajon is hereby given supervisory jurisdiction over the
enforcement of the provisions of this Declaration dealing with
maintenance, cleanliness and repair of the common areas and
exterior appearance of the project. In the event of breach of any duty
pertaining to such maintenance, cleanliness, repair or exterior
appearance, the City of El Cajon may give written notice of such
breach to the Association or Owners, together with a demand upon
them to remedy such breach. If they refuse to do so, or fail to take
appropriate action within thirty (30) days of the receipt of such notice,
the City of El Cajon shall have the standing and the right (but not the
obligation) to both bring an action in a court of proper jurisdiction to
enforce the provisions of this Declaration and/or initiate abatement
proceedings pursuant to the ordinances of the City of El Cajon.
Nothing contained herein shall limit any other right or remedy which
the City may exercise by virtue of authority contained in ordinance or
state law.”

"C. The City Attorney of El Cajon must give prior approval to any
amendments to this Declaration of Covenants, Conditions and
Restrictions which deal with any of the following topics:

1. Amendments-with regard to the fundamental purpose for which
the project was created (such as change from residential use
to a different use), and amendments which would affect the
ability of the City of Ei Cajon to approve or disapprove external
modifications to the project.

2. Amendments with regard to the supervisory jurisdiction for
: enforcement granted to the City of El Cajon by this Declaration.
3. Property maintenance obligations, including maintenance of
common areas, and landscaping, cleanliness or repair of the
project.”
13
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"D. De-annexation - No use, alteration, or modification shail be made to
the common area which is contrary to the development plan approved
by and on file with the City of EI Cajon without the approval of the
City.”
“E.  There shall be no conversions or use of garages for any purpose
other than vehicle parking and laundry area.”
“F.  No motor vehicles, including RVs, boats, trailers or motor homes may
be parked on the private street / driveway.”
5. Prior to sale of any units, the applicant shall complete all of the following:
a. Record the CC&Rs, and submit one electronic copy of the recorded
document (PDF format) to the Planning Division.
b. Complete or guarantee the completion of all on-site improvements in

accordance with the approved PUD site plan and approved landscaping and
irrigation plan.

C. Satisfy all Public Works Dept., Building Division, and Fire Dept. comments
dated 12-03-07, 12-05-07, and 11-03-07, respectively.

d. Submit to the Planning Division design calculations prepared by a registered
civil engineer for the pavement of the private driveway. The engineer of
record shall certify that the private driveway has been constructed in
accordance with the design requirements.

6. Prior to the installation of any signs, the applicant shali first obtain approval of a sign o
program from the Planning Division. A building permit may be required.

Reasons for Recommendation

A. The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan designation of “Low
Density Residential”

B. By incorporating the conditions of approval, the project will comply with the Planned
Unit Development Ordinance.

C. With the conditions of approval, the proposed project will be compatible with
surrounding development.

D. With the conditions of approval, the proposal will meet the goals and objectives of
the General Plan and the PUD Ordinance.
Refer to staff for a resolution stating the decision of the Planning Commission.

JSGAJS v
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Attachments: Location Map
Application & Disclosure Statement
Aerial Photo

Building Div. comments dated 12-05-07

Fire Dept. comments dated 11-13-07

Public Works Dept. comments dated 12-03-07
Helix Water District comments dated 10-31-07

PUD Site Plan dated 10-16-07
Color Elevations 10-16-07

NOTE: The color elevations and materials sample board will be posted at the public hearing.
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NOTICE OF PROPOSED
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT
AND
TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the E] Cajon City Ptanning Cormmmission will hold a public hearing at 7:00 p.m., Monday,
December 10, 2007 and the City Council will hold a public hearing at 7:00 p.m., Tuesday, January 8. 2008 in the City
Council Chambers, 200 E. Main St., El Cajon, CA, to consider: Planned Unit Development 333 and Tentative
Subdivision Map 646 as submitted by James M. Snyder & Kimberly S. Snyder for Snyder Family Trust, requesting a six-
unit planned unit development and seven-lot common interest subdivision (six residential lots and one open space lot) in
the pending R-S-9 (Residential Suburban 9,000 sq. ft.) zone. The subject property is located on the east side of S.
Mollison Avenue between E. Chase Avenue and Ladysmith Drive, and-adurgssed as 1101 “B” South Mollison Avenue.

Any person interested in the above items may appear and speak before the Planning Commission and City Council. ,’
you challenge these matters in court, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or scmeone else raised at thisiq
public hearings and described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the Commission or Council at, or
prior to, the public hearings.

If you have any questions, or wish any additicnal information, please contact T. SHUTE at (619) 441-1705. l(.o(




CITY OF EL CAJON
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING DIVISION
(619) 4411741

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT

APPLICATION NO. (555, 5

*Applicant's Name: James M, Suyder ctnd Kimberly S Swyder Trustees o

The s j Iru5+ bl. D I Narch a 99/
Address: 1007, iea\“é}’\dé'f mmm,T CH / / ’ 20, { P36/ 9
City' State Zip

Street No. )
Phone: (219 ) 52~ 1 FA FaxNo.: ({9 ) Sbd~ 9473
*Property Owner's Name: _Same  as A f2s) [y Cend

{ _
Address: Same (L3 A’Di?”cmfl"' 7

. Street No. i State Zip
Phone: ({19 ) A2~ BILBA - 9713

PROPERTY OWNER'S SIGNATURE:

e
Subject;%rqperty is located on the edﬁm of Sowth mailisen AVLNHL
between] Gl eS¢ Auenut / AND Ladgﬁ‘m 1T Drive , and

addressed as o] “"B7? South Mojlispw )
Assessor's Parcel No.: H92-3io~US Zoning: H-S~ g
General Plan Designation: (/R ( I/UW Y)Wéﬂ‘[‘ﬁ% DWHM/)

REQUEST: A SIX UNIT (MmmsN JNTEREST DEVELIFMENT M THE

FENDING: RS 9 (RESIENTIKL Sveuerrty 410 RFr) ZINE

*Architect or Engineer {(or other representative): K¢S Engineering Rame| Sevels
Address: 71601 MsSion Comder CT #wo San 'D7%1‘%_ Ca éﬂlﬁ i :’ki/%?;l -
Phone: ({214 ) X9z =554 _ Fax No. ({206 ) 396 — 554

*These individuals will receive a copy of the City Engineer's-decision or a staff report if
complete address is given.

NOTE: ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS ON BACK

CITY USE ONLY . i
Date Filed: ‘ j Agenda Date: J7Z - [f - 707
Recelved by: Y\f '

Accompanylng Tentative Map: .i ZW[ M’{ﬂ . 1(09\




DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

APPLICANT'S STATEMENT OF DISCLOSURE OF CERTAIN OWNERSHIP INTERESTS ON
ALL APPLICATIONS WHICH WILL REQUIRE DISCRETIONARY ACTION ON THE PART OF
THE CITY COUNCIL, PLANNING COMMISSION AND ALL OFFICIAL BODIES

The following information rmust be disclosed:

1. List the names and addresses of all persons havmg a financial interest in the
application.
IEms M- quwcier
K !mb@’if/u C S yder”
List the names and address of all persons having any ownership interest in the property
mvobved
ames M Swydec
Kimbzﬂm g Sﬂ)uder

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

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

James M. Swuder
%mbwlhﬁ gi\)ud-é/

4.  Have you or your agents transacted more than $250 worth of business with any member
of City staff, Boards, Commissions, Committees and Council within the past twelve
months or $500 with the spouse of any such person? Yes No

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

“Person” is defined as "Any individual, proprietorship, firm, partnership, joint venture, syndicate,
business trust, compa orporation, association, committee, and any other organization or group
of persons acting in ¢éncert.” Gov't Code §82047.

Y s Pilr - Ienes_micha] Suyder

f@ﬁaﬁre of applicant / date Print or type name of appii_can'( | _
TE: Attach appropriate names on additional pages as necessary.

Rev. 03/2007 ' .
' %6}
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Building Comments
Property Address: 1101 B S. Mollison Planning Ref. #: PUD 333

' Occupancy: Type of Application: Planned Unit

Comply with Currently adopted edition of the CBC, CMC, CPC, and CEC.
A Building permit is required for this project.

L Project must comply with Title 24 disabled access regulations.

Title 24 energy efficiency compliance and documentation is required.
Seils report will be required for this project.

U A Jicensed design professional is required for this project.

Separate permits are required for signs, retaining walls, pools, ete.

[] An automatic sprinkler system is required by CBC or local ordinance.

L1 An approved fire alarm system is required.

{3 Grease interceptor/trap is required.

U Plans must be stamped and approved by the County Health Dept.

[J Plans must be approved by the County of San Diego Director of Airports.
A gravity flow sewer system is required.

[J A demolition permit and bond are required for structures being removed.

Undergrounding of all on-site utilities is required
Address will be assigned at plan check.
C private utility plan required.

[J Private street name must be approved before final map is recorded. Obtain
standard for private street signs from the Building and Fire Safety Division.

U Existing address must be changed to conform to City addressing system.

U Sound transmission control is required for group R-1 occupancies.

Separate utilities are required for granny flats, condos, townhoﬁses, SFR's. A
sewer connection fee will be charged for each dwelling unit.

Additional sewer connection fees will be based on fixture units added.

U) Modular buildings must have a state tag for the approved use and a permanent
foundation. )

Other comments:

Provide an SDG@E planners sheet for the new gas and electric service. No other
‘building comments at this time

Name: Ray Behling Date: 12/5/2007 oo
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Fire Comments

Property Address: 1101 "B" S. Mollsion Planning Ref, #: 333
" Occupancy: R-S-9 7 Type of Application: PUD

O All weather fire access road shall be available on the job site before start of const.

U Tents over 400 square feet in size requires a fire permit.

[ This project requires a Fire/Building permit.

L An approved automatic fire sprinkler system is required for this project.

0J A automatic hood suppression system is required for this project.

U Barricades must be easily removable.

[J Commercial address nnmbers shall be visible from the street, contrasting in color
from wall surface, and minimum 8 inches in size (individual suite numbers may be

[ This project must comply with currently adopted edition of the CFC.

Dedicate and maintain fire apparatus access lanes by red curb or signage. Fire
access lane to be min. 20 feet wide and 13'-6" in height.

[ Electric vehicle gates require optical device and Knox key override. Pedestrian
gates require knox box. Contact Fire Department for application.

U An approved automatic fire alarm system is required.

Ul Fire extinguisher is required. One for every 3000 s.f with max. 75 ft. travel
distance. Minimum size 2A10BC with signage.

U Hazardous materials management plan and knox storage box required.

L Crash post protection required. Approved location to be determined at plan check.

Install fire hydrants per Fire Department requirements.

Maintain 20 ft. wide fire lane.

Residential address numbers shall be visible from the street, contrasting in color
from wall surface, and minimum 5 inches in size.

Water supply (hydrants) shall be available on the job site before start of constructio
U Off-site monitoring for alarm system is require
[ Off-site monitoring for sprinkier system is requied..
[] Private residential driveways shall have a min. width of 12 ft.
[ No requirements.
Other comments:

Fire lane to be posted or curbs painted "No parking, fire lane" down both sides of
the lane and at the hammer head turn about contact Alyssa @ 441-1701 for more
info.
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Fire Comments

Property Address: 1101 "B" S. Mollsion Planning Ref. #: 333
" Occupancy: R-S-9 Type of Application: PUD
Name: Alyssa Martin Date: 11/13/2007
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CITY OF EL CAJON

MEMORANDUM
Date: December 3, 2007
TO: PLANNING COMMISSION
FROM: DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

SUBJECT: TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP 646
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT 333
ENGINEERING JOB NO. 3200
ADDRESS 1101 “B” South Mollison Avenue

The following conditions must be completed or guaranteed in an agreement acceptable to the
City of El Cajon prior to annexation:

1. Provide sufficient public street right-of-way along South Mollison Avenue, from Chase Avenue
to the southerly unit of the project, as necessary, to provide an ultimate right-of-way width of 60- }
feet, 30-feet either side of centerline. This may include vacating 6-feet of public right-of-way (o
along Parcel 1 and Parcel 2 (all costs and fees paid by the developer). o

2. Provide a public sewer easement along Kimberly Lane as necessary to provide a public sewer
easement width of 15-feet and 15-feet beyond termination point.

3. Construct street improvements on South Mollison Avenue in accordance with City standards. A
detailed scaled drawing showing the plan and profile and typical sections of the public street,
curb and gutter, sidewalk, and drainage facilities, as required, shall be prepared by a Civil
Engineer registered with the State of California and shall be submitted to the City for approval.
Improvements shall include, but not be limited to street pavement from seven-feet easterly of
centerline, PCC curbs, gutters and sidewalks, and adequate pavement transitions. Repair all
damaged concrete curb, gutter, and sidewalk. Relocate existing facilities in conflict with
construction as necessary and undergrounding of existing utility poles is required.

'4. Construct a new public sewer main in South Mollison Avenue from the intersection at Chase
Avenue across the full frontage of the property. A detailed scaled drawing showing the plan and
profile of the sewer main, manhole locations, and laterals shall be prepared by a Civil Engineer
registered with the State of California. The sewer main shall be designed and built in accordance
with the City of El Cajon Improvement Standards for Public Sewer Mains and submitted to the
City for review. Connections to the City sewer system and payment of connection fees are
required with building permits.

5. The driveway on South Mollison Avenue, to the north of the project site, shall be per San Diego
Regional Standard Drawing G- 26, including 2:1 sidewalk transitions for ADA compliance. The
driveway shall be at least 75° from the PCR at Chase Avenue. Edge of driveway shall be 3-feet LS
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minimum from the property line and all obstructions. The driveway shall be a minimum 24°/36°
curb cut. Repair all damaged concrete curb and gutter and sidewalk.

Submit a detailed scaled drawing with dimensions of the proposed driveway and sidewalk
installation showing the location of the street right-of-way, property lines, face of curb, all
physical obstructions, including but not limited to, utility poles, telephone and cable TV
equipment, fencing, etc. along with any required offsets in accordance with the San Diego
Regional Standard Drawings G-15 and G-16.

A final map must be prepared by a registered civil engineer or a licensed land surveyor in accordance
with Title 16 of the Municipal Code and the Subdivision Map Act. In order to complete the process
of subdividing the property, the owner is responsible for having a final map recorded with the
County Recorder within two years after approval of the tentative subdivision map by the City
Council or within the time limits of an extension granted in accordance with Title 16 of the
Municipal Code. The following conditions must be completed or gnaranteed in an agreement
prior to recording of the final map:

1. Add the following notes to the PUD Site Plan:

a. “All operations must be in compliance with the City’s Storm Water Ordinance (Municipal
Code 13.10 and 16.100) to minimize or eliminate pollutant discharges to the storm drain
system.” '

b. “For Public Works requirements on this planning action please refer to the Conditions of
Approval. This Site Plan may not clearly show existing or proposed improvements in the
public right-of-way and should not be used for public improvement construction

purposes.”

2. Comply with the following Storm Water requirements:

a. Inaccordance with the City of El Cajon Municipal Code Section 16.100.40, this project falls
into a priority project category and is subject to the Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation
Plan (SUSMP) requirements. To fulfill SUSMP requirements a Storm Water Mitigation
Plan (SWMitP) needs to be prepared by a registered civil engineer in the State of California.
Amongst other things the plan shall include the following:

1. Calculation of pre and post- construction peak flow runoff rates (calculated to the nearest
0.1 CFS using % imperviousness) — the post-construction flows must not exceed the pre-
construction flows.

2. Incorporation of New Development Best Management Practices.

3. A specific volume of storm water runoff must be treated; the volume is calculated using
either: a) the 85th percentile hourly rainfall intensity (County Hydrology Manual
isopluvial map), or b) using an intensity of 0.2 inches per hour of rainfall. ‘

4. A maintenance plan to insure perpetual maintenance of proposed BMPs. (LA

E:\PRIVATE DEV\TSM TP¥ COMMENTS\TSM 646 CHNT a.doc
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5. A copy of the landscaping plan in compliance with SUSMP requirements.

“Note: Contact the City of El Cajon Public Works Department to request a sample of the
SWMitP document.

b. Prepare a Storm Water Maintenance and Operations Plan to ensure compliance with City of
El Cajon’s storm water regulations.

c. Asigned and executed Storm Water Management/BMP Facilities Agreement. (Storm Water
Attachment No. 3).

d. Copies of the Notice of Intent (NOI) from the California Regional Water Quality Control
Board and Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).

e. A copy of the Conditions, Covenants, and Restrictions (CC&R’s) for the property that
address residential compliance with City of El Cajon Municipal Code section 13.10.080
(Storm Water Attachment No. 2).

3. Improve the street shown on the tentative map as a private street in accordance with Chapter
17.10 of the City Municipal Code, since the street does not meet City Standards for public
streets. A detailed scaled drawing showing the plan and profile of the private street, curbs and o
gutters, drainage features, and typical section shall be prepared by a Civil Engineer registered e
with the State of California and shall be submitted to the City for review. Private Street
Improvement Plans may be included with Grading and Drainage Plans (optional).

Street or alley type curb returns are not permitted at the junction of the private streets with South
Mollison Avenue. The private street connection shall be a standard driveway per San Diego
Regional Standard Drawing G- 26, including 2:1 sidewalk transitions for ADA compliance.
Edge of driveways shall be 3-feet minimum from the property line and all obstructions. The
driveway shall be a minimum 24°/36’ curb cut. Repair all damaged concrete curb and gutter and
sidewalk. )

Submit a detailed scaled drawing with dimensions of the proposed driveway and sidewalk
installation showing the location of the street right-of-way, property lines, face of curb, all
physical obstructions, including but not limited to, utility poles, telephone and cable TV
equipment, fencing, etc. along with any required offsets in accordance with the San Diego
Regional Standard Drawings G-15 and G-16.

4. Underground all new and existing utility distribution facilities adjacent to and within the
subdivision boundaries, including services to all new and existing buildings, in accordance with
City Municipal Code Sections 16.16.040D and 16.52.010. Evidence of arrangements to
underground utilities must be provided. This requirement is required for the existing overhead
distribution facilities along South Mollison Avenue since the proposed undergrounding will .
reduce the number of poles already in existence. ' '

H: \PRIVATE DEV\TSM TP¥ COMMENTS\TSM 646 CMNT a.doC
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5. Install separate gravity sewer services, water services (including meters) and other utilities to
cach parcel with a building unit in accordance with the Municipal code. Wet-tap fees are
required. Connections to the City sewer system and payment of connection fees are required
with building permits.

6. Submit a drainage study and a grading and drainage plan along with an erosion control plan
prepared by a civil engineer, registered with the State of California. No grading or soil
disturbance, including clearing of vegetative matter, shall be done until all necessary
environmental clearances are secured and the grading and drainage plan and erosion control plan
have been reviewed by the City.

These plans shall be based on the preliminary soils report and in conformance with the City of El
Cajon Jurisdictional Urban Runoff Managenient Program (JURMP) and Standard Urban Storm
Water Mitigation Plan Ordinance (SUSMP) which require additional erosion control measures
and future ongoing maintenance even after completion of the project to prevent, treat, or limit the
amount of storm water runoff and pollution from the property.

The erosion control plan shall show measures to ensure that pollutants and runoff from the
development are reduced to the maximum extent practicable and will not cause or contribute to
an exceedance of receiving water quality objectives throughout project construction.

The drainage study shall include all related tributary areas and adequately address the impacts to
the surrounding properties and to the City drainage system. The developer shall provide any
needed public and private drainage facilities, including off site drainage facilities (as determined
by the study). If public drainage facilities are required, the required improvements need to be
included in improvement plans, prepared by a registered civil engineer, and submitted to the City
for approval. Note: If the drainage study indicates the existing downstream drainage system is
inadequate for the proposed density of the subdivision, a reduction in density and/or hard surface
coverage of the subdivision may be required.

7. Close all unused existing driveways and replace with full height curb and PCC sidewalk per City
Standards.

8. Stub any new underground utility services out at the Property Line.
9. Repair all damaged curb, gutter, and sidewalk.

10. Submit a current Preliminary Title Report and a Subdivision Guarantee, no older than 60 days, at
the time the map is ready to record.

11. Submit a County Tax Certificate valid at the time of map recordation.
12. Set survey monuments and guarantee setting of any deferred monuments.

13. Submit Will-Serve letters from Water Company, SDG&E, Phone Company and Cable TV
Company.

H;\PRIVATE DEVATSM TPM COMMENTS\TSM 646 CHMNT a.dog
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14. Submit a preliminary soils report prepared by a Civil or Geotechnical Engineer registered in the
state of California, along with adequate test borings.

15. Submit signature omission letters from all public easement holders who do not have a signature
block on the map.

16. Submit a letter stating if the required public improvements listed in 3 - 5 above will be
completed prior to recording the Map or deferred by a Subdivision Agreement.

17. The lot without a building unit is to be designated as a non-buildable lot for ingress and egress,
recreation, retention, water, sewer, and other utility purposes, for the common use and benefit of
the other lots.

18. An encroachment permit or subdivision agreement is required prior to any work within the public
right-of-way.

Municipal Code Section 16.16.060 provides that in lieu of constructing the required improvements '
prior to recording of the final map, the subdivider may enter into an agreement that guarantees
construction within one year. Such agreement shall be accompanied by improvement security in
accordance with Municipal Code Section 16.16.080 and a certificate of insurance provided by the
subdivider in accordance with City Council Policy D-3.

The school districts in the City have developer fee assessment policies. These fees are collected at
the time of issuance of building permits.

Existing streets shall be kept free of dirt and debris and maintained in good condition. Dust shall be
controlled so that it does not become a nuisance. The developer shall be responsible for the repair of
any streets or private property damaged as a result of the construction of the subdivision.

Landscaping at the entrance of the driveways shall be kept low to provide adequate sight distance.

NOTE:

The following must be submitted to the Private Development Section of the Public Works

Department when the final map is submitted for checking (An incomplete submittal will not be

accepted. Please make an appointment with the Private Development Section personnel and the

Storm Water Section personnel to review requirements and obtain appropriate checklists prior to the
- first submittal. Appropriate checklists will be sent to the Engineer of Work. The checklists shall be

completed by the Engineer of Work and will be required with the first submittal):

. Three (3) sets of maps and completed map checklist.

A map checking fee.

Map closure calculations/data.

Copies of record maps referenced (full size sheets only). :
* Cost estimate of improvements within public right-of-way. ‘ W
* Cost estimate public sewer main improvements.

Cost estimate of on-site improvements, excluding buildings, walls, and utilities.

PN
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. * Improvement plan check fee for the public street improvements.
* Improvement plan check fee for the public sewer main.

] Grading and Drainage plan check fee.

. ~ Erosion Control plan check fee

. Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan Ordinance (SUSMP) review fee

. * Four (4) sets of Improvement Plans with Erosion Control Plans for the public street
improvements, with signatures and seals, and completed Public Street Improvements
checklist.

. Four (4) sets of Grading and Drainage Plans with Erosion Control Plans for the one-site
improvements, with signatures and seals, and completed Grading and Drainage Plan
checklist.

. Four (4) sets of * Private Street and Public Sewer Main Improvements Plans, with
signatures and seals, and completed Private Street and * Public Sewer Main checklists.
Private Streets and Public Sewer Main Improvements may be included with Grading and
Drainage Plans (optional).

. Soils report.

. Drainage study.

. Letter stating if the required Public Improvements will be constructed prior to recording the

Map or deferred by a Subdivision Agreement.

. SWMitP and processing fee.

. Copy of the CC&R ’s.

. Copy of NOI and SWPPP.

. When applicable: A copy of the Operating Agreement (for an LLC); Partnership Agreement
(for a Partnership); or a Resolution (for a Corporation).

* May be required prior to annexation.

Submitted by,
1R T o—
Rob Turner

Director of Public Works/City Engineer

RT:MSG/jrp
Engineer of Work Applicant
K&S Engineering James N. Snyder
7801 Mission Center Court, Suite 100  P.O. Box 710147
San Diego, CA 92108 Santee, CA 92072

Attachments (Engineer of Work and Applicant):
1. Final (Parcel) Map Checklist
2. Improvement Plan Checklist & Standard Notes

73
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3. Public Sewer Main Improvements Plan Checklist & Standard Notes
4. Private Street Improvements Plan Checklist & Standard Notes

5. Drainage & Grading Plan Checklist & Standard Notes

6. " Erosion Control Standard Notes for Erosion Control Plans

7. City Unit Cost Sheet :

8. City Fee Schedule

9.

Subdivision Control Sheet

Storm Water Attachments (Engineer of Work and Applicant)
1. Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SWMitP)
2. Conditions, Covenants, and Restrictions
3. Storm Water Management/BMP Facilities Agreement

4
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- 7811 University Avenue
La Mesa, CA 919471-4927

Helix Water District

(619) 466-
FAX (619) 466-1
Setting standards of excellence in public service www.hwd.com

October 31, 2007

” JECEIVE
James S. Giriffin

Director of Community Development NOV 0 12007
City of El Cajon
200 E. Main St By
El Cajon, CA 92020

Subiject: TSM 646, PUD 333 - APN 493-310-65
1101 S. Mollison Ave., Snyder Family Trust

Dear James;

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the subject property. Helix Water District has one
3/4 inch water service(s) that serves this project and the closest fire hydrant(s) is 310 feet from
the rear lots and located at the southwest corner of Ladysmith Dr. and S. Mollison Ave.

We request a review of any street improvement plans and signature of Helix Water District if

such plans are required by the City of EI Cajon. We may require the location of the existing L
water service(s) be brought up to current district standards which is behind the
existing/proposed sidewalk. Contractor will be required to relocate any facilities that fail within
improvements at histher cost per WAS standards.

Relocation of any existing meters will be decided upon after review of the street improvement
plans and a site visit.

The El Cajon Fire Dept. may require additional fire protection for this project. All costs for
additional fire protection shall be paid by the developer.

Easements (if needed) will be required prior to relocation of the existing services or installation
of new facilities. We request a copy of the final subdivision map after recording.

If you have any questions, please call me at (619) 667-6277.

Sincerely,

Chns Magill 8

Senior Engineering Technician

o Smith, Anub, Perdemo — Helix Water District

TSM 646 APN 493-310-65 1101 8 S MOLLISON AVE.doc ';\' o
Eiec_ted Board Richard K. Smith Staff: Legal Counsel:
of Directors: Vice President Mark 5. Weston Donna Bartlett-May Scott €. Smith
Charles W. Muse John B. Linden Genaral Manager Board Secretary

President DeAna R. Verbeke
Kathleen Coates Hedberg l '1 g
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DRAFT MINUTES

EXCERPTS FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
DECEMBER 10, 2007

PUBLIC HEARING ON

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT 333 — James M. Snyder & Kimberly S. Snyder for
Snyder Family Trust

(public hearing) Resolution No. 10468

(joint noticed C.C. mig. 01-08-08)

P. C. mtg. 12-10-07

The subject property is located on the east side of South Mollison Avenue between East
Chase Avenue and Ladysmith Drive, and addressed as 1101 “B” South Mollison
Avenue: APN: 493-310-65; General Plan Designation: Low Density Residential.

Request a six-unit planned unit interest development in the pending R-S-8 {Residential

Suburban 9,000 sq. ft.) zone.
AND

TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP 646 — James M. Snyder & Kimberly S. Snyder for
Snyder Family Trust

(public hearing) Resolution No. 10469

(joint noticed C.C. mtg. 01-08-08)

P.C. mtg. 12-10-07

Request seven-lot subdivision (six residential lots and one open space lot) in the
pending R-S-9 (Residential Suburban 9,000 sq. ft.) zone.

RAMIREZ notes that this project involves two applications that are being processed
concurrently for the subdivision and development of a property that is currently located
in the unincorporated area of San Diego County.

The property and an adjacent parcel were pre-zoned R-S-9 by action of the City Council
earlier this year. At that time, the City indicated that the subsequent annexation of the
subject property would not be supported primarily due to the City Manager’s position
that the cost to provide services to residential development is more than the revenue
received from the City’s one-time development fees and ongoing property taxes.

Planning Commission -- 405 -- December 10, 2007
DRAFT Minutes
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The project proponent is now seeking City approval of his plan to create a common-
interest subdivision with six detached single family homes, each on their own lot, with a
private street for access. Once again, with the submittal of these applications, the
applicant has been reminded of staff's position regarding annexation, which remains
unchanged.

The proposed development is depicted on the applicant’'s site plan and elevations
provided to the Commission. The equivalent density is less than five dwelling units per
acre. Two-story dwellings each have a two-car garage and are provided with private
yard space. Supplemental parking is also provided. A non-buildable lot at the street
frontage is labeled as a detention basin. It is staff's opinion that this facility would be
better placed on a more private portion of the subject property.

Staff is recommending that the proposed wooden perimeter fence be constructed as a
masonry wall instead, in keeping with the City Council’s recent action to require
masonry for its durability and low maintenance.

Staff has noted that a considerable amount of fill would be imported to the site in order
to create the subdivision as it has been proposed. The resulting building pad elevations
will be significantly higher than adjacent properties on the south side of the subdivision.
In some cases, this difference is as much as 13 feet. This grading concept results in a
large part of the rear yards in slope that must be maintained. Although staff may agree
with the proposed development, subject to conditions, staff believes that the proposed
grading for this project is inappropriate. It is staff's opinion that pad elevations could be
reduced by cutting soil from the northerly portion of the site and filling at the southerly
side.

RAMIREZ emphasizes that recommended conditions of approval is condition #3 on the
tentative map which calis for a reduction in the amount of import and a lower profile for
the finished grades. Also, staff is calling for a redesign of the lot lines in order to provide
a common lot and landscape maintenance area, rather than having an unclear
delineation of responsibility as reflected with the proposed lot lines ending in the center
of the private street.

Once the design issues are addressed, staff will still have an issue with the next step
the applicant must follow in order to build out the proposed project within the City limits.
Staff must again reiterate its position that the City is pot supporting annexations at this
time due to the cost of providing services. The fiscal impact of the annexation is not a
consideration of the Planning Commission at this time. Fiscal impacts will be addressed
at the next review level, if and when the applicant discusses his proposal with the San
Diego Local Agency Formation Commission, which is the regional agency that oversees
annexations.

Staff is recommending conditional approval of both the PUD and TSM. These items will
be considered by the City Council at a public hearing on January 8, 2008.

WELLS announces the public hearing is now open.

Planning Commission -- 406 -- December 10, 2007
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Mr. Alan AUSTIN, 1622 Pioneer Way, El Cajon, CA 92020, is the architect for the
project. He agrees with all of the PUD conditions. He notes that the applicant could
respond to questions pertaining to the annexation and LAFCO.

Mr. James SNYDER, 1003 Rachelle Way, El Cajon, CA 92019, is the applicant. He
wonders about the city’s reluctance regarding annexing this property. He purchased the
property as it is - - 87% surrounded by the City of EI Cajon and located within the city’s
“sphere of influence.” Planning staff has expressed several times that they are not doing
annexations and he doesn’t understand why that policy exists. He has been told that the
city would lose money with the annexation. Since this area is already serviced by the
City of El Cajon’s police and fire departments, rather than the County of San Diego’s
Sheriffs Department or San Miguel Fire Department, he requests an explanation on
how building these six homes, would cause the city to lose money.

RAMIREZ replies that there are no definite numbers on the costs of services to
properties outside of the city. Since the Planning Commission’s jurisdiction doesn’t
include economic feasibility or the financial aspect of proposals, she doesn't think it is
appropriate to discuss this consideration further. She adds that the city provides
services on a continuing basis to the properties within the City limits. Even though the
property is within the sphere of influence, the city is not obligated to willingly accept
annexations.

WELLS asks if the City Council would be the proper place for the applicant to discuss
this issue, and RAMIREZ replies affirmatively.

AMBROSE believes that from a planning perspective this project makes sense and has
no objections. He believes that the issues are coming from the City Manager's office
regarding the policy of annexation. If the applicant can prove that the project is
basically, fiscally impact neutral, he doesn’t believe that he will have a problem with the
city supporting what the applicant wants to do.

SNYDER emphasizes that Daryl Priest builds hundreds of homes in El Cajon, while the
speaker is only requesting to build six homes. He still doesn't understand how the city

will lose money on this small project. He refates that the Valle de Oro Planning Group
also approved this project.

AMBROSE recommends that the applicant bring this issue to the City Council.
No one else comes forward to be heard.

Motion by SOTTILE. second by AMBROSE to close the public hearings; carries 5-0.

AMBROSE reaffirms that this is a good project and commends staff on its work and also
working with the applicant.

Planning Commission -- 407 -- December 10, 2007
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Motion by AMBROSE, second by SOTTILE to RECOMMEND APPROVAL of Planned
Unit Development 333, subject to the conditions listed in the staff report; carries 5-0.

Motion by AMBROSE, second by SOTTILE to RECOMMEND APPROVAL of Tentative
Subdivision Map 646, subject to the conditions listed in the staff report; carries 5-0.

These items are jointly noticed for a City Council meeting on January 8, 2008.

Planning Cemmission -~ 408 -- December 10, 2007
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RESOLUTION NO. 10469

A RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING APPROVAL OQF TENTATIVE:
SUBDIVISION MAP 646 FOR A SEVEN-LOT SUBDIVISION (SIX
RESIDENTIAL LOTS AND ONE OPEN SPACE LOT) IN THE PENDING R-
S-9 (RESIDENTIAL SUBURBAN 9,000 SQ. FT.) ZONE, APN: 483-310-65,
GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION: LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL.

WHEREAS, the El Cajon City Planning Commission duly advertised and held a

" public hearing on December 10, 2007 to consider Tentative Subdivision Map 646, as

submitted by James M. Snyder & Kimberly S. Snyder for Snyder Family Trust, requesting a
_seven-lot subdivision (six residential lots and one open space lot) in the pending R-S-9
“"(Residential Suburban 9,000 sq. ft.) zone, on property located on the east side of South
Mollison Avenue between East Chase Avenue and Ladysmith Drive, and addressed as
1101 “B” South Mollison Avenue; and

WHEREAS, the following findings of fact have been made in regard to said tentative

subdivision map:

1.

The applicant and an applicant’'s representative spoke in favor and no one spoke in
opposition, as recorded in the Planning Commission minutes.

The staff previously prepared a Negative Declaration for Zone Reclassification 2289
which indicated that the proposed pre-zoning and subsequent project will not have a
significant effect on the environment; and

The City circulated draft documents which reflect its independent judgment as
required by Section 21082.1 of the Public Resources Code; and

The Planning Commission reviewed and considered the information contained in the
Negative Declaration, together with any comments received during the public review
process, prior to making a determination on the project; and

The Planning Commission adopted the proposed Negative Declaration for the pre-
zoning and companion items, finding that it had been completed in compliance with
CEQA and the State Guidelines; and

The Planning Commission determined that said tentative subdivision map should be
recommended for approval for the following reasons:

A. The design and improvements of the proposed tentative subdivision map can
be found consistent with the General Plan.

B. The site is physically suitable for the type of development.

C. The site is physically suitable for the proposed density of development.

| D



PC Resolution #10469

D. Neither the design of the subdivision nor the proposed lmprovements are
likely to cause substantial environmental damage or substantially or
unavoidably injure fish or wildlife or their habitat.

E. Neither the design of the subdivision nor the type of improvements are likely
to cause serious public health problems.

" F.*  Neither the design of the subdivision nor the type of improvements will
conflict with easements acquired by the public at large, for access through or
use of property within the proposed subdivision. . .

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that based upon said findings of
fact, the E! Cajon City Planning Commission hereby RECOMMENDS APPROVAL of
Tentative Subdivision Map 646 for a seven-iot subdivision (six residential lots and
one open space lot) in the pending R-S-9 (Residential Suburban 9,000 sq. ft.) zone,
on the above described property subject to the following conditions:

The final map shall designa{e those areas, which are proposed as exclusive-use
yard areas on each lot, and shall conform fo the approved site plan for Planned Unit
Development 333.

The final map shall be changed to expand the common area of Lot 7 by including
the front area of each proposed lot, the private street / driveway, the slopes on
proposed lots 1, 2, & 3, the relocation of the water detention basin / recreation area,

common landscaping, etc.

The proposed grading shall be changed to significantly reduce the amount of soil
import. The grading shall be designed to remove material from the southerly haif of
the subject site and distributed to the north in order to maintain a lower profile for the
subject proposal.

The applicant shall comply with all requirements of the Public Works Dept. indicated
in the comments received 12-03-07. :

Prior to the sale of any unit, all conditions of approval for PUD 333 shall be met.

Prior to the sale of any unit, the final map for TSM 646 shall be recorded and the
appropriate number of copies returned to the City.

The proposed street name shall be approved through the street name approval
process.

The annexation of the property to the City shall be completed prior to recording the
final map.

Page20f3 |
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PC Resolution #10469

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the El Cajon City Planning Commission at a regular
meeting held December 10, 2007, by the following vote:

AYES: AMBROSE, BLACK, SOTTILE WELLS, WOODS
NOES: NONE

ABSENT: NONE

William D. WELLS, Chairman
ATTEST:
q 7<( APPROVED
‘Q‘F : GR:FW DEC 1.0 7007
amps S. G Jecretary AS PRESENTED

ALID

72 % o hl 230 L
¥o HOPYD 13
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STAFF REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
DECEMBER 10, 2007 - 7:00 P.M.

COUNCIL CHAMBER

200 E. MAIN STREET
EL CAJON, CA 92020

AGENDA ITEM #1B

PUBLIC HEARING ON

TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP 646 — James M. Snyder & Kimberly S. Snyder for
Snyder Family Trust

(joint-noticed C.C. mtg. 01-08-08)

The subject property is located on the east side of South Mollison Avenue between East
Chase Avenue and Ladysmith Drive, and addressed as 1101 “B” South Mollison Avenue;
APN: 493-310-65: General Plan Designation: Low Density Residential.

Request seven-lot subdivision (six residential lots and one open space lot) in the pending
R-S-9 (Residential Suburban 9,000 sq. ft.) zone.

khkkhkkkhk *kkkkkdkhkkdk FRRdRdedkkd hkkdhkkkkki

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: RECOMMEND APPROVAL,
SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS

kekkkkkkthk hhkkkhkkkkkk Kk kkdhkiik kkkkkkkkikk

LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

The subject site has approximately 200-feet of frontage along South Mollison Avenue and
has an approximate lot depth of 275 feet. The site net area totals approximately 54,610
square feet and is currently located in the unincorporated area of San Diego County, but is
surrounded by the City of El Cajon on three sides (see pertinent case ZR 2289). The
subject site is higher on the southerly half of the property than the northerly half by
approximately 10 feet. The terrain slopes down toward the northerly property line at
approximately the midpoint of the site. The existing drainage appears to flow from the south
to the north.
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TSM 646
12-10-07

LAND USE AND ZONING

To the north: Religious facility (church), pending R-S-9 zone
south: County of San Diego, zoned A-70
east: City of £l Cajon, singte-family units, zoned PRD-Low
west: City of El Cajon, single-family units, zoned R-S-9

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT INFORMATION

A Negative Declaration was prepared in accordance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and its applicable Guidelines and adopted by the City Council on
April 24, 2007 in association with Zone Reclassification 2289. This Negative Declaration is
an informational document to inform the decision-makers and the general public of any
potential environmental effects associated with the proposed project. The City of El Cajon
intends to use this Negative Declaration in its decision making process on the proposed
project. The conclusion of this Negative Declaration is that the proposed actions will not
generate any significant direct or primary physical impacts on the environment. e

PERTINENT CASES

Planned Unit Development 333 - James M. Snyder & Kimberly S. Snyder for Snyder Family
Trust — Request to develop a six-unit planned unit development and common-interest
subdivision. This application is a companion item to TSM 646 on this same agenda.

MAJOR PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS

1. s the requested tentative subdivision map consistent with the General Plan?
2. Does the proposed tentative subdivision map comply with requirements of the State
and City subdivision ordinances for condominium ownership?
3. Will the proposed design of the subdivision conform to the proposed planned unit
development?
-2~
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TSM 646
12-10-07

DISCUSSION

This request is for the creation of a seven-lot “major” subdivision, (e.g. a tentative
subdivision map), in conjunction with a request to develop six detached residential units on
the subject property as a planned unit development. Planned Unit Development (PUD) 333
is a companion item to this request and is scheduled on this same Planning Commission
agenda. The approval of this map must be consistent with the decision on PUD 333
(Condition 1).

The proposed tentative subdivision map consists of seven lots, which, if approved, would
result in one lot for each proposed dwelling unit, pius a water detention / recreation lot (Lot
7. not shown on the map as Lot 7). There is no proposed common lot for the proposed
private street / driveway to serve the development, landscaping, lighting, visitor parking,
and other common area facilities. Instead, the lot lines are drawn to include all common
areas in private lots. This is not acceptable and vioiates the City’s PUD ordinance.

The staff is concerned about proposed Lot 7 as mentioned in the staff report of PUD 333.
According to the proposed subdivision map, there is ne common area lot that includes the
common use facilities stated in the staff report of companion item PUD 333. This, in staff's
opinion, contributes to the apparent exclusion of common maintenance areas from the rest
of the proposed development. Staff recommends a condition of approval that a common
area lot (Lot 7) include the front area of each proposed lot, the private street/ driveway, the
slopes on proposed lots 1, 2, & 3, the water detention basin / recreation area, common
landscaping, etc. This will help insure that all of the common use areas including, but not
limited to, the driveway, open space and landscaping is wholly within Parcel 7 (common lot)
(Condition 2).

Grading

The proposed tentative subdivision map includes grading contours relative to the existing
grade of the subject property. The proposed grading plan intends to move a minor amount
of material from the south side of the site to the north side and import approximately 7,400
cubic yards of material. This substantial amount of import will create building pads on the
south section of the subject property at nine (9) to 13 feet higher than existing grade. These
proposed is building pad elevations, combined with the height and mass of the proposed
dwelling of 26 to 28 feet, may have a negative influence on surrounding properties in staff's
opinion. The staff does not support this aspect of the proposal. Although, the staff is in
agreement with the proposed development, subject to the proposed conditions. Staff
believes that the grading for this project is not acceptable. The staff is of the opinion that
the grading should be more considerate of the surrounding development and existing
topography. The staff suggests that material be removed from the southerly haif of the

-3-
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TSM 646
12-10-07

subject site and moved to the north in order to maintain a lower profile of the subject
proposal. A retaining wall could then be constructed on the southerly property line where a
cutwould be exposed. The wall would be screened by the proposed residences on lots 4,5
& 6. This will better ensure that the proposed homes combined with grading will not
negatively impact the surrounding development (Condition 3).

General Plan Consistency

The subject property is shown as “Low Density Residential” on the General Plan land use
map. The proposed division of land and subsequent development are consistent with that
land use category which permits 3 to 10 dwelling units per net acre.

Comments

Attached are comments from the Public Works Department received 12-03-07. These
comments list the requirements of the Public Works Dept. regarding this request, and
should be reviewed by the applicant. Other comments are attached to the PUD 333 staff
report and made part of the conditions of approval of PUD 333.

The City Council will hold a public hearing on this item on January 8, 2008. i

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Planning Commission recommend approval of Tentative
Subdivision Map 646, for a seven-lot subdivision in the pending R-S-2 zone, subject to the
following conditions and for the following reasons:

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

1. The final map shall designate those areas, which are proposed as exclusive-use
yard areas on each lot, and shall conform to the approved site plan for Planned Unit
Development 333.

2. The final map shall be changed to expand the common area of Lot 7 by including

the front area of each proposed lot, the private street / driveway, the slopes on
proposed lots 1, 2, & 3, the relocation of the water detention basin / recreation area,

common landscaping, etc.
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TSM 646
12-10-07

3. The proposed grading shall be changed to significantly reduce the amount of import.
The grading shall be designed to remove material from the southerly half of the
subject site and distributed to the north in order to maintain a lower profile of the

subject proposal.

4. The applicant shall comply with all requirements of the Public Works Dept. indicated
in the comments received 12-03-07.

5. Prior to the sale of any unit, all conditions of approval for PUD 333 shall be met.

6. Prior to the sale of any unit, the final map for TSM 646 shall be recorded and the
appropriate number of copies returned to the City.

7. The proposed street name shall be approved through the street name approval
process.

8. The annexation of the property to the City shall be completed prior to recording the
final map.

Reasons for Recommendation

A. The design and improvements of the proposed tentative subdivision map can be
found consistent with the General Plan.

B. The design and improvement of the proposed tentative subdivision map are
consistent with the General Plan.

C. The site is physically suitable for the type of development.
D. The site is physically suitable for the proposed density of development.

E. Neither the design of the subdivision nor the proposed improvements are likely to
cause substantial environmental damage or substantially or unavoidably injure fish

or wildlife or their habitat.

F. Neither the désign of the subdivision nor the type of improvements are likely to
cause serious public health problems.
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TSM 646
12-10-07

G. - Neither the design of the subdivision nor the type of improvements will conflict with
easements acquired by the public at large, for access through or use of property
within the proposed subdivision.

Refer to staff for a resolution stating the decision of the Planning Commission.

JSG:AJS: v

Attachments: Location Map
Application & Disclosure Statement
Public Works comments dated 12-03-07

Tentative Subdivision Map, dated 10-16-07

(a0
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NOTICE OF PROPOSED
PLANNED UNIT DEVELCPMENT
AND
TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP

NQOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the El Cajon City Planning Commission will hold a public hearing at 7:00 p.m., Monday,
December 10, 2007 and the City Council will hold a public hearing at 7:00 p.m., Tuesday, January 8, 2008 in the City
Council Chambers, 200 E. Main St., El Cajon, CA, to consider: Planned Unit Development 333 and Tentative
Subdivision Map 646 as submitted by James M. Snyder & Kimberly S. Snyder for Snyder Family Trust, requesting a six-
unit planned unit development and seven-iot common interest subdivision (six residential lots and one open space lot) in
the pending R-S-9 (Residential Suburban 9,000 sq. ft.) zone. The subject property is located on the east side of 5.
Mollison Avenue between E. Chase Avenue and Ladysmith Drive, ahd-aduressed as 1101 “B” South Mollison Avenue.

- ‘ny person interested in the above iiems may appear and speak before the Planning Commission and City Council. If
-..r0U challenge these matters in court, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else. raised at the
public hearings and described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the Commission or Council at, or

prior to, the public hearings.

if you have any questions, or wish any additional information, please contact 7. SHUTE at (619) 441-1705. [q l




CITY OF EL CAJON ® PLANNING DIVISION ® (619) 441-1741
TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP

APPLICATION NO. ﬁ(%;
* Apphcants Name: TAmEs M. Swyder ond KimBerly S ww.jc'f-?r_) TrUSTEES €F
e 5wy der Fam: Ty Trusy ( u/Bfr march Az, 175/
Address: 1003 EKuchelle wau . FL thh on  CA ‘)’-9&‘)?
Street No. o T City State Zip

Phone No. (Vﬁifc% V5 £1§37 Fax No. {2(%) Sis8 - G7/3
i *w?"

~

* Property Owner's Name: 5 -
Address: Samee (4R ;% ﬁjt(’r.ﬂ '!' /
Street No. / City f;f - State Zip

Phone No. ({9 53 8182 %axygf?@ﬂ? )\ Sed- T2

Subject property is located on the L—f% T” é;ie’ﬁf Seut Meilison Buen pd,
: betweene/gwsg; Duenud. Pd\/ﬂ r-&c’%!?:ffl[ﬁ A DrigZ and addressed as
Hop '8 Seeth MoiliSen
Assessor's Parcel No( HG3.. 3ip-p5
Existing Zoning: RF}V;/‘A% General Plan Designation: __. D R __Llgw Depnsy b RezioeTIN

REQUEST: _ '] lots to be used for & Kesidential , | epea Spice
B (commercial, industrial or residential)

PROPERTY OWNER'S SIGNATURE:

PUrposes.

* Architect, engineer or other applicant representative:

K4S bﬁv’o} n@éﬂr\q , Kamel Suveds
Address: Zﬁu MiSSten (?gnk;—- :j"ﬁ‘/oo S&nbié};@ CA  Gnick

Street No. City 7 State Zip
£ i g " - B i -
Phone No. ((#4 )\ 494 ~SstS License No. -_&CE #5592
NOTE: ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS ON BACK ™~

" * These individuals will receive a copy of the staff report if complete address is given.

GITY USE ONLY _ :
Date Filed: l ﬁ - i!};ﬂ '?,8'97 ' ) Received by: N Kb\/ﬁ ] [ q ;

Agenda Date: if- : ] b. m’; Planning Staff Assigned: _




DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

APPLICANT’S STATEMENT OF DISCLOSURE OF CERTAIN OWNERSHIP INTERESTS ON ALL
APPLICATIONS WHICH WILL REQUIRE DISCRETIONARY ACTION ON THE PART OF THE CITY
COUNCIL, PLANNING COMMISSION AND ALL OFFICIAL BODIES =

The foliowing information must be disclosed:

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

Q(wnes e Sfub{dfr
l/xmbem\ S Sa,u(m

List the names and address of all persons having any ownershlp interest in the property
invplved.

s M. Swde(
Ko S S/uwder

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

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

s M </Ut,cié
\ ‘Ld@(

4. Have you or your agents transacted more than $250 worth of business with any member
of City staff, Boards, Commissions, Committees and Council within the past twelve
months or $500 with the spouse of any such person? Yes No
If yes, please indicate person(s), dates, and amounts of such transactions or gifts.

7
Aﬂ§ individual, proprietorship, firm, partnership, joint venture, syndicate, business
gtion, association, committee, and any other organization or group of persons acting
ode §82047,

in conc? Gove!
2 | 9/7/ JM&’.S M. f/b'z,/()éé v
/s CStgnatare of applicant / date Print or type name/f applicant N
//réE: Afttach appropriate names on addition_al pages as necessary.

“Person” is defined
trust, company, co

(43



‘CITY OF EL CAJON

i

—
(52
e
: o3
=3
' ™
=—)

n

iz oo

-

J
| DEC 832007
By
MEMORANDUM
Date: December 3, 2007
TO: PLANNING COMMISSION
FROM: DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

SUBJECT: TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP 646

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT 333
ENGINEERING JOB NO. 3200
ADDRESS 1101 “B” South Mollison Avenue

The following conditions must be completed or guaranteed in an agreement accepiable to the
City of El Cajon prior to annexation:

l.

[VE]

Provide sufficient public street right-of-way along South Mollison Avenue, from Chase Avenue
to the southerly unit of the project, as necessary, to provide an ultimate right-of-way width of 60-
feet, 30-feet either side of centerline. This may include vacating 6-feet of public right-of-way
along Parcel 1 and Parcel 2 (all costs and fees paid by the developer).

Provide a public sewer easement along Kimberly Lane as necessary to provide a public sewer
easement width of 15-feet and 15-feet beyond termination point. '

Construct street improvements on South Mollison Avenue in accordance with City standards. A
detailed scaled drawing showing the plan and profile and typical sections of the public street,
curb and gutter, sidewalk, and drainage facilities, as required, shall be prepared by a Civil
Engineer registered with the State of California and shall be submitted to the City for approval.
Improvements shall include, but not be limited to street pavement from seven-feet easterly of
centerline, PCC curbs, gutters and sidewalks, and adequate pavement transitions. Repair all
damaged concrete curb, gutter, and sidewalk. Relocate existing facilities in conflict with
construction as necessary and undergrounding of existing utility poles is required.

Construct a new public sewer main in South Mollison Avenue from the intersection at Chase
Avenue across the full frontage of the property. A detailed scaled drawing showing the plan and
profile of the sewer main, manhole locations, and laterals shall be prepared by a Civil Engineer
registered with the State of California. The sewer main shall be designed and built in accordance
with the City of El Cajon Improvement Standards for Public Sewer Mains and submitted to the
City for review. Connections to the City sewer system and payment of connection fees are
required with building permits.

The driveway on South Mollison Avenue, to the north of the project site, shall be per San Diego
Regional Standard Drawing G- 26, including 2:1 sidewalk transitions for ADA compliance. The

driveway shall be at least 75” from the PCR at Chase Avenue. Edge of driveway shall be 3-feet
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Planning Commission TSM646 - Page 2 of 7
December 3, 2007 :

minimum from the property line and all obstructions. The driveway shall be a minimum 24°/36’
curb cut. Repair all damaged concrete curb and gutter and sidewalk.

Submit a detailed scaled drawing with dimensions of the proposed driveway and sidewalk
installation showing the location of the street right-of-way, property lines, face of curb, all
physical obstructions, including but not limited to, utility poles, telephone and cable TV
equipment, fencing, etc. along with any required offsets in accordance with the San Diego
Regional Standard Drawings G-15 and G-16.

A final map must be prepared by a registered civil engineer or a licensed land surveyor in accordance
with Title 16 of the Municipal Code and the Subdivision Map Act. In order to complete the process
of subdividing the property, the owner is responsible for having a final map recorded with the
County Recorder within two years after approval of the tentative subdivision map by the City
Council or within the time limits of an extension granted in accordance with Title 16 of the -
Municipal Code. The following conditions must be completed or guaranteed in an agreement
prior to recording of the final map:

1. Add the following notes to the PUD Site Plan:

a. “All operations must.be in compliance with the City’s Storm Water Ordinance (Municipal
Code 13.10 and 16.100) to minimize or eliminate pollutant discharges to the storm drain
system.”

b. “For Public Works requirements on this planning action please refer to the Conditions of
Approval. This Site Plan may not clearly show existing or proposed improvements in the
public right-of~way and should not be used for public improvement construction

purposes.”

2. Comply with the following Storm Water requirements:

a. Inaccordance with the City of El Cajon Municipal Code Section 16.100.40, this project falls
~ into a priority project category and is subject to the Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation
Plan (SUSMP) requirements. To fulfill SUSMP requirements a Storm Water Mitigation
Plan (SWMitP) needs to be prepared by a registered civil engineer in the State of California.
Amongst other things the plan shall include the following:

1. Calculation of pre and post- construction peak flow runoff rates (calculated to the nearest
0.1 CFS using % imperviousness) — the post-construction flows must not exceed the pre-
construction flows.

2. Incorporation of New Development Best Management Practices.

A specific volume of storm water runoff must be treated; the volume is calculated using
either: a) the 85th percentile hourly rainfall intensity (County Hydrology Manual
isopluvial map), or b) using an intensity of 0.2 inches per hour of rainfall.

[¥B]

4. A maintenance plan to insure perpetual maintenance of proposed BMPs.

H:\PRIVATE DEVATSM TP¥ COMMENTS\TSM 646 CMNT a.doc lqs-



Planning Commission - TSM646 - Page 3 of 7
December 3, 2007 :

L2

5. A copy of the landscaping plan in compliance with SUSMP requirements.

-Note: Contact the City of El Cajon Public Works Department to request a sample of the
SWMitP document.

b. Prepare a Storm Water Maintenance and Operations Plan to ensure compliance with City of
El Cajon’s storm water regulations.

c. A signed and executed Storm Water Management/BMP Facilities Agreement. (Storm Water
Attachment No. 3).

d. Copies of the Notice of Intent (NOI) from the California Regional Water Quality Control
Board and Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).

e. A copy of the Conditions, Covenants, and Restrictions (CC&R’s) for the property that
address residential compliance with City of El Cajon Municipal Code section 13.10.080
(Storm Water Attachment No. 2).

Improve the street shown on the tentative map as a private street in accordance with Chapter
17.10 of the City Municipal Code, since the street does not meet City Standards for public
streets. A detailed scaled drawing showing the plan and profile of the private street, curbs and
gutters, drainage features, and typical section shall be prepared by a Civil Engineer registered
with the State of California and shall be submitted to the City for review. Private Street
Improvement Plans may be included with Grading and Drainage Plans (optional).

Street or alley type curb returns are not permitted at the junction of the private streets with South
Mollison Avenue. The private street connection shall be a standard driveway per San Diego
Regional Standard Drawing G- 26, including 2:1 sidewalk transitions for ADA compliance.
Edge of driveways shall be 3-feet minimum from the property line and all obstructions. The
driveway shall be a minimum 24°/36” curb.cut. Repair all damaged concrete curb and gutter and
sidewalk.

Submit a detailed scaled drawing with dimensions of the proposed driveway and sidewalk
installation showing the location of the street right-of-way, property lines, face of curb, all
physical obstructions, including but not limited to, utility poles, telephone and cable TV
equipment, fencing, etc. along with any required offsets in accordance with the San Diego
Regional Standard Drawings G-15 and G-16.

Underground all new and existing utility distribution facilities adjacent to and within the
subdivision boundaries, including services to all new and existing buildings, in accordance with

- . City Municipal Code Sections 16.16.040D and. 16:52.010. .- Evidence of arrangements to

underground utilities must be provided. This requirement is required for the existing overhead
distribution facilities along South Mollison Avenue since the proposed undergmundmg will
reduce the number of poles already in existence.

H:\PRIVATE DEVATSM TPM COMMENTS\TSM 646 CHMNT a.doc
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Planning Commission TSM646 - Page 4 of 7
December 3, 2007

5. Install separate gravity sewer services, water services (including meters) and other utilities to
each parcel with a bujlding unit in accordance with the Municipal code. Wet-tap fees are
required. Connections to the City sewer system and payment of connection fees are required
with building permits.

6. Submit a drainage study and a grading and drainage plan along with an erosion control plan
prepared by a civil engineer, registered with the State of California. No grading or soil
disturbance, including clearing of vegetative matter, shall be done until all necessary
environmental clearances are secured and the grading and drainage plan and erosion control plan
have been reviewed by the City.

These plans shall be based on the preliminary soils report and in conformance with the City of El
Cajon Jurisdictional Urban Runoff Management Program (JURMP) and Standard Urban Storm
Water Mitigation Plan Ordinance (SUSMP) which require additional erosion control measures
and future ongoing maintenance even after completion of the project to prevent, treat, or limit the
amount of storm water runoff and pollution from the property.

The erosion control plan shall show measures to ensure that pollutants and runoff from the
development are reduced to the maximum extent practicable and will not cause or contribute to
an exceedance of receiving water quality objectives throughout project construction.

The drainage study shall include all related tributary areas and adequately address the impacts to T
the surrounding propertics and to the City drainage system. The developer shall provide any L
needed public and private drainage facilities, including off site drainage facilities (as determined

by the study). If public drainage facilities are required, the required improvements need to be

included in improvement plans, prepared by a registered civil engineer, and submitted to the City

for approval. Note: If the drainage study indicates the existing downstream drainage system is

inadequate for the proposed density of the subdivision, a reduction in density and/or hard surface

coverage of the subdivision may be required.

7. Close all unused existing driveways and replace with full height curb and PCC sidewalk per City
Standards.

8. Stub any new underground utility services out at the Property Line.
9. Repair all damaged curb, gutter, and sidewalk.

10. Submit a current Preliminary Title Report and a Subdivision Guarantee, no older than 60 days, at
the time the map is ready to record.

11. Submit a County Tax Certificate valid at the time of map recordation.

e TN e e m

12. Set survey monuments and guarantee setting of any deferred monuments.

13. Submit Will-Serve letters from Water Company, SDG&E, Phone Company and Cable TV
Company.

H:\PRIVATE DEVATSM TPM COMMENTS.TSM 646 CMNT a.doc |q7
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14. Submit a preliminary soils report prepared by a Civil or Geotechnical Engineer registered in the
state of California, along with adequate test borings.

15. Submit signature omission letters from all public easement holders who do not have a signature
block on the map.

16. Submit a letter stating if the required public improvements listed in 3 - 5 above will be
completed prior to recording the Map or deferred by a Subdivision Agreement.

17. The lot without a building unit is to be designated as a non-buildable lot for ingress and egress,
recreation, retention, water, sewer, and other utility purposes, for the common use and benefit of
the other lots.

18. An encroachment permit or subdivision agreement is reqﬁired prior to any work within the public
right-of-way.

Municipal Code Section 16.16.060 provides that in lieu of constructing the required tmprovements
prior to recording of the final map, the subdivider may enter into an agreement that guarantees
construction within one year. Such agreement shall be accompanied by improvement secunty in
accordance with Municipal Code Section 16.16.080 and a certificate of insurance provided by the
subdivider in accordance with City Council Policy D-3.

The school districts in the City have developer fee assessment policies. These fees are collected at
the time of issuance of building permits.

Existing streets shall be kept free of dirt and debris and maintained in good condition. Dust shall be
controlled so that it does not become a nuisance. The developer shall be responsible for the repair of
any streets or private property damaged as a result of the construction of the subdivision.

Landscaping at the entrance of the driveways shall be kept low to provide adequate sight distance.

NOTE: :
The following must be submitted to the Private Development Section of the Public Works

Department when the final map is submitted for checking (An incomplete submittal will not be
accepted. Please make an appointment with the Private Development Section personnel and the
Storm Water Section personnel to review requirements and obtain appropriate checklists prior to the
first submittal. Appropriate checklists will be sent to the Engineer of Work. The checklists shall be
completed by the Engineer of Work and will be required with the first submittal}:

. Three (3) sets of maps and completed map checklist.

. A map checking fee. -

. Map closure calculations/data. B e

. Copies of record maps referenced (full size sheets only).

. * Cost estimate of improvements within public right-of-way.

. * Cost estimate public sewer main improvements.

. Cost estimate of on-site improvements, excluding buildings, walls, and utilities.

R:\PRIVATE DEVATSM TPM COMMENTS\TSM 646 CMNT a.doc
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. * Improvement plan check fee for the public street improvements.

. * Improvement plan check fee for the public sewer main.

. Grading and Drainage plan check fee.

. " Erosion Control plan check fee

. Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan Ordinance (SUSMP) review fee

. * Four (4) sets of Improvement Plans with Erosion Control Plans for the public street
improvements, with signatures and seals, and completed Public Street Improvements
checklist.

J Four (4) sets of Grading and Drainage Plans with Erosion Control Plans for the one-site
improvements, with signatures and seals, and completed Grading and Drainage Plan
checklist.

. Four (4) sets of * Private Street and Public Sewer Main Improvements Plans, with

signatures and seals, and completed Private Street and * Public Sewer Main checklists.
Private Streets and Public Sewer Main fmprovements may be included with Grading and

Drainage Plans (optional).

. Soils report.
. Drainage study.
. Letter stating if the required Public Improvements will be constructed prior to recording the

Map or deferred by a Subdivision Agreement.
. SWMitP and processing fee.
. Copy of the CC&R ’s.
. Copy of NOI and SWPPP.
. When applicable: A copy of the Operating Agreement (for an LLC); Partnership Agreement
(for a Partnership); or a Resolution (for a Corporation).

* May be required prior to annexation.

Submitted by, -

1CoB Vv
Rob Turner
Director of Public Works/City Engineer

RT:MSG/jrp
Engineer of Work Applicant
K&S Engineering James N. Snyder
7801 Mission Center Court, Suite 100 P.O. Box 710147
San Diego, CA 92108 Santeg, LA, 92072

Attachments (Engineer of Work and Applicant):
1. Final (Parcel) Map Checklist
2. Improvement Plan Checklist & Standard Notes
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Public Sewer Main Improvements Plan Checklist & Standard Notes
Private Street Improvements Plan Checklist & Standard Notes
Drainage & Grading Plan Checklist & Standard Notes

Erosion Control Standard Notes for Erosion Control Plans

City Unit Cost Sheet

City Fee Schedule

Subdivision Control Sheet

Loy

Storm Water Attachments (Engineer of Work and Applicant)
1. Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SWMitP)
2. Conditions, Covenants, and Restrictions
3. Storm Water Management/BMP Facilities Agreement
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DRAFT MINUTES

EXCERPTS FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
DECEMBER 10, 2007

PUBLIC HEARING ON .

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT 333 — James M. Snyder & Kimberly S. Snyder for
Snyder Family Trust

{public hearing) Resolution No. 10468

(joint noticed C.C. mtg. 01-08-08)

P. C. mig. 12-10-07

The subject property is located on the east side of South Mollison Avenue between East
Chase Avenue and Ladysmith Drive, and addressed as 1101 “B” South Mollison
Avenue; APN: 493-310-65; General Plan Designation: Low Density Residential.

Request a six-unit planned unit interest development in the pending R-S-9 (Residentiai

Suburban 8,000 sq. ft.) zone.
AND

TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP 646 — James M. Snyder & Kimberly S. Snyder for
Snyder Family Trust

{public hearing) Resolution Na. 10469

{joint noticed C.C. mig. 01-08-08)

P.C. mtg. 12-10-07

Request seven-lot subdivision (six residential lots and one open space lot) in the
pending R-S-9 (Residential Suburban 9,000 sq. ft.) zone.

RAMIREZ notes that this project involves two applications that are being processed
concurrently for the subdivision and development of a property that is currently located
in the unincorporated area of San Diego County.

The property and an adjacent parcel were pre-zoned R-S-9 by action of the City Council
earlier this year. At that time, the City indicated that the subsequent annexation of the
subject property would not be supported primarily due to the City Manager's position
that the cost to provide services to residential development is more than the revenue
received from the City’s one-time development fees and ongoing property taxes.

FPlanning Commission - 405 - December 10, 2007
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The project proponent is now seeking City approval of his plan to create a common-
interest subdivision with six detached single family homes, each on their own lot, with a
private street for access. Once again, with the submittal of these applications, the
applicant has been reminded of staff's position regarding annexation, which remains
unchanged.

The proposed development is depicted on the applicant's site plan and elevations
provided to the Commission. The equivalent density is less than five dwelling units per
acre. Two-story dwellings each have a two-car garage and are provided with private
yard space. Supplemental parking is also provided. A non-buildable lot at the sireet
frontage is labeled as a detention basin. It is staff's opinion that this facility would be
better placed on a more private portion of the subject property.

Staff is recommending that the proposed wooden perimeter fence be constructed as a
masonry wall instead, in keeping with the City Council's recent action to require
masonry for its durability and low maintenance.

Staff has noted that a considerable amount of fill would be imported to the site in order
to create the subdivision as it has been proposed. The resulting building pad elevations
will be significantly higher than adjacent properties on the south side of the subdivision.
In some cases, this difference is as much as 13 feet. This grading concept resulis in a
large part of the rear yards in slope that must be maintained. Although staff may agree
with the proposed development, subject to conditions, staff believes that the proposed
grading for this project is inappropriate. It is staff's opinion that pad elevations could be
reduced by cutting soil from the northerly portion of the site and filling at the southerly

side.

RAMIREZ emphasizes that recommended conditions of approval is condition #3 on the
tentative map which calls for a reduction in the amount of import and a lower profile for
the finished grades. Also, staff is calling for a redesign of the lot lines in order to provide
a common lot and landscape maintenance area, rather than having an unclear
delineation of responsibility as reflected with the proposed lot lines ending in the center
of the private street.

Once the design issues are addressed, staff will still have an issue with the next step
the applicant must follow in order to build out the proposed project within the City limits.
Staff must again reiterate its position that the City is not supporting annexations at this
time due to the cost of providing services. The fiscal impact of the annexation is not a
consideration of the Planning Commission at this time. Fiscal impacts will be addressed
at the next review level, if and when the applicant discusses his proposal with the San
Diego Local Agency Formation Commission, which is the regional agency that oversees
annexations.

Staff is recommending conditional approval of both the PUD and TSM. These items will
be considered by the City Council at a pubiic hearing on January 8, 2008.

WELLS announces the public hearing is now open.
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Mr. Alan AUSTIN, 1622 Piocneer Way, El Cajon, CA 92020, is the architect for the
project. He agrees with all of the PUD conditions. He notes that the applicant could
respond to questions pertaining to the annexation and LAFCO.

Mr. James SNYDER, 1003 Rachelie Way, El Cajon, CA 92019, is the applicant. He
wonders about the city’s reluctance regarding annexing this property. He purchased the
property as it is - - 87% surrounded by the City of El Cajon and located within the city's
*sphere of influence.” Planning staff has expressed several times that they are not doing
annexations and he doesn’t understand why that policy exists. He has been told that the
city would lose money with the annexation. Since this area is already serviced by the
City of El Cajon’s police and fire departments, rather than the County of San Diego's
Sheriff's Department or San Miguel Fire Department, he requests an explanation on
how building these six homes, would cause the city to lose money.

RAMIREZ replies that there are no definite numbers on the costs of services to
properties outside of the city. Since the Planning Commission’s jurisdiction doesn'’t
include economic feasibility or the financial aspect of proposals, she doesn't think it is
appropriate to discuss this consideration further. She adds that the city provides
services on a continuing basis to the properties within the City limits. Even though the
property is within the sphere of influence, the city is not obligated to willingly accept
annexations.

WELLS asks if the City Council would be the proper place for the applicant to discuss
this issue, and RAMIREZ replies affirmatively.

AMBROSE believes that from a planning perspective this project makes sense and has
no objections. He believes that the issues are coming from the City Manager's office
regarding the policy of annexation. If the applicant can prove that the project is
basically, fiscally impact neutral, he doesn't believe that he will have a problem with the
city supporting what the applicant wants to do.

SNYDER emphasizes that Daryl Priest builds hundreds of homes in El Cajon, while the

speaker is only requesting to build six homes. He still doesn’t understand how the city
will lose money on this small project. He relates that the Valle de Oro Planning Group

also approved this project.
AMBROSE recommends that the applicant bring this issue to the City Council.
No one else comes forward to be heard.

Motion by SOTTILE, second by AMBROSE to close the public hearings; carries 5-0.

AMBROSE reaffirms that this is a good project and commends staff on its work and also
working with the applicant.
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Motion by AMBROSE, second by SOTTILE to RECOMMEND APPROVAL of Planned
Unit Development 333, subject to the conditions listed in the staff report; carries 5-0.

Motion by AMBROSE, second by SOTTILE to RECOMMEND APPROVAL of Tentative
Subdivision Map 646, subject to the conditions listed in the staff report; carries 5-0.

These items are jointly noticed for a City Council meeting on January 8, 2008.
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