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Agenda Report
DA;‘E:i April 1, 2008 | - |

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

FROM: Assistant to the City Manager

SUBJECT: Community Event in the Right-of-Way: Concerts on the Green

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council approve the attached request for a
Community Event in the right-of-way to be held every Friday evening on the Prescott
Promenade from May 23 through September 5, 2008, excluding July 4 with the conditions
listed below.

BACKGROUND: The El Cajon Community Development Corporation (ECCDC) is asking

permission to hold the 13t season of Concerts on the Green with amplified music,

promotional banners, food, and information booths on Friday evenings from 6:00 p.m. to

8:00 p.m. The 15-week concert series will begin on May 25 and the season will conclude

on September 5, 2008. These events are open to the public and ECCDC anticipates over

11,000 attendees for the 2008 season. They are also requesting permission to close the
-alley located on the Prescott Promenade for attendees’ safety.

Conditions of Approval will include:

¢ All information and assurances made in the application including providing the
City with a Certificate of Insurance.

e Trash and recycling receptacles will be placed and picked up for each event at
appropriate locations.

s Restroom facilities to be made available to the public by restaurants located near
the Prescott Promenade.

o Traffic Control as agreed to by the Public Works Traffic Division for the alley
closure.

FISCAL IMPACT: Any fees to be paid by the applicant.

| PR;?ED BY: APPROVED BY:
iy Hr— G kg

N’anc\y‘ Palm Kathi Henry
Assistant to the City Manager CITY MANAGER ‘ 3 g




March 19, 2008

Ensuring the economic vitality
of Downtown El Cajon

Mayor Lewis and Council Members dni Elopdigh & orporation
City of El Cajon '

A non-profit 501(c)(3) community

based organization

Board of Directors

Kirk Gentry
Chairman of the Board

John McTighe
Vice Chairman

Debra Turner Emerson
Secretary
Economic Development Chair

Yictor Mosso
Chief Financial Officer
Finance Chair

Claire Carpenter
President & CEQ
Design Review Chair

David Cooksy
City Representative

Deborah Bailey
County Representative

Sherry Casper
Prometion Chair
Member-at-Large

Kay LeMenager
Real Estate Development Chair
Member-at-Large

Nina Frontz
Member-at-Large

Edward Zouhar
Member-at-Large

Claudia Goertz
Member-at-Large

Todd Keegan
Member-at-Large

Bobbi Pearson
Member-at-Large

Daryl Priest
Member-at-Large

James Renner
Member-at-Large

Victor Zeman
Member-at-Large

Corporate Advisors

Lt Tim Henton
Community Policing Division

Cole Davis
Marketing Consultant

Corporate Office

168 East Main Street
El Cajon, CA 92020

Tel: (619) 401-8858
Fax: (615) 401-8870

www.downtownelcajon.com

200 East Main Street
El Cajon, CA 82020

RE: Con(_:erts on the Green

Honorable Mayor Lewis and City Council Members:

The ElI Cajon Comimunity Development Corporation is
seeking permission to hold the 13™ season of Concerts on
the Green. The concerts are located on the Prescott
Promenade, Friday evenings from 6:00-8:00 pm, from May
23 — September 5, 2008, excluding July 4th.

The Concerts on the Green attracted 11,000 attendees in
2007 and the crowd is expected to grow in 2008 as we
welcome a number of award winning bands to perform at
the 15 week series of free outdoor concerts. This year we
are seeking to do a revival of El Cajon’s favorite bands. We
hope this attracts new and returning concert attendees who
will patronize the local businesses and witness the
revitalization of Downtown ElI Cajon. The conceris will
feature a variety of family friendly performances ranging
from Big Band and Swing, to Rock, Blues, and Country.

The El Cajon CDC is requesting permission to hold the 11%
Concerts on the Green series on the Prescott Promenade
and to amplify the music that will take place each Friday
evening. We are also requesting permission to close the
alley located on the Prescott Promenade for attendees’
safety.

Attached you will find the application, and event map as
required.

Thank you for your continued support.

Sincerely,

Claire Carpen
President & CEO

Enclosure: Event application and map diagram.
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) CITY OF EL CAJON _
SPECIAL EVENT IN THE COMMUNITY
APPLICATION AND PERMIT -

Type of event: [:3 Community / Promotional Event on public property
(check one) ‘Community / Promotional Event in the public right-of-way

(3 Block party ' ~ 1 Y
—y Fridmgs May 23-5e0 5, Exclw g d"‘L“I 4
Application date: 3/19/08 Date of event: ____ Time of event: (,; 00 pm ~ C(J[mn
Location: p(‘effr-ﬂ' .Omme,—maoﬁe,f :
Please complete and attach the CHECKLIST FOR SPECIAL EVENTS IN THE COMMUNITY

Description of the proposed event: (purpose, number of people expected, type and nature of any vehicles,
equipment or other apparatus to be used in.connection of the event any special or unusual requirements that

may be created by the proposed event)
Concerts an he Gigen 5 4 wVekL,, SAMMEr Covpert salies that t’r‘ﬁwc[\,ﬁ; 2\

Lree (:::rmmumrl-..;: earet  swihilp m"fi‘ﬁd-m wonola to Dgmbbiia ol Coton, A P is

used Av brine o SYaac avd, Comoryf o The Prescot Prywonads where i+ 15 %ﬁﬂf
J 8 J

Sponsor of the event: £ 1 ajen Commmm"\f De\;clojammﬁ' Cof'va(“a"hm/}

Business license number: (if sponsor is a business or commercial enterprise) EX Q§ Hole S

Responsible person who will be at the site for the duration of the event and who will be the contact
person for City officials if necessary: (this person must be 18 years or older)

Name: Cﬁtf‘b‘liﬂi Cossino Phone:( (14 ) HO1~TR 5 R CelliPager: (b!ﬁ) 1506399

Address: 103 Bast Main. Street EL Ca\ov\ CA  A1020 -
Name(s) and phone numbers of other(s) that will be avallable Br*mcivy Qobcr"i?w()ﬂ LC?I‘]) 417 "7 51‘f"f

Agreement to compensate City: The applicant agrees to compensate the City of EI Cajon for any loss or
damage to public property as a result of this event. Also, the applicant will provide the City with a deposit for
the City's estimated costs no later than ten (10) days prior to the event. The applicant agrees that if the actual
costs exceed the deposit, the applicant will pay the City the difference within fifteen (15) days of the date of the
bill from the City. A refund will be issued by the City within fifteen {15) days if the deposit exceeds the costs.
Applicant agrees to clean and restore site within 24 hours after event.

Applicant's name (please,gfjge prigf) ~ (‘ mr*olqml. . DSET A
: L A 7
Date 2/ ik

Applicant’s signature ‘/,/ _
Applicant's address _| {» @ East Main S+ El| Cajon,. CA 29070  phone ({y fal) Hol-235%

FOR CITY USE ONLY:
REVIEW COMMITTEE: Approved @  Denied ()  Revoked () Date:
Reason(s) for denial / revocation: Sy 87=cr 7 (iﬁ/ @z/xxé/{ Appeol s { on Y5/ s

Check list complete? Yes () No (J (Missing item(s); L s bamce Cerr o & LR BED |

Submitted 30-days prior to event? ‘Z €3 (If nat, City Manager or designee’s approval ' )
Special requirements: :

Estimate §$ Deposited on ' Receipt no.
Act. Costs $ Billed $ ' on__~ Paid?
Refunded $ _____on 3.7

White: Review Commilttee Yellow: Permitee  Pink: Applicant ) CM-10-03



CHECK LIST FOR SPECIAL EVENTS IN THE COMMUNITY
This check list is to be filled-out by the applicant and attached to the application )
Event date_ F\"’icﬁﬁu ‘5 Mo 23~ -56“?"%3’”‘5%’ = Exc,lui“wg Ju L1 4

Event location Pr—'e,%(,e'ﬂf (:t’"‘a Mﬂriﬁ-. - - -
( Attach a sketch or diagram indicating the site or route, number and location of available parking space

and handicapped parking spaces, number and location of sanitation facilities, number, location and
amplifying range of any sound amplifying systems, location of all traffic and pedestrian control devices

to be used) Attached? :fﬁ_ « dated

- Community/Promotional event on public property
____Permission from the City Council or Redevelopment Agency attached
_____Adequate potable water will be provided
_____One roilet for every 250 people will be provided if the event will have over 1000 participants
and last more than 3 hours
____Adequate trash and recycling receptacles will be provided
____ One security person will be provided for every 250 persons attending the event
____C'ammunications equipment will be provided to the event monitors
____First aid provisions and trained personnel will be provided
____Ifthisis a sporting event it will be conducted during daylight hours
____ Certificate of insurance provided in accordance with Council Policy D-3

¥ _Community/Promotional event in the public right-of-way

X__Proposed traffic control plan aftached
v Street will have the least impact on vehicular and pedestrian traffic

" Street will create the least inconvenience for the merchants or residents in the area
¢ Street will provide the maximum public safety -
_X_Time of the event will have the least impact on the vehicular traffic
_X_.Adequate potable water will be provided
_X_One toilet for every 250 people will be provided if the event will have over 1000 participants
and last more than 3 hours
_ K _Adequate trash and recycling receptacles will be provided
~One security person will be provided for every 25 0 persons attending event
% _Adequate traffic barricades and signing will be provided
Y Communications equipment will be provided to the event monitors
__¥ First aid provisions and trained personnel will be provided
WJA If this is a sporting event it will be conducted during daylight hours
X Certificate of insurance provided in accordance with Council Policy D-3

Block party
Petition signed by the majority of the residents in the affected area and who live on the

street to be blocked
____The party will commence after 10 am. and not continue after 10 p.m.
____Music and/or sound amplification will be kept at an acceptable level (M.C. Sec. 9.44)
__Lighted barricades will be provided along with any additional traffic control devices
" required
- ____Adult supervision will be provided at all times during the party
— —DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE

All applicable conditions met? , |
Hold harmless agreement: (prepared by the City Attorney) Applicable? N/4 prepared? Bg
Notes: : . 4 _
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Concerts on the Green ~ Map Diagram

Concerts on the Green take place on the Prescott Promenade. There is
available parking on surrounding streets including Main Street and
Douglas Avenue. Theére is also a parking lot located directly East of the
Prescott Promenade. - -

Restrooms are available at surrounding restaurants and retail stores
including Downtown Café, Mangia Bene, and Home & Soul.
Arrangements are made with the businesses prior to the start of the
concert season. -

Sound is amplified through speakers surrounding the stage. The sound is
loud enough to be heard throughout the Prescott Promenade and on East
Main Street, to provide music for the restaurants with outdoor patios.

The alley that goes through the Prescoft Promenade will be closed to
traffic for the safety of all event attendees. Road closed ahead warning
signs will let traffic know the alley is closed up ahead and barricades will
be used to block the alley off from traffic.
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ITEMNO: 1.7

Ag BILE!I Report
DATE: April 1, 2008 |

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

FROM: Director of Community Development

SUBJECT: Contract Change Order and Annual Renewal for Graffiti Removal
Services

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council/Redevelopment Agency:

1. Authorize a $28,000 contract change order from $62,000 to $90,000 with Graffiti
Protective Coatings, Inc. for the remainder of the current fiscal year.

2. Increase the current fiscal year budget for graffiti removal services from $72,000
to $90,000 and allocate the additional requested funding of $18,000 from the
Redevelopment Agency Capital Projects Budget.

3. Authorize renewal of the annual contract for the final term, July 1, 2008 — June
30, 2009 in an amount to be determined as part of the FYO809 budget.

BACKGROUND: On June 13, 2006, the City Council awarded Bid No. 001-07 to Graffiti
Protective Coatings, Inc. per Resolution #75-06. The City has seen a dramatic increase
in graffiti activity within the last several years and we anticipate depletion of budgeted
funds before the end of the fiscal year. The City Council is being asked to increase the
budget and contract for these services in order to cover the costs associated with the
removal of graffiti within the current budget cycle, and to authorize renewal of the City’s
contract with Graffiti Protective Coatings as outlined above for the final year of the
contract.

FISCAL IMPACT: The budget for this contract was established with both General Funds
and Redevelopment Agency Funds. Additional funding is available in the Redevelopment
Agency Capital Projects Budget Activity #590900 for a revised FY 0708 budget as follows:

H



SOURCE OF FUNDS ORIGINAL BUDGET | ADJUSTMENT REVISED
General $46,000 $0,000 $46,000
Redevelopment Agency $26,000 $18,000 $44,000
TOTAL $72,000 $18,000 $90,000

Funding necessary for graffiti abatement next fiscal year under the extended contract
will be established as part of the FY0O809 budget to be submitted to the City Council later
this spring. Staff anticipates up to $106,000 will be necessary to fully fund this service
next fiscal year and that the cost of the service would be evenly split between the
General Fund and the Redevelopment Agency fund.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

A L Ao
Dan Pavao Melissa Ayres v
Building Official / Fire Marshal Director of Community Development

APPROVED BY:

Kathi Henry \
CITY MANAGER/EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

4



208 APR -2 A i 34

Gty Gl B Siap | City of El Cajon . April 8, 2008

:ﬁ\:u

iRy

ECEIVED BFFICE BF
CITY o .,._A}g_z:. BF
EL EAJON €A

ITEMNO:__ 1.8

BOR
)

Auenda

DATE: April 1, 2008

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

FROM: Assistant to the City Manager

SUBJECT: Amend Agreement for Asbestos and Lead Paint Inspections

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council authorize the City Manager to execute an
amendment to the existing Agreement for Professional Services between the City of El
Cajon and H.M. Pitt Labs, Inc. for asbestos and lead paint inspections and related
services.

BACKGROUND: On March 7, 2007, after a competitive proposal process, the City entered
into an agreement with H.M. Pitt Labs, Inc. for environmental assessment of the buildings
to be demolished for the Public Safety Center and Linda Way Townhomes. The original
agreement in an amount not to exceed $50,000 provided for inspection, testing,
abatement monitoring, reporting and other technical services necessary to comply with
local, state and federal regulations. The actual cost for these services will be
approximately $42,000, a savings of $8,000.

The agreement also provides for two additional one-year renewal optionis and H.M. Pittis
willing extend the term until March 7, 2009 with the existing fee structure. Staff is
recommending that the City Council exercise this option and authorize up to an
additional $25,000 for future Public Safety Facility projects and other capital
improvement projects. The recommendation is based on H.M. Pitt’s experience and
expertise in the field; quality of their work; ability to meet project budget and deadlines;
thoroughness; responsiveness to staff; and overall support functions.

FISCAL IMPACT: Sulfficient Proposition O funding is allocated in the Public Safety
Facilities budget along with various other funding sources for other City projects.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

/ ;/MW%” o M wny
Nanky Palfn Kathi Henry
Assistant to the City Manager CITY MANAGER
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Auenda Report

DATE : April 2, 2008

TO: Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tem Hanson-Cox, Council Members McClellan, Kendrick,
and Ramos '
FROM: Chief Pat Sprecco

SUBJECT: Police Authorized Tow Consortium Fee Increase Request

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council approve the request for the Tow Consortium tow
rate increase.

BACKGROUND: The Police Department works with a consortium of tow companies who
facilitate police authorized towing and impounds of vehicles. This consortium consists of the
following tow companies: Clancy’s, El Cajon, Road One, C and D, Classic, Miller, Ace and
Rancho Del Oro.

The current tow rate is based on Council approval in 2004. Council denied the consortium
request for a fee increase in 2006.

The current rate for towing light duty vehicles is $140.00 per hour. Storage of vehicles is $30.00
per day. They currently do not differentiate rates based on vehicle size.

PROPOSAL:

The Tow Consortium prepared a written request outiining their expenses and need for an increase
(Addenda One). The request is for an increase of their current rate and the creation of a rate for
Light-Medium Duty vehicles. These are described as motor homes, trailers, boats, loaded one-ton
trucks and other oversized vehicles.

Tow Consortium Rate Request

Class A (Light Duty) - Towing $180.00/per hour
Storage $45.00/per day

Class B (light-medium duty) - Towing $190.00/per hour
Storage $48.00/per day

Y



The Police Department completed a survey of Police authorized tow rates. First, the vast majority
of agencies differentiate fees based on vehicle type. In addition, many agencies also created a
much higher rate for large vehicles, such as tractor-trailers and construction vehicles. Second, the
rate increase requested is well within the mean of rates we surveyed.

FISCAL IMPACT: None, the rates are paid by the vehicle owner.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
% OO Y s
Parspredco Kathi Henry U
CHIEF Of POLICE CITY MANGER

s



ADDENAA

Official Police Towing & Impound
Agencies for the City of El Cajon

March 18, 2008

Kathi Henry

City Manager

City of El Cajon

200 E. Main Street
El Cajon, CA 92020

RE: Request for Rate Increase for Police Initiated Tows
Dear Ms. Henry:

Thank you for your consideration of the rate increase request from the El Cajon Police Department
Towing Rotation Companies. The core operating expenses incurred as the result of the services we
provide have dramatically increased in recent years whereby making this request absolutely necessary.

Since our last rate increase in 2004, we have experienced unprecedented increases in our cost of
doing business. Gas and Diesel have increased 60.7% and 98.2% respectively, Lease Expenses have
moved up an average of 10% for industrial space, and Minimum Wage has risen 18.5%. In addition to
the spikes in our core cost drivers, insurance and inflation, based on the CPI, have all gained ground on
our ability to successfully operate.

Year on Year Increases in Core Operating Expenses
®Gas M Diesel ™ WorkComp ®liesseRate ™CPI % MinWage
450.0%

4000% |
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® Page 2 March 18, 2008

In El Cajon City Council Resolution No. 161-00, Section 3. B. (6) it states “Charges: Tow companies
shall base their charges according to the rate schedule adopted by City Council resolution. This
schedule shall be reviewed by City Council af least every two (2) years.” The most recent rate increase
was unanimously approved by this City Council, Resolution No. 141-04 on July 13", 2004, nearly four
years ago.

In addition to the two (2) year requirement, Resolution No. 141-04 asserts that “WHEREAS, due to
rising costs, it becomes necessary from time to time to modify the schedule of charges for towing,
storage, and other services provided pursuant to police-initiated towing and storage activities.” The
towing industry is going through a period of exceptional rising costs and never before has it become so
critical to modify the schedule of charges to allow us the opportunity to keep pace with the market.

We have complied with the standards established by the City Council and are submitting a fair rate that
we hope you will find agreeable.

1. Class A (light duty):
a. Towing: $180.00/hour
b. Storage: $45.00/day

2. Class B (light-medium duty):
a. Towing: $190.00/hour
b. Storage: $48.00/day

If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to contact Simon Terry-Lloyd, our point of contact for

this request, at (619) 454-3337 or sterry-lloyd@unitedroadtowing.com.

Sincerely,

Official Police Towing & Impound Agencies
for the City of El Cajon

4T




® Page 3

Actual Increases Factored

March 18, 2008
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® Page 4 March 18, 2008

Consumer Price Index (CPI) — San Diego County
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According to CB Richard Ellis “(Industrial) Rental rates (in San Diego County) increased
approximately 30% over the past three years peaking in the first quarter (2007) with an overall
weighted average asking lease rate of $1.10 per square foot per month.™

" Data based on available information with 2008 actuals and estimates.
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. CITY CLERK .-
Honorable Mark Lewis © EL EAJON €A
" Mayor '
City of E1 Cajon ' 008 APR -3 P y: 5§
200 East Main Street ' ‘
El Cajon, CA 92020

Dear Mayor Lewis, B .

I am writing you regarding the term limitations measure proposed by Councilmember Dick
Ramos. This proposal should be of major concern to the Council and citizens of E1 Cajon, and
therefore should be examined in detail. The validity of this measure should be questioned
because it appears to be neither appropriate nor pertinent for this council and City..

Tt is astonishing that Dick Ramos would propose the idea after his service of four terms (16 years
total) has been completed. It appears that the intentions behind his plans are hypocritical and.
seems only to be motivated out of political spite. '

Tt also seems odd that the justifications for this current effort were not significant enough to keep
Mr. Ramos from running for re-election three times. Isn't it convenient that this “pecessary
change” is now seen by Mr. Ramos just as he happens to be leaving? To make matters worse,
this referendwn would be retroactive — thus forcing current Council members to be upableto
seek re-election. This is unconstitutional on its face. The fact that Mr. Ramos has “one foot out
the door” makes his motives even more questionable.

It is a matter of public record that Mr. Ramos has a residence out-of-state, currently designated
as “owner occupied.” This raises concerns about residency requirements for his position on the
Couneil. Evidently, Mr. Rarnos’ heart is no longer in El Cajon: Maybe he should run for office
when he moves to his new home, yet Mr. Ramos seems intent on restricting that right to those of
us who live here.

Since Mr. Ramos is not running for re-election, and if he truly wishes to benefit the people of El
" Cajon, it is only fair that he would either return the approx. $15,000 of unspent campaign
donations or graciously donate them to charities helping underprivileged children of EI Cajon. .
Tn my opinion, it would be much wiser if Mr. Ramos would rise above the politics and be
remembered with a final act of kindness.

1 appreciate you taking the time to look into this matter.

Sinéerely, /

El Cdon, CA 92620

50
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MTS

=
‘f{”l“\\\.\@ Metropolitan Transit System

6.1

1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000
San Diege, CA 92101-7490
619.231.1466 FAX 619.234,3407

Agenda

JOINT MEETING OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
for the
Metropolitan Transit System,
San Diego Transit Corporation, and
San Diego Trolley, Inc.

March 27, 2008

*9.00 a.m.
(*Immediately following Joint Meeting with San Diego County Regional Airport Authority)

James R. Mills Building
Board Meeting Room, 10th Fioor
1255 Imperial Avenue, San Diego

This information will be made available in alternative formats upon request. To request an agenda in an
alternative format, please call the Clerk of the Board at least five working days prior to the meeting to
ensure availability. Assistive Listening Devices (ADLs) are available from the Clerk of the Board/Assistant
Clerk of the Board prior to the meeting and are to be returned at the end of the meeting.

ACTION RECOMMENDED

1. Roll Call
2. Approval of Minutes - March 13, 2008 ' Approve
3. Public Comments - Limited to five speakers with three minutes per

speaker. Others will be heard after Board Discussion items. If you have a
report to present, please give your copies to the Clerk of the Board.

4, MTS: Creation of An Ad Hoc Safety Committee Possible Action

Action would nominate Board members and create an Ad Hoc Safety
Committee.

Please turn off celi phones and pagers i @ - E @ @
during the meeting
‘ Metropolitan Transit System (MTS) is a Calfornia public agency and is comprised of San Diego Transit Corporaticn and San Dlego Trollay, Inc. nonprofit public benafit corporations,
in cooperation with Chula Vista Transit and National City Transit. MTS is the taxicab administrator for eight cities and the owner of the San Diego and Arizona Eastern Rallway Company.

MTS mesnber agencies include: City of Chula Vista, City of Coronado, City of El Cajon, City of imperial Baach, Cily of La Mesa, Gity of Lamon'Gruva, City of National City, City of Poway,
Clty of San Dlego, City of Santes, and the County of San Diago.,



CONSENT ITEMS

6.

10.

11.

12

13.

MTS:_ Mincom Annual Software Support Maintenance Renewal - Contract
Amendment

Action would authorize the CEO to enter into a contract amendment (MTS
Doc. No. G0740.7-02) with Mincom Inc, for annual software support
maintenance for the Ellipse financial system package.

MTS: investment Report .
Action would receive a report for information.

MTS: Light Rail Vehicle Paint and Body Rehabilitation - Work Order
Action would: (1) authorize the CEQ to issue Work Order No. 08-01 to
MTS Doc. No. L0744.1-06 for Carlos Guzman, Inc. for additional light rail
vehicle (LRV) paint and body rehabilitation services; and (2) approve the
transfer of funds from Miscellaneous Capital Improvement Program (CIP)
No. 11142 to LRV Paint and Body Rehabilitation Services CIP 111865.

MTS: San Diegoe Transit Corporation Quality Assurance Audit Report
Action would receive the San Diego Transit Corporation (SDTC) Quality
Assurance (QA) Audit Report for information.

MTS: Property Insurance Renewal

Action would authorize the CEO to renew the property insurance coverage
for MTS, San Diego Transit Corporation (SDTC), and San Diego Trolley,
Inc. (SDTI) with the California State Association of Counties (CSAC)
Property Insurance Program, effective March 31, 2008, through March 31,
2009, with a basic coverage deductible of $25,000, $100,000 for collision
on buses and light rail vehicles, and $1,500,000 on roads, bridges, and
tunnels.

MTS: Audit Report on Contract Services
Action would receive a report for information.

MTS:_ Substation Transformer Rewind Services - Contract Amendment
Action would authorize the CEO to execute MTS Doc. No. PWL.100.1-08
with Siemens Energy and Automation, Inc. to provide Front Street
substation transformer rewind services.

MTS: Mission Valley East Light Rail Transit Project - Budget Transfer and

Construction Management Contract Amendment
Action wouid authorize the Chief Executive Officer (CEQ) to: (1) transfer

funds from the Mission Valley East Light Rail Transit (MVE LRT) Project
Reserve (10426-4500) into line item to fund additional claims support work
and eliminate negative line item balances; (2) transfer funds from the MVE
LRT Project Reserve funds into the project revenue (funding) to fully fund
the approved project budget; and (3) execute Contract Amendment No. 48
to MTS Doc. No. L6343.0-01 with Washington Group International, Inc.
(WGI) for claims support services on the MVE LRT Project and extend
those services through December 31, 2008. -

2.

Approve

Receive

Approve

Receive

Approve

Receive

Approve

Approve



CLOSED SESSION

24,

a. MTS: CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL ANTICIPATED
LITIGATION SIGNIFICANT EXPOSURE TO LITIGATION
Pursuant to California Government Code section 54956.9(a)
Case Names Unspecified (Disclosure Would Jeopardize

Negotiations)

Oral Report of Final Actions Taken in Closed Session

NOTICED PUBLIC HEARINGS

25.

None.

REPORT ITEMS

45,

46.

60.
61.
62.
63,

64.

65.

66.

MTS: San Ysidro Border Reconfiguration Project
Action would receive a report on the United States General Services
Administration's (GSA's) Border Reconfiguration Project.

SDTI. Chargers Football 2007 Year-End Summary
Action would receive a report for information.

Chairman's Report

Audit Oversight Committee Chairman's Report

Chief Executive Officer's Report

Board Member Communications

Additional Public Comments Not on the Agenda

If the limit of 5 speakers is exceeded under No. 3 (Public Comments) on
this agenda, additional speakers wiil be taken at this time. If you have a
report to present, please furnish a copy to the Clerk of the Board.
Subjects of previous hearings or agenda items may not again be
addressed under Public Comments.

Next Meeting Date: April 10, 2008

Adjournment

Possible Actio

Recsive
Receive
Information

Information

Information
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Board Members

Mary Teresa Sessom, Chair
Mayor, Lemon Grove

Lori Holt Pfeiler, First Vice Chair
Mayor, Escondido

Jerome Stocks, Second Vice Chair
Mayor, Encinitas

Matt Hall
Councilmember, Carlsbad

Cheryl Cox
Mayor, Chula Vista

Phil Monroe
Counciimember, Coronado

Crystal Crawford
Deputy Mayor, Del Mar

Mark Lewis
Mayor, El Cajon

Jim Janney
Mayor, Imperial Beach

Art Madrid
Mayor, La Mesa

Ron Morrison
Mayor, National City

Jim Wood
Mayor, Oceanside

Mickey Cafagna
Mayor, Poway

Jerry Sanders
Mayor, San Diego

Jim Madaffer
Counciimember, San Diego

Jim Desmond
Mayor, San Marcos

Jack Dale
Councilmember, Santee

Lesa Heebner
Councilmember, Solana Beach

Judy Ritter
Councilmember, Vista

Greg Cox
Chairman, County of San Diego

Dianne Jacob

Vice Chairwoman, County of San Diego

Advisory Members

Victor Carrillo, Supervisor
Imperial County

Will Kempton, Director
Califormia Department

of Transportation

Harry Mathis, Chairman
Metropolitan Transit System

Ed Gallo, Chairman )
North County Transit District

CAPT Steve Wirsching, USN, CEC,
Seuthwaest Division Maval Facilities
Engineering Command

.S, Department of Defense

Laurie Black, Commissioner
San Diego Unified Port District

Marilyn Dailey, Commissioner
San Diego County Water Authority

Robert Smith, Chair
Southemn Califomnia Tribal
Chairmen'’s Association
Remedios Gomez-Arnau
Consul General of Mexico

Gary L. Gallegos
Executive Director, SANDAG

6.2

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
AGENDA

Friday, March 28, 2008
9 a.m. to 12 noon
SANDAG Board Room
401 B Street, 7' Floor
San Diego

AGENDA HIGHLIGHTS

e DRAFT FY 2009 BUDGET (INCLUDING THE
OVERALL WORK PROGRAM)

e 2008 SAN DIEGO REGIONAL ECONOMIC
PROSPERITY STRATEGY

e 2008 DIAMOND AWARDS

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, abtains and allocates resources, plans, engineers,
and builds public transit, and provides information on a broad range of topics pertinent to the
region's quality of life.

San Diego Asscciation of Governments - 401 B Street, Suite 800, San Diego, CA 92101-4231
{619) 639-1900 - Fax (619) 699-1905 - www.sandag.org
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SANDAG

Weicome 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 the
SANDAG Web site. Public comments regarding the agenda can be forwarded to SANDAG via the e-
mail comment form also available on the Web site. E-mail comments should be received no later
than 12 noon, two working days prior to the Board of Directors meeting.

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

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

FRONT AND
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ITEM #

+1.

+3.

+4.

+5.

+6.

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Friday, March 28, 2008

APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES

A. FEBRUARY 8, 2008, POLICY MEETING MINUTES
B. FEBRUARY 22, 2008, MEETING MINUTES -

PUBLIC COMMENTS/COMMUNICATIONS/MEMBER COMMENTS

Members of the public shail 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 Committee on
February 22, the Transportation and Regional Planning Committees on March 7,
the Executive Committee on March 14, and the Transportation Committee on
March 21, 2008.

CONSENT ITEMS (4 through 7)

INVESTMENT IN SAN DIEGO COUNTY INVESTMENT POOL
{Renée Wasmund)*

The Board of Directors is asked to adopt Resolution No. 2008-21 approving
investment in the San Diego County Pooled Investment Fund.

BIKE TO WORK DAY 2008 {Kim Weinstein)

Each year, SANDAG sponsors a regional Bike to Work Day to promote bicycling
as a means of commuting. The Board of Directors is asked to approve
Resolution No. 2008-22 in support of Bike to Work Day, which will be held on
May 16, 2008, and to encourage member agencies to approve similar
praclamations.

REPORT SUMMARIZING DELEGATED ACTIQNS 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.

RECOMMENDATION

APPROVE

APPROVE

APPROVE

APPROVE

INFORMATION
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- +7.

+9.

REPORTS ON MEETINGS AND EVENTS ATTENDED ON BEHALF OF
SANDAG (Kim Kawada)

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

CHAIR’S REPORT (8)

2008 SAN DIEGO REGIONAL ECONOMIC PROSPERITY STRATEGY AND
SAN DIEGO REGIONAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
PARTNERSHIP FOR A GLOBAL ECONOMY (Coronado Councilmember
Phil Monroe and Julie Meier-Wright, Co-Chairs of San Diego
Regional Economic Prosperity Strategy Advisory Working Group)

+A. The San Diego Regional Economic Prosperity Strategy is an extensive analysis
of our regional economy and its performance. It identifies the demographic
and economic challenges facing the San Diego region, and promotes a
regionwide strategy to meet these challenges and improve the
competitiveness of our local economy. The Board of Directors is asked to
accept the San Diego Regional Economic Prosperity Strategy for planning
purposes for use in the next update of the Regional Comprehensive Plan,
and to authorize its distribution to interested agencies and organizations.

" B. The San Diego Regional Economic Development Corporation will present

the resuits of its Partnership for a Global Economy, which complements the
San Diego Regional Economic Prosperity Strategy.

REPORTS (9 through 13)

TransNet MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT AUDITS AND PROPOSED
AMENDMENTS TO BOARD POLICY NO.: 031: TransNet ORDINANCE
AND EXPENDITURE PLAN RULES (San Diego Councilmember
Jim Madaffer, Transportation Committee Chair; Renée Wasmund)*

The Board approved most of the TransNet Maintenance of Effort (MOE) audits
last month. The MOE audit for the City of Oceanside has been completed. In
addition, the Cities of Encinitas and Carlsbad requested an adjustment be made
to their MOE levels to recognize one-time expenditures. The Independent
Taxpayer Oversight Committee (ITOC) and the Executive Committee recommend
that the Board of Directors approve the addition of Rule No. 22 to Board Policy
No. 031: TransNet Ordinance and Expenditure Plan Rules in order to
accommodate this request. The ITOC and the Transportation Committee also
recommend approval of the MOE levels for the Cities of Encinitas, Carlsbad, and
QOceanside.

INFORMATION

ACCEPT

INFORMATION

APPROVE
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+10.

+11.

+12.

+13.

DRAFT FY 2009 BUDGET (1NCLUDI-NG THE OVERALL WORK
PROGRAM) (First Vice Chair Lori Holt Pfeiler; Renée Wasmund,

Tim Watson)*

SANDAG Bylaws require the Board of Directors to approve a preliminary budget
by April 1 of each year. The Executive Committee recommends that the Board of
Directors approve the Draft FY 2009 Budget (including the Overall Work
Program), and authorize distribution of the document to-member agencies and
other interested parties for review.

PROPOSED EXECUTION OF AGREEMENT AND ELECTION TO PRE-FUND
POST EMPLOYMENT BENEFTS THROUGH THE CALIFORNIA
EMPLOYER’S RETIREE BENEFIT FUND (First Vice Chair Lori Holt Pfeiier;
Laura Cote)

Governmental Accounting Standards now require recognition of the cost of
current and future other post employment benefits. Accordingly, SANDAG
obtained actuarial services to determine the annual funding amount. The
Executive Committee recommends that the Board approve Resolution No. 2008-
16, approving the participation in the California Employer’s Retiree Benefit Trust
beginning in this fiscal year and authorizing the Executive Director to execute all
necessary documents.

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BUDGET TRANSFERS AND
ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE (San Diego Councilmember
Jim Madaffer, Transportation Committee Chair; John Haggerty)

The Transportation Committee recommends that Board of Directors: (1) approve
of a capital project budget transfer of $2.3 million from the East County Bus
Maintenance Facility Compressed Natural Gas Project (CIP 1142700) into the
South Bay Maintenance Facility Project (CIP 1048500); (2) accept the Final Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (FIS/MND) and Addendum No. t from
Metropolitan Transit System for the South Bay Maintenance Facility expansion
project; and (3) approve the adoption of Addendum No. 2 to the FIS/MND.

2008 DIAMOND AWARDS (Tom Bruccoleri)

** Time certain at 11:30 a.m._**

The SANDAG Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program, known as
RideLink, manages the region's nearly 600 vanpools, coordinates with more than
100 businesses to offer transportation benefits programs, and implements a
variety of other ridesharing efforts. SANDAG annuaily recognizes local employers
for their outstanding contributions to reducing traffic congestion and improving
mobility in the San Diego region. This year, six firms are being recognized in four
new Diamond Award categories at the SANDAG Board meeting. The categories
include Best New Program, Program Excellence, Innovation, and Ongoing
Commitment.

APPROVE

APPROVE

APPROVE

INFORMATION
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14. UPCOMING MEETINGS INFORMATION

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

scheduled for Friday, April 25, 2008, at 2 a.m.

15. ADJOURNMENT

+ next to an agenda item indicates an attachment
* next to an agenda item indicates a San Diego Regional Transportation Commission item
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MAYOR PRO TEM JILLIAN HANSON-COX

SANDAG (San Diego Association of Governments) (Alternate); MTS
(Metropolitan Transit System Board) — Alternate; East County Economic
Development Council; League of California Cities, San Diego Division; East San
Diego County Gang Task Force.

7.1  No Report
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ITEM NO: 8.1

RECEIVED GFFICE aF
%
S
i - : [ 0]
2aea Agenda i&lﬂﬂﬂf
DATE: April 2, 2008 )
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Councilmember McCleilan

SUBJECT: Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

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

BACKGROUND:

Government Code Section 53232.3(d) 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 El
Cajon:

March 27, 2008 - Christian Community College Dinner & Play

April 4, 2008 - Pick up materials at City Hall

April 8, 2008 - Council Meetings, 3:00 & 7:00 p.m.

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

SUBMITTED BY,

6&!9 77l o Je

Bob McClellan
Councilmember
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DATE: April 1, 2008
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Councilmember Kendrick

SUBJECT: Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

MEETING: _4/8/08

ITEM NO: 9.1

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

BACKGROUND:

Government Code Section 53232.3(d) 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 reguiar meeting of the legislative body.

REPORT: .

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

Cajon:

March 22, 2008
March 31, 2008

- Pick up materials at City Hall

- Met with City Manager and Mayor

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

SUBMITTED BY,

Garey oot

Rk e

Gary Kehdrick
Councilmember
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ITEM NO: 9.2
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DATE: March 31, 2008

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

FROM: Councilmember Kendrick

SUBJECT: Recommendations to Committee to Review Term Limits and
Campaign Reform Proposals

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City Council appoint Rick Alexander, Jim Kelly and Gary Woods (chairperson) to
the Committee to Review Term Limits and Campaign Reform Proposals.

BACKGROUND:

In response to proposals filed with the City Clerk’s Office to Review Term Limits and
Campaign Reform, the City Council, on March 25, 2008, voted to appoint an independent
group (committee) to determine the pros and cons of these measures and their potential
impact on the community. The above names are submitted for consideration to serve as this
committee and report back to Council within three to four weeks. The Committee will not
address any financial impact.

FISCAL IMPACT:

None.

PREPARED BY:

G\d/‘ux Wzk i
Gary Kendrick N7
Councilmember




COUNCILMEMBER DICK RAMOS

ADAPT (Aicohol and Drug Abuse Prevention Task Force); Heartland Fire
Training JPA (Alternate); Legls!atlve Report.

101 No Report



Bunesyy itouno AU 800Z ‘G2 iudy aypsop “wid gy 1B 800z 't idypajepdn — | - efed
asoddo Jo Hoddns “ojuow o] pejoa sey LouaBy juawdolaaspay 7 1ounog Ao uoles (g syl jey) aunje|siBa BIUION[ED 2] JO UOISSAS B00Z-L00Z 243 10} S|[1q SHoel podey sane|siBa syl

3
800Z/1/2 (Hv3A € porjew ‘Butsnoy
LO0Z/PLIS0) "AQD ] sem uoneoo] jset Aiquassy Hoddng 2002/0L /¥ 0} Bugejas 'apog JUBWILIBADD BUf} olelleqed | 95zZ) av
"(e)a)Lg eIy o} juensind supeeq pelied JO GLBS9 UOD9g pPUSIE O} JOB Uy
8002/L/Z (dV3A € pexew 2002/10/90) | . "goueuy
I11d ISNIAJSNS "HddV Sem uoyeoo] jse Alquiessy voddng 2002101 JuswisAof [eoo) 0} Bunejs) “apod am|eqeD | teel av
"{e)a) 19 aIny 03 juensind suypeaq pajiey UoREXe| pue anusAly eu) JO 8.6
uogIag |eadal pue ppe 0} J0B Uy
"Buljofoal
8002/1/2 (4¥3IA Z PUBW J002/L0/90) 0} Bupejes ‘epog s82IN0seY
FI4 ASNIASNS Hddy Sem uoneso| jsen Alquiessy voddng £00Z/80/S0 21194 @Y} J© OE UOISIN JO £ Med apaLIey| 0Z8 gy
(eXa)19 @iy o} Juensind sulpesg pajied 0} (06£Z Y UoRIaS Upm Buouswwod)
G'9 Jaydeyy ppe o) Joe uy
“SJOBNUOD
8002/1/Z (UV3AA 2 PEYIEW 2002/61./90) o1gnd o) Bure|ai ‘apog JoeRuUoD
oyine Jo 1senbas ay) 1B pagoued BuuesH Alquisssy Jojuop| L00Z0LIY a1lqnd @y} JO g UoISIAK] JO | Hed UOSUBMS GGY av
{eXd}ig ey o} juensind suypesq pejied 0} (0081 uonoag yum BuiouswiLog)
2’1 19ydeyd ppe o0} joe Uy
_ ) "Buigoioal
800Z/vL/LO - 31y Alqwessy Hoddng £002/80/G0 0} Bunejel *apoy) s821n0ssYy 2|dnd auiae 815 av
WION) USHOU)S C8A $,JOLIBADL) JO UOIIRISPISUOD) oyl 01 £LBZF UORISG PPE 0] 108 Uy
‘Buuued jeoo; ¢ Bune|ad
8002/7i/10 - 2l Alquessy _@soddo L0027 118 ‘9POY) JUSWILLIBACD) BU) JO £98GY pue souor #iv av
WOJ} USXIL)S 0JBA SJOUIBACE) JO UCNBISPISUDD 2 £8GG0 SuUonoag puswe o} 1oe Uy
] ‘uoneuodsuel
8002710720 (Hv3IA . y
0] Bulerel ‘epor) JUSWLLIBAOL)
¢ PoWEw 00z/50/c)) (Bukesu 200Z/9Lfy Alquisssy 10)uop L002/0Mp 54} 4O Z SHLL O | UOISING O} wiws | zup av
A Soiod) SNwdL sem uopeao jseT (g£°6/88 uonoeg yum Buisuawwios)
(eXa)lg ey o juensind sulpeaq peiied L6+°Z 1 Jordeyn poe 0} 108 uy
8002/11Z (HVIA € PodEW L00Z/L0M00) ‘SONIIDE} 2JBD (eNuapISal .
F1Id ISNAJSNS ‘Hddy SEM uoneao| jsen Agquwassy Hoddng 10020110 0} Bunejel ‘apod Ajesesg pue yyeeH ugsIswwW Lt avy
(eXa)g 8Ny o juensind supeeq pejied 8U} JO G'0ZG | UONOAS puslLe O} 10k Uy
HLVAd NOILDV LSV'1 H1Lvd .
/SALVIS T HALIININOD | NOLLISOd 1oaldns HOSNOIS | 'ON | T1Id

TIONNOD

£00¢C Ld




Buneapy frounoD AND 8002 ‘62 tidy aypaof “wd 00} e 800Z 't 1dypajepdn —~ Z - abed
"asoddo 1o Hoddns “lojuow 0} pajoA sey AsusBy juewdojesepay / lPuUnod A9 uole] |3 ay) jey) aamje[s1Ban elusop ey ayj) JO UOISSSS BO0Z-L00Z 2U) 403 S|liq syoel) Hoday aanje|siBat oy,

-
9
800Z/vie—(e)Z9 9iny Wiop *SI9pUDYO0 Xas 0} Bunejsl ‘apos |eusd
0] Juensind s1euag |0 AIgjaI0ag 0] pauInay Sjeuss 10)UoN £002/2/€0 2y} JO G'EODE UOHDSS pUSWE 0] 198 Uy YuomsBuilioH €16 as
"Sanoe) [enuapIsal o) Buieas
8002/v/2—96 sy juior .
0} Juensind sjeuag Jo A1gjaJ0ag O pauImey SIeuss poddng L002/0L/y hommm%%mr :o_”wwﬁw_w%%hwﬁﬂﬂ N_@ uonna ) 604 8s
JUaUIUIDACD
[220] 03 BUREIS! ‘Op0r) JUSWILISADS)
Jrr— 3y} ‘10 9GSO UORISS PPE pue [eadal
— UOISSIIGNS JBPUN PIoH ‘BULIESY 19 40 ojeusg esoddo Looziowly | O1PUS 0} £ 9950 pu 7 99500 fusyong | go0€ as
{198G9 PUE’'Z £8559 '£8G59 ‘28559
‘L 0ECY SUCND8S PUSWE 0) 198 Uy
, “A[SIBIaUIL] J0913 oYE) 0) J0sIal]
8002/81/} — 4ddy uo "wo) Aouabin sy Buueloep pue ‘spuoq
0] PLIBJaI-8Y ‘PApUAUNY “BLU[} PUCISS PESY a1euag poddng 102/0L/¥ uonepodsuen oy Buijeas ‘epon pue __msymwwwm 98z as
SJUSBLWIPUSLLE S JOYINE LM SOJILLIWOS WOl ) JusLLILISAOS) BU) JO 82°6.88 pue :
_ £7'6./88 SUO[J09S PUSWIE 0} JOE Uy
800Z/L/Z- 'W'L ® "S"J Sem suoeso) jse]’ Sa[OIYOA O}
(€N19 2y o) Juensind supesq paie SIEues poddng 2002/0LY | Guperss 'apan) SiOIUBA 341 10 Z'60LET Gioquiels | 99z as
uooag ppe pue |eadas o) 0B Uy
‘Ajioyiny
£002/50/01—.L00¢ J0 Se)ME)S /8T JOqUINN vodiy eucibey Aunod ofielg ueg
._mua.m_._o .muﬂw jo Emﬁmhomm ayl %D UOLOH.QNCO >_ﬂE®ww< .tOQQ:W L00Z/v 18 ay o m_..__um_mﬂ .OD& ay) o} suonoes 20y oL as
_ SNOUEA DPE PUE pusWe o] JoB uy
10j2181)) uonendoxdde ue Bupew
, pue ‘s1sem owondse o) Bunees
8002/L/i¢ — W' L % "S'J Sem suo|jedo]| 1se ‘BP0 SIUNOSIY  Jlignd By} JO
(€)(0)19 8|y 0} Juensind sulpeaq pajied Alquiessy uoddng L00Z/80/S0 | Lovo bue copzy SUOROSS PUBWE O) vewynH | gegL av
pue ‘apo Aj9jes pue yjeaH ay) Jo
L"0L ¥LeGe uonsag puswle o} joe Uy
100Z/L 411 — 198 "JUaIUISA0D [ED0] O} BUlE[a] '8po))
aq 0} Buisea JaUHNS “USHe) AUoWNSS | sjeuss J0HUON 80021922 | hoe 01 puB 40 000CH DUE ‘b0t 1e uosuemg |  96v1 av
‘Bunieay 151 ‘198 199D U] ‘Z0L1E SUOOBS PUBWE O] 106 Uy
- ‘ L6 JO JOY WLOJaY |e0nlod oy
2002/%1/01— "200T JO s9nelg "g0L ‘
A
J9ydeys - aje1s Jo Aisjeloeg Ag pasaydeyn [quisssy Jojuon L0/ve/L *Mﬁmm%\wwmm_wmm_ owwmm wﬁwﬁ_wwww%w m”_dw youes | 0ghl av
HILVA NOLLDV LSV 1LVd :
. . HILIININOD | NOILLISOd L )
| /SNLV1S 1119 TONNOD Salans JOSNOdS | "ON | T1rd




Bunsepy pouno A0 8002 'Sz iidy aif Joj “urd 00:4 18 9007 ‘€ IHdyparepdrn — ¢ - sbed
*asoddo 10 poddns ‘Jojuow o3 pajoa sey AsusBy juswdojeaspey / [[punca A1 uolen |3 eyy jey) eunje|sIBe] BluIojIED BY) JO uoissas go0z-2007 2U3 10} s|liq syoed) Joday aanejsiBa ayl -

L002/ve/S ajeusg ICNUO 2002/42/80 Bune|a. .mon.vw__mm%%:__moﬁwm: M_ﬂﬂ“m@ﬂ yromsbulioq 116 g5
— 'SNYHL PUB'S3Y "1¥N U0 'swo) o) ) o) 02'0801Z UOL08S PpE 0} Jo6 Uy =
‘Buisnoy
vunsind oo Eiosos ey | oPes | vewns | ooy | S0 meoummecosd | e | el g

BUISUSWILIODE LOISIAK] ppe 0] 108 Uy

"SI 108 BIB0
funwiwoo o) Bunejal ‘apon Alojes .
8002/¥/2—9S 8Ny Juor . it .

aJleua J01IU0O| ue yjeaH 2 O Lioljoo omsBur|o
01 uensind sjeusg o AIEj9I39g 0] poLLINSY jeuss Huop 2002/42/€0 wum %_uc m_._ %w .ow m wwmm .N..@«Mmm uu moH { +i6 gs
_ ‘| '£2G| SUONIOIG PUSWE O} JOB Uy

ALVd NOLLOV 1SV ALVA :
, /SALVLS T1I9 JALLIAWOD | NOILLISOd | . Scr o 10aldns YOSNOdS | "ON | 1114




Srabyete, Commentazy and Bpdates nn Legishytess aed Pality Hiper that Lifect Cedifoanis (ties

IN THIS ISSUE: March 21, 2008
Issue #12-2008

Page 4. Register Now for Green California Summit and Exposition
Page 5. Find a Bill, Legislators, Leg Committee, or Ask League Leg Staff

TENANTS’ RIGHTS GROUPS, RENTERS AND SENIORS RALLY AGAINST
PROP. 98'S ATTACK ON RENTERS

Dozens of seniors, renters and community activists converged at the Rental Housing Association
{RHA) of Northern Alameda County’s convention in Oakland on Saturday, March 15 to protest the
RHA's support of Proposition 98 and expose one of the many landlord groups behind the measure.
For more, see Page 2.
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SUSTAINABLE CITIES FEATURE: SACRAMENTO’S
SUSTAINABILITY MASTER PLAN

Like many cities, Sacramento is facing the challenge that the impact of the state’s economic
downturn is having on the municipal budget. While tackling climate change is a top priority for the
city, Sacramento is doing it in a way that is fiscally sound. For more, see Page 3.
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LEAGUE’S LATINO CAUCUS LAUNCHES FELLOWSHIP FOR HARVARD KENNEDY SCHOOL
OF GOVERNMENT EXECUTIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM

A new fellowship sponsored by the League of California Cities Latino Caucus will annually fund the
tuition at Harvard Kennedy School of Government’s (KSG) program for Senior Executives in State
and Local Government for one Latino local elected official. There are two sessions of the program
this summer: June 8-27 and July 6-25. For more, see Page 4.
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‘Protest’ Continued from Page 1...

Prop. 98, slated for the June 2008 ballot, claims to offer eminent domain reform. However, the
measure is being called the Hidden Agendas Scheme because its real purpose is to abolish rent
control and gut other renter protections.

In fact, the fundraising trail shows that 85 percent of the contributions to the Yes on 98 campaign
come from apartment owner interests and mobile home park owners who want to eliminate rent
control and renter protections at the expense of California’s most vulnerable residents. A “Sherlock”
roamed the crowd at the rally with a giant magnifying glass to encourage voters to “read the fine
print” to bring home the message that the landlords behind Prop. 98 have a hidden agenda.

Renters’ rights are critically important for millions of Californians. There are over 1 million renters
protected by rent control in California and 14 million renters who would be impacted by the loss of
renter protections from Prop. 98 such as laws requiring a fair return of deposit and a proper 60-day
lease termination notice.

The March 15 rally was packed with participants from a variety of groups concerned about the
potential loss of these protections including Tenants Together, Just Cause Oakland, California
Alliance for Retired Americans and California Mobile Homeowners Resources and Action
Association.

Not only would the passage of Prop. 98
destroy many renter protections, it would
threaten water quality and supply because
provisions in the measure could prohibit
the acquisition of land and water through
eminent domain to develop public water
projects. Additionally, Prop. 98 contains
provisions that hurt the environment and
stop regulations that protect our
neighborhoods.

Media Coverage

The protest attracted substantial media
coverage from across the Bay Area
including:

The San Francisco Chronicle
The Qakfand Tribune
KGO-TVT7 (ABC)

Protesters in Oakland at the March 15 RHA rally KNTV-TV 11 (NBC)

KPFA-FM 94.1 {Pacifica)

KQED-FM 88.5 devoted its Forum program on March 14 to Prop. 98, with Ted Gullicksen of the
San Francisco Tenants Union discussing the devastating impact the anti-rent control measure
would have on people with limited incomes.

Yes on 99

Prop. 99, the Homeowners Protection Act, also on June 2008 ballot, offers true eminent domain
reform, by prohibiting the government from using eminent domain to take a home to transfer to a
private developer. Prop. 99 is supported by a broad coalition of homeowners, business, labor,
cities, counties and envirecnmentalists.

Visit www.eminentdomainreform.com/ for more information, fact sheets and news about the No on
98/Yes on 99 campaign.
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‘Sacramento Sustainability Plan’ Continued from Page 1...

Last December, the Sacramento City Council approved its first Sustainability Master Plan which
lays out the city's vision for sustainability and establishes its long-term goals related to reducing
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. In February, Sacramento adopted its one year plan for 2008.

Performance Contracting Saves Energy and Money

Performance contracting is a major component of Sacramento’s 2008 action plan because it will
enable the city to make its operations greener without having to invest a great deal financially
upfront.

Through this process, companies will submit proposals to the city identifying energy saving
opportunities and offering recommendations the city can implement. Sacramento won't pay
anything for the improvements because they will be funded by the savings the city will enjoy from
spending less on energy. The performance contracting agency pays for the improvements and then
the city pays them back over time from the money saved. Of the city's 450 buildings, the
Department of General Services expects that approximately 50 buildings will go through this
process in 2008.

Request for proposals are expected to go out by summer. The performance contracting plan
selected by Sacramento will include:

« Implementing energy and water conservation measures through conventional performance
contracting processes;

 Installing solar photovoltaic electrical systems through a power purchase agreement (PPA)
under which a third party owns, operates and maintains solar equipment and sells power to
the city at a reduced rate;

+ Reviewing past bills for accuracy, including un-metered street lighting accounts;
. Eerforming an audit of energy cost and consumption strategy; and

+ Providing assistance in obtaining necessary funding to implement the recommendations
identified by the audit.

Green City Operations

As part of its 2008 plan, Sacramento is launching a “Two Up/Two Down” program to reduce
heating and cooling costs. Thermostats in city buildings will be set two degrees warmer in the
summer and two degrees cooler in the winter, with an expected cost savings of $200,000-250,000
annually. The normal temperature setting is 68 degrees in the winter and 72 degrees in the
summer.

The city is also collaborating with Sacramento County’s Business Environmental Resource Center
(BERC). The center offers a localized standard for green building certification similar to the U.S.
Green Building Council's Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design {LEED) program.
Sacramento is working to bring many city facilities up to BERC’s certification by addressing energy
and water conservation, solid waste handling, recycling and more.

Sacramento is the first city in California to integrate electric motorcycles into to its city fleet. With a
maximum speed of 62 mph and a range of 50 miles, the zero-emission, highway legal, fully electric
motarcycles are now being used by police and parking enforcement.

When asked about why Sacramento is taking sustainability so seriously, Mayor Heather Fargo
responded, “Sacramento is committed to being a sustainable city because we have to. Sacramento
has to do our part to enhance the quality of life in our neighborhoods, our city, California and
honestly - the planet. Cities play an enormous role in leading sustainability movement around the
globe. Sacramento will be a sustainable city and we believe our residents will save money while
saving the environment."
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Additional information about Sacramento’s Sustainability Master Plan and other green programs
can be found online at www citvofsacramento.org/generalservices/sustain.

‘Latino Caucus Fellowship' Continued from Page 1...

The prestigious three week KSG program curriculum is designed to enhance the leadership skills
local officials need to effectively run government agencies and solve complex problems with limited
resources. Classes address issues such as policy formaticn, the relationship between citizens and
their government and leadership ethics.

The League of California Cities Latino Caucus Fellowship of $10,000 goes towards tuition. The full
tuition for the program is $10,900 and covers the program fee, materials, housing and most meais.

Fellowship Criteria

To be considered for the League Latino Caucus Fellowship, interested individuals must meet the
following criteria;

e Be accepted by the KSG Senior Executives in Local Government program; and
e Be a Latino local elected official in California.

The Latino Caucus will work closely with KSG staff to identify candidates for final consideration for
the League Latino Caucus Fellowship following the application deadline. The selection of the
scholarship will be announced in late April.

Leadership development is a key priority for the League’s Latino Caucus and investing in
California's Latino leaders at the local level is one way the Caucus is achieving this goal as well as
providing the opportunity to attend the premiere program of its type at one of America's most
prominent institutions, Harvard University.

Application Process
Fellowship applications are due by April 11.

The application is available on the KSG Web site at

hitp://ksgexecprogram.harvard.edu/program/sl/overview.aspx. Click "Apply Now” to start the online
application wizard.

Additional Information

Contact the League of California Cities Latino Caucus for more information about its new fellowship
and the KSG Senior Executives in State and Local Government.

League of California Cities Latino Caucus
770 L Street, Suite 1030

Sacramento, CA 95814

Phone: (916) 662-1343

E-mail: CalLatinoCaucus@aol.com

Register Now for Green California Summit and Exposition

The Green California Summit and Exposition is scheduled for April 7-9, at the Sacramento
Convention Center. This event was created to support efforts by local and state government to
implement effective and innovative green services, products and solutions.

Session topics include:

» Climate change



Energy innovation

Green building

Environmentally preferable purchasing
Waste management

Transportation

Water management

Developing an erganizational “green culture”
Planning and development

Funding

Registration

Register online at www.green-technology.org.

Registration will be open until the conference starts. Special group rates for the education program
are available for groups of four or more. The keynote sessions and expo floor are free, but you
must register to attend.

For questions, please contact Cindy Dangberg at (916) 838-3339.

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

Visit {(and bookmark!) the League's Legislative Resources Web page
(www.cacities.orglleqresources). 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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IN THIS ISSUE: March 28, 2008
Issue #13-2008

Page 3: AB 2176 Update: Bill Passes Out of Its First Assembly Commitiee
Page 4: Legislative Action Days Schedulad for April 16-17 in Sacramento
Page 5: Leverage Prop. 42 Gasoline Sales Tax for Road Repairs
Sustainable Cities Feature: Guest Article by Rebert Rivinius
Page 6: Find a Bill, Legislators, Leg Committee, or Ask League Leg Staff

SENATE BUDGET COMMITTEE HOLDS FIRST HEARING ON STATE-LOCAL
FISCAL RELATIONSHIP

On Thursday, March 27, the Senate Committee on Budget and Fiscal Review held the first of two
hearings on the history of the state-local fiscal relationship. The Legislative Analyst's Office (LAO)
representative gave a historical presentation that touched on the constitutional amendments,
major legislation, property tax shifts, program realignments and other significant milestones that
have produced a very complex and confusing state-local fiscal relationship in California.

For more, see Page 2.

NEW PPIC SURVEY FINDS VOTERS INCLINED TO REJECT PROP. 98
AND SUPPORT PROP. 99

A Public Policy Institute of California (PPIC) survey of likely California voters released March 26
reported on voters' attitudes on Propositions 98 and 99, which will appear on the June 2008
ballot. For more, see Page 2.

OSP4 0 200000003000 E0 00D RGBS

SCHWARZENEGGER ADMINISTRATION DEVELOPING LAND USE STRATEGIES
FOR GREENHOUSE GAS REDUCTIONS

With the enactment of AB 32, The California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, California
has begun to implement palicies to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. Emissions
stemming from driving cars and light trucks account for approximately 30 percent of all GHG
emissions. For more, see Page 3.
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‘Senate Budget Committee’ Continued from Page 1...

The hearing was well attended by the committee members, which is not often the case with
informational hearings. The system of local government finance can be confusing for city officials
and their residents, Members of the Budget Committee experience similar difficulties.

During the hearing, committee members asked a number of questions on the history and
particulars on local government finance. Specifically, a number of guestions were asked about
Proposition 1A (2004) and the protections provided for property taxes, the Vehicle License Fee
(VLF)-property tax swap as well as local sales taxes.

Sen. Darrell Steinberg (D-Sacramento) stated that he has never quite understood the logic in
requiring a two-thirds vote for a special tax (where the voter knows specifically what the funds will
be used for) and the majority vote requirement for a general tax, which lacks the super majority
requirement,

Sen. Denise Ducheny (D-San Diego), the Budget Committee chair, asked the [ocal government
representatives to present ideas on ways to improve the alignment between local revenues and
local responsibilities. The senator, however, acknowledged that given time constraints it is
unlikely that significant changes would be made in the short-term.

The League and the California State Association of Counties (CSAC) have been invited to
address the committee in a follow-up hearing on April 4 to provide members with a local
government perspective of the current status of the state-local fiscal relationship.

Priority Focus will provide coverage of the April 3 hearing in the Friday, April 4 issue.

Resources related to the LAO’s presentation can be found on the LAO Web site
{www.lac.ca.qov).

‘PPIC Survey’ Continued from Page 1...
Here is what the PPIC reported:

The two initiatives on the June 3 primary election ballot would limit the government's power of
eminent domain. In fact, 71 percent of likely voters believe this power needs major (38 percent) or
minor (33 percent) changes. However, they are much more in favor of Prop. 89 to do that job.

One reason may be that besides blocking state and local government from taking private property
to transfer to another private party, Prop. 98 also prohibits rent control. And 53 percent of likely
voters believe that rent control is a good thing (39 percent think it's bad). Prop. 98's rent control
limit may explain why only 37 percent of likely voters would give it a yes vote (41 percent would
vote no).

In contrast, at least half of likely voters (53 percent) would vote yes on Prop. 99. This measure
confines itself to barring government from taking any owner-occupied home to transfer the
property to another private party. Republicans (45 percent) are more fikely than Democrats (29
percent) and independents (36 percent} to favor Prop. 98, but they are even more likely to
support Prop. 99 (Republicans, 58 percent; Democrats and independents, 50 percent each).

Prop. 98 is opposed by leading California organizations like the AARP, League of Women Voters
of California, the Coalition to Protect California Renters, Golden State Manufactured-Home
Owners League, Inc. (GSMOL), California Professional Firefighters, California Alliance for Retired
Americans, California Teachers Association, California Police Chiefs Association, California
Chamber of Commerce and dozens of others.

Prop. 99 is supported by a broad coalition including the League of California Homeowners,
League of Women Voters of California, California Fire Chiefs Association, Silicon Valley
Leadership Group, Housing California, Coalition to Protect California Renters, California Alliance
for Retired Americans, California Police Chiefs Association, California League of Conservation
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Voters, Sierra Club California, Consumer Federation of California, SEIU California State Council,
San Francisco Labor Council, and local government groups such as the League of California
Cities, California State Association of Counties, and the California Redevelopment Association.

To see a copy of the survey and find more information about PPIC, visit www.ppic.org.

‘LUSCAT’ Continued from Page 1...

In the past year, most of the attention on GHG emission reductions from land use has focused on
the attorney general’s California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) lawsuits and the movement of
SB 375 (Steinberg). However, simultaneously the Schwarzenegger Administration started to
address emissions reduction through its interagency Climate Action Team (CAT).

The Land Use Subgroup (LUSCAT) is one of 11 subgroups involved. This group is comprised of
state agency heads and staff members as well as an advisory group which includes the League
and Institute for Local Government (ILG).

LUSCAT is charged with the following:

« Coordinating state agency activities related to the CAT Report on Smart Growth
strategies;

« Developing state agency land use and local government strategies for 2008 CAT Report
and 2009 Scoping Plan. (This will be produced by the California Air Resources Board
(CARBY) to serve as a blueprint to meet the AB 32 2020 goal});

« Providing a centralized location for stakeholder input regarding the State’s local
government and land use climate change activities; and

» Developing and distributing tools and resources to assist local governments with efforts
to adopt and implement climate action plans.

One of the issues for local government is the extent to which state agencies should be developing
“local government strategies” for land use, which is typically the purview of local government.
LUSCAT is considering a wide variety of local strategies which will be submitted later this month
to CARB as part of its AB 32 Scoping Plan. Due to be released in June, this plan will provide
statewide strategies for California to achieve AB 32’s 2020 GHG emissions mandates.

The LUSCAT Web site (htlp://www.arb.ca.govicc/scopingplan/luscat/luscat.him) has additional
details about its process and includes a list of strategies provided by both state agencies and
various stakeholder groups.

Local officials interested in these developments are encouraged to monitor the LUSCAT Web site
and contact League staff Kyra Ross (kross@cacities.org) or Bill Higgins (bhiggins@cacities.org).

AB 2176 Update: Bill Passes Out of First Assembly Committee

AB 2176 (Caballero), a bill that would aid in distribution of federal funds to cities through the
Federal Energy Efficiency Block Grant (EEBG) program passed out of its first legislative
committee on Monday, March 24,

All 12 members of the Assembly Committee on Utilities and Commerce voted for the bill.
The committee members agreed that AB 2176 will help local governments in California achieve
additional reductions through this federal block grant program.

Sponsoring AB 2176, the League is working with the California Energy Commission to ensure the
efficiency of the funding mechanism once this grant money is allocated by the federal
government.



Background

The EEBG program is part of the Energy Independence and Security Act (H.R. 6), which
President Bush signed into law in December 2007. The program would provide cities with federal
funding for innovative practices to improve energy efficiency, lower energy usage and reduce
fossil fuel emissions. Although H.R. 6 authorizes $10 billion ($2 billion per year 2008-2012), the
funds need to be appropriated by Congress each year as part of the federal budget process.

H.R. 6 splits up the $2 billion annual allocation into four different funding pots: 68 percent is
designated for cities and counties (local government pot), 28 percent for states (state pot}, 2
percent for Indian tribes, and 2 percent for competitive grants to local governments or a consortia
of local governments who are ineligible for funding out of the other funding streams.

Cities with a populaiion of 35,000 or more, and counties with a population of 200,000 or more {(as
well as the top 10 most populous cities and counties in each state) will be eligible for funds out of
the local government pot,

AB 2176 addresses California’s portion of the state funding and would establish a mechanism
through which funds received by the state would then be passed on to cities and counties. H.R. 6
mandates that 60 percent of the state portion must go to cities and counties that are not eligible to
receive funding out of the local government pot {those not eligible would be cities under 35,00¢ in
population).

What’s Next

AB 2176 will next be heard in the Assembly Committee on Natural Resources in April. The
League will provide an update on the bill's status following that hearing.

Legislative Action Days Scheduled for April 16-17 in Sacramento
It's a Time for City Voices to Be Heard in the State Capitol

The League of California Cities’ Legislative Action Days are scheduled for April 16-17, with
events being held at the Sacramento Convention Center and the Sheraton Grand Sacramento
Hotel in Sacramento.

Join your colleagues to learn the latest on issues such as the budget, climate change regulatory
efforts and legislation, infrastructure bond implementation, land use, and other key legislation.
Legislative Action Days are also a prime opportunity for your city to meet with state legislators to
deliver the message of the importance of preserving local services.

Confirmed general session speakers for Wednesday, April 16 are:

Assembly Member Karen Bass, Speaker-Elect of the Assembly (D-Los Angeles)
Assembly Member Anna Caballero, Chair, Assembly Local Government Committee (D-
Salinas)

¢ Senator Dave Cogdill (R-Fresno), Senate Republican Leader-Elect

« Senator Alan Lowenthal, Chair, Senate Transportation and Housing Committee (D-Long
Beach)

« Senator Alex Padilla {D-Los Angeles)

Confirmed general session speakers for Thursday, April 17 are:

+ Cynthia Bryant, deputy chief of staff and director of the Office of Planning and Research
» James Tilton, Secretary, California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation

Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger has also been invited to give remarks.

{2



Building Sustainable Communities Reception

Invite your legislator to join you and your colleagues at a special legislative reception at the
Sheraton Grand Sacramento on Wednesday evening, scheduled from 5:30-7 p.m.

“Building Sustainable Communities” is the reception’s theme. This theme provides the framework
for the League's 2008 strategic priorities and the event wilt reinforce how protection of local
revenues, effective allocation of infrastructure bonds, maintaining local flexibility on local
greenhouse gas reduction strategies, and defeating the flawed Proposition 98 are vital to the
success of California's 478 cities.

Make plans to attend now! For more information about the 2008 Legislative Action Days, please
visit www.cacities.org/events.

Leverage Prop. 42 Gasoline Sales Tax for Road Repairs

The lack of funds for local street and road maintenance in California has caused a rapid
escalation of costs with many billions of dollars in deferred maintenance statewide. Leveraging
Proposition 42 gasoline sales tax can generate immediate and substantial funding for critical road
maintenance projects while mitigating the impact of a state suspension of the revenue.

Your city’s Prop. 42 funds can be pledged to revenue bonds issued by California Communities,
the statewide joint power authority (JPA) sponsored by the League. The bonds are secured solely
by Prop. 42 gasoline sales taxes without impacting the city’'s general fund.

Now is the time to stop the rapid escalation of road repair costs by joining the California
Communities Prop. 42 Funding Program. The sooner your city issues Prop. 42 Bonds and
commences the repair of deteriorating roads, the lower your road repair costs will be.

Representatives from the League and California Communities are available to help you learn how
to raise as much as ten times your annual Prop. 42 allocation, while retaining approximately 35
percent of your annual Prop. 42 revenues.

Contact Dan Harrison with the League at (916) 658-8267 {dharrison@cacities org). Contact
Terrence Murphy with California Communities at {925) 933-9229 ext. 223

{tmurphy@cacommunities.org).

Sustainable Cities Feature: Guest Article by Robert Rivinius
Building Green in Your Community is Achievable with California Green Builder

California Green Builder (CGB) is the state’s most successful green building program. Easy to
understand with quantifiable results, CGB is helping California’s cities and homebuilders lead the
way on resource conservation.

CGB is officially recognized as an environmentally-friendly green building design program by the
California Public Utilities Commission and the Califarnia Energy Commission. The program’s
rigorous standards require increased energy efficiency, reduced construction waste, water
conservation, and protection of cur timber resources.

Specifically, CGB requires that builders:

s Save at least 20,000 gallons of water per year over a typical production home;
e Exceed California’s Title 24 energy efficiency standards by 15 to 20 percent;

« Divert at least 50 percent of construction waste from landfills; and

+ Use engineered wood products from a certified sustainable source.

Homebuilders, working with engineers, scientists and conservation specialists, created CGB as a
program that generates quantifiable resource conservation, while being more practical than other,
more complicated programs. To date, 1,759 CGB certified homes have been completed, with
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more than 5,614 scheduled to be built. That is far more than any other green building program in
California.

The program caught on quickly among California homebuilders. They like CGB because it gives
them a competitive edge, enhances sales, and in some cases they also get significant benefits
from jurisdictions in entitlement, permitting, plan-checking, and inspections. Many homebuilders
are participating in the program and many more are expected to join in the coming months
because local governments are making CGB the preferred green building program.

In fact, over the last year local and regional entities have adopted the voluntary California Green
Builder program and have included incentives to increase builder participation. The Imperial
irrigation District, the City of Riverside, San Bernardino County and, most recently, the Western
Riverside Council of Governments have chosen CGB as the preferred program. These
jurisdictions are offering expedited plan checks, guaranteed timelines, priority inspections, or
financial incentives to make CGB even more cost-effective.

CGB utilizes a flexible performance-based approach that allows a homebuilder to utilize the most
cost-effective means to meet program standards. As a result, the average CGB home costs a few
thousand dollars more to build than a traditional production home. Much of that cost difference
can be eliminated with local government and utility incentives and rebates to consumers.

Green building is important to California’s future. With continued adoption of the voluntary
program by local governments and its straight-forward and flexible compliance, CGB is an
excellent program for local governments, builders, and most importantly, California homebuyers.
For more information about California Green Builder visit www.cagreenbuilder.com.

Robert Rivinius is president & CEQ of the California Building Industry Association which
represents 7,000 companies engaged in the homebuifding business.

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
legis'ative staff; the online Bill Search program, background materials on lobbying your
legislators, and more.

7%



City Clerk Date Stamp [:!]ﬁ'y @Jﬁ EJ [:J _jL,“_] MEETING:_April 8, 2008

RECEIVCD OFFICE E%F
. CiTY CLERK |-
EL BAJGH CA

2000 APR -1 A [I:3b,

memno:_13.1

Ay enta Rie gu'dtr

DATE: April 1, 2008

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

FROM.: City Attorney

SUBJECT: Consideration of Introduction of An Ordinance Amending Chapter
8.32 of the El Cajon Municipal Code

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:

e Consider the proposed amendments;

e Adopt a motion to approve the first reading of the ordinance
amending Chapter 8.32 of the El Cajon Municipal Code, with or
without change; and

» Request that the City Clerk read the title of the ordinance.

BACKGROUND: At the July 24, 2007, City Council meeting, the City Council
conducted a public hearing and introduced an ordinance regulating smoking and
secondhand smoke in public areas, places of employment, and common areas of
multi-unit residences. The ordinance was adopted on August 14, 2007, and went
into effect thirty days later. The provisions of the ordinance, however, suspended
the imposition of fines and private enforcement for a period of six (6) months.

Just prior to the end of the six (6) month period Council Member Kendrick and I
met with representatives of the San Diego County Apartment Owners Association
to discuss concerns that group had with the ordinance. Specifically, while
supporting local laws that protect third parties from the dangers of tobacco
smoke, the Association was concerned with how private enforcement, and the
City’s enforcement, would impact its members.

It was agreed that if amendments could be made, without diminishing the
effectiveness of the ordinance, we would recommend such modifications. The
Association’s attorneys offered amendments to sections 8.32.025, 8.32.046, and
8.32.080, which were then modified by me to present to the City Council at this
"meeting.
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I also solicited comments from the Communities Against Substance Abuse
(“CASA”), whose representatives met with me to discuss the reasoning of the
" changes. It appears that CASA is satisfied that the amendments will not weaken
the ordinance, and seemed to be reasonable in light of the primary desire for
voluntary compliance.

The proposed amendments to Chapter 8.32 would (1) allow the designation of
smokers’ outposts at multi-unit residential properties, (2) prescribe a defense to a
charge of “allowing, aiding or abetting” violations of the chapter for landlords who
take “reasonable steps” (as defined) to prohibit smoking in multi-unit common
areas, and (3) to limit enforcement of the “allowing, aiding or abetting” violations
to my office, as it might apply to landlords of multi-unit residences. The
amendments also provide that any private enforcement efforts must be determined
by my office to be “reasonable,” regardless of when the private enforcement
settlement occurs. This is to prevent threats of private enforcement in an effort to
induce a monetary settlement by a person accused of violating the chapter, where
it might not be deemed a reasonable use of the private enforcement powers found
in section 8.32.080.

Attached to this agenda report are the copies of the three sections being amended,
marked to reflect changes, and the draft ordinance.

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:

M b Jr
CIT& Fl\uq;ylj
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8.32.025 Smoking prohibited.

A. Smoking is prohibited in, and within twenty feet of, the following city-
owned recreation buildings: Bostonia Center, Fletcher Hills Center, Hillside
Center, Kennedy Center, Renette Center, and Wells Center. A recreation
building is defined as a structure wherein the following activities are typically
_ conducted: games, meetings, dance, gymnastics, arts and crafts, sports,
" instructional activities, and recreation offices. -

B. Smoking is prohibited in, and within twenty feet of, any tot lot, any
playground, and any recreational area. A tot lot is defined as any area located in
a city park or city playground, or in a privately owned playground open to the
public, where playground equipment, intended for use by children, is located.
Playground equipment includes but is not limited to swings, slides, and climbing
apparatus.
C. In addition to the restrictions found in subsections A and B, above, and
except as otherwise provided by this chapter or state or federal law, the following
restrictions on smoking, and using or disposing of tobacco and tobacco-related
products in public parks shall apply:
1. No person shall be in possession of a burning tobacco or tobacco-related
product, including but not limited to cigars and cigarettes, in or upon any
park, playground or recreation center.

2. No person shall chew tobacco or tobacco-related products, in or upon any
park, playground or recreation center.
3. No person shall dispose of lighted or unlighted cigars or cigarettes, or

cigar or cigarette butts, or any other tobacco-related waste in or upon any
park, playground or recreation center.

4. No person shall intimidate, threaten any reprisal, or effect any reprisal, for
the purpose of retaliating against another person who seeks to obtain
compliance with this section.

D. In addition to the restrictions found in subsections A, B and C, above, and

except as otherwise provided by this chapter or state or federal law, the following

restrictions on smoking, and using or disposing of tobacco and tobacco-related
products in public places shall apply:

1. No person shall be in possession of a burning tobacco or tobacco-related
product, including but not limited to cigars and cigarettes, in

a. any public places;

b. any places of employment;

¢. any multi-unit residence common areas; or
d.

any enclosed and unenclosed places of hotels, businesses,
restaurants, and bars, and other public accommodation.
2. Notwithstanding subsection (D)(1) of this section, smoking is permitted in
the following locations within the city, unless otherwise provided by state
or federal law:

Bl



Private residential property, other than those used as a chiid-care or
health-care facility subject to licensing requirements when employees,
children or patients are present. Nothing in this chapter shalil require a
person or entity who or which owns or controls a private residential
property, including but not limited to a condominium association or an
apartment owner, to permit smoking and such a person may choose to
prohibit smoking throughout the property he, she, or it owns or
controls. ) '

. In up to twenty (20) percent of guest rooms in any hotel or motel, if the
hotel or motel permanently designates at least eighty (80) percent of its
guest rooms as nonsmoking rooms, appropriately signs nonsmoking
rooms and permanently removes ashtrays and matches from them.
Smoking rooms shall be segregated from nonsmoking rooms on
separate floors, wings, or portions of either; smoking and nonsmoking
rooms shall not be interspersed. Nothing in this chapter shall require a
hotel or motel to provide smoking rooms and the owner or operator of
a hotel or motel may choose to prohibit smoking throughout the
property.

. Designated unenclosed areas in shopping mall common areas
(“smokers' outposts”), provided that (i) there is not more than one
square foot of unenclosed area designated for smoking for every
twenty thousand (20,000) square feet of rentable enclosed or
unenclosed space shopping mall (provided that each shopping mall
may have at least one smokers’ outpost of forty (40) or fewer square
feet in area), (ii) the area is prominently marked with signs, (iii) it is
located the greatest distance practicable, and at least twenty feet, from
any doorway or opening into an enclosed area or any access way from
parking facilities to the retail areas of the shopping mall, (iv) smoke is
not permitted to enter adjacent area in which smoking is prohibited by
this chapter, other law or by the owner, lessee or licensee of the
adjacent property, and (v) the location(s) of the smokers’ outpost(s) is
or are approved in writing by the community development director of
the city based on the standards of this subsection and the goals of this
chapter.

. Smokers’ outposts on public property in an unenclosed area
designated by the City Manager, or her designee, if located within the
area subject to Specific Plan 182 so long as (i) the area is prominently
marked with signs, (i) it is located the greatest distance practicable,
and at least twenty feet, from any doorway or opening into an enclosed
area, and (iii) smoke is not permitted to enter adjacent area in which
smoking is prohibited by this chapter, other law or by the owner, lessee
or licensee of the adjacent property.

. Smokers’ outposts designated by a landlord of a multi-unit residential

property, if apartments, or designated by the board of directors of a
homeowners association, if a residential common interest
development, so long as (i) the area is prominently marked with signs,
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(i) it is located the greatest distance practicable, and at least twenty
feet, from any doorway or opening into an enclosed area of the multi-
unit residential property, and at least twenty feet from any playgrounds,
recreation areas, swimming pools, or any other areas where smoking
is otherwise prohibited by this chapter, (iii) the area is not more than
twenty-five percent (25%) of the total outdoor area (excluding parking
lots, sidewalks, stairways, non-exclusive balconies, patios and
breezeways) of the premises where it is located, to a maximum of forty
(40) square feet, and (iv) the location(s) of the smokers' outpost(s) is or
are approved in writing by the community development director of the
city based on the standards of this subsection and the goals of this
chapter. If the requirements of this subsection cannot be satisfied for a
muiti-unit residence property due to the unique physical features of the
outdoor common area then no smokers’ outpost will be permitted.

e-f. Any outdoor area in which no nonsmoker is present and, due to the
time of day or other factors, it is not reasonable to expect another

person to arrive.

3. No person shall dispose of smoking waste or place or maintain a
receptacle for smoking waste in an area in which smoking is prohibited by
this chapter or other law, including within any reasonable distance
required by this chapter.
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8.32.046 Allowing, aiding or abetting illegal smoking.

A. No person, employer, business, landiord or nonprofit entity shall knowingly |
permit smoking in an area under his, her, or its legal or de facto control in which
smoking is prohibited by this chapter or other law. :
_ B. No person, employer, business, landlord or nonprofit entity shall allow the |
" placement or maintenance of a receptacle for smoking waste in an area under
his, her, or its legal or de facto control in which smoking is prohibited by this
chapter or other law.

C. Notwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, any owner, landlord,
employer, business, nonprofit entity, or other person who or which has legal or
de facto control over any property may declare any area in which smoking would
- otherwise be permitted to be a nonsmoking area and, provided that signs are
posted giving notice of the smoking restriction, smoking in or within a reasonable
distance of that area shall constitute a violation of this chapter.

D. “No Smoking” or “Smoke Free” signs, with letters of not less than one inch
in height or the international “No Smoking” symbol (consisting of a pictorial
representation of a burning cigarette enclosed in a red circle with a red bar
across it) or any alternative signage approved by the community development
director of the city shall be conspicuously posted at each entrance to a pubiic
place in which smoking is prohibited by this chapter, by the person, employer,
business, or nonprofit entity who or which has legal or de facto control of such
place. The city manager shall post signs at each entrance to a public place in
which smoking is prohibited by this chapter, which is owned or controlled by the
city. Signage required by this subsection shall not be subject to chapter 17.66 of
this code. Notwithstanding this provision, the presence or absence of signs shall
not be a defense to the violation of any other provision of this chapter, except as
to an area in which smoking is prohibited only by subsection (C) of this section.

E. Notwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, a landlord of a muiti-
unit residence shall not be deemed to have allowed, aided or abetted illegal
smoking if he, she, or it can show through written documentation that, upon
receipt of a complaint about a tenant or guest of a tenant smoking in a prohibited
area, reasonable steps were taken by the landlord in response to the complaint.
“‘Reasonable steps,” shall include, but not be limited fo (i) up to three (3) verbal
warhings, memorialized in writing, indicating that the offending tenant and his or
her guest has been given notice of such violations, (ii} if three (3) verbal warnings
are ineffective, one (1) written warning issued to the offending tenant and his or
her quest, and/or formal legal notices served on the offending tenant. [n the
event a landlord elects to commence eviction proceedings based on a violation of
this chapter, it shall be prima facie evidence that a landlord has not allowed,
aided or abetted illegal smoking, even in the event a court refuses to order such
eviction.




8.32.080 Private enforcement. _

A. The city attorney or city prosecutor may also bring a civil action to enforce
this chapter and to obtain the remedies specified below or otherwise available in
equity or at law.

B. Except as otherwise provide herein, Aany person acting for the interests of |

him-, her-, or itself, or of its members, or of the general public (hereinafter “a

_ private enforcer”) may bring a civil action to enforce this chapter_against any

 person who knowingly violates this chapter -with the remedies specified below, if

both of the following requirements are met:

1. The action is commenced more than sixty (60) days after the private
enforcer has given written notice of an alleged violation of this chapter to
the city attorney and to the alleged violator.

2. No person acting on behalf of the city or the state has commenced or is
prosecuting an action regarding the violation(s) which was or were the
subject of the notice on the date the private action is filed.

Notwithstanding the right of a private enforcer to bring a civil action o enforce
this_chapter only the city attorney or city prosecutor may bring an action for a
violation of section 8.32.046.
C. A private enforcer shall provide a copy of his, her, or its action to the city
attorney within seven days of filing it.
D. Upon settlement or judgment of an action brought pursuant to subsection
(G) of this section, or upon settlement of any claim or demand presented by a
private enforcer prior to commencement of an action, the private enforcer shall
give the city attorney a notice of that settlement or judgment and of the final
disposition of the case. No private enforcer may settle such an action, unless the
city attorney or the court determines the settlement to be reasonable in light of
the purposes of this chapter and any settlement in violation of this requirement
may be set aside upon motion to a court of competent jurisdiction by the city
attorney or city prosecutor. _

E. Upon proof of a violation of this chapter, the court shall award the
following:
1. Damages in the amount of either:

(a)  Upon proof, actual damages;

(b)  With insufficient or no proof of damages, two hundred fifty dollars
($250.00) for each violation of this chapter (hereinafter “statutory
damages”). Unless otherwise specified in this chapter, each day of
a continuing violation shall constitute a separate violation.
Notwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, no private
enforcer suing on behalf of the general public shall recover
statutory damages based upon a viclation of this chapter if a
previous claim brought on behalf of the general public for statutory
damages and based upon the same violation has been adjudicated,
whether or not the private enforcer was a party to that earlier
adjudication. _

2. Restitution to the appropriate party or parties of the gains obtained by way
of violation of this chapter.
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3. Exemplary damages, where it is proven by clear and convincing evidence
that the defendant is guilty of oppression, fraud, malice, or a conscious
disregard for the public health and safety.

4, Attorney’s fees and costs reasonably incurred by a successful party in
prosecuting or defending an action.

Any damages awarded in an action brought by the city attorney or city prosecutor

. shall be paid into the city’s general fund, unless the court determines that they

should be paid to a damaged third party.

F. Upon proof of at least one violation of this chapter, a private enforcer, the
city prosecutor, city attorney, any peace officer or code enforcement official may
obtain an injunction against further violations of this chapter or as, to small claims
court actions, a judgment payable on condition that a further violation of this
chapter occur within a time specified by the court.

G. Notwithstanding any legal or equitable bar, a private enforcer may bring
an action to enforce this chapter solely on behalf of the general public. When a
private enforcer does so, nothing about such an action shall act to preciude or
bar the private enforcer from bringing a subsequent action on his, her, or its own
behalf based upon the same facts

H. Nothing in this chapter shall prohibit a private enforcer from bringing a civil
action in small claims court to enforce this chapter, as long as the amount in
demand and the relief sought are within the jurisdiction of small claims court.
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ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE REPEALING SECTIONS 8.32.025,
8.32.046, AND 8.32.080 OF CHAPTER 8.32 OF THE EL CAJON
MUNICIPAL CODE AND ADOPTING NEW SECTIONS 8.32.025,

8.32.046, AND .8.32.080 OF CHAPTER 8.32 TO THE .

EL CAJON MUNICIPAL CODE REGARDING REGULATION
OF SMOKING AND SECONDHAND SMOKE
IN PUBLIC AREAS AND PLACES OF EMPLOYMENT.

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

SECTION 1: Sections 8.32.025, 8.32.046, and 8.32.080 of Chapter 8.32 to
the El Cajon Municipal Code are hereby repealed.

SECTION 2: A new section 8.32.025 of Chapter 8.32 to the El Cajon
Municipal Code is hereby added to read as follows:

8.32.025 Smoking prohibited.

A. Smoking is prohibited in, and within twenty (20) feet of, the following city-
owned recreation buildings: Bostonia Center, Fletcher Hills Center, Hillside
Center, Kennedy Center, Renette Center, and Wells Center. A recreation
building is defined as a structure wherein the following activities are typically
conducted: games, meetings, dance, gymnastics, ars and crafts, sports,
instructional activities, and recreation offices.

B. Smoking is prohibited in, and within twenty (20) feet of, any tot lot, any
playground, and any recreational area. A tot lot is defined as any area located in
a city park or city playground, or in a privately owned playground open to the
public, where playground equipment, intended for use by children, is located.
Playground equipment includes but is not limited to swings, slides, and climbing
apparatus. )

C. In addition to the restrictions found in subdivisions A and B, above, and
except as otherwise provided by this chapter or state or federal law, the following
restrictions on smoking, and using or disposing of tobacco and tobacco-related
products in public parks shall apply:

1. No person shall be in possession of a burning tobacco or tobacco-related
product, including but not limited to cigars and cigarettes, in or upon any
park, playground or recreation center.

2. No person shall chew tobacco or tobacco-related products, in or upon any
park, playground or recreation center.
3. No person shall dispose of lighted or unlighted cigars or cigarettes, or

cigar or cigarette butts, or any other tobacco-related waste in or upon any
park, playground or recreation center. ‘
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4, No person shall intimidate, threaten any reprisal, or effect any reprisal, for
the purpose of retaliating against another person who seeks to obtain

compliance with this section.

D. In addition to the restrictions found in subdivisions A, 8 and C above, and
except as otherwise provided by this chapter or state or federal law, the following
restrictions on smoking, and using or disposing of tobacco and tobacco-related

- products in public places shall apply: - :

1. No person shall be in possession of a burning tobacco or tobacco-related
product, including but not limited to cigars and cigarettes, in:

a.
b. any places of employment;

C.

d. any enclosed and unenclosed places of hotels, businesses,

any public places;

any multi-unit residence common areas; or

restaurants, and bars, and other public accommodation.

2, Notwithstanding paragraph 1 of this subdivision D, smoking is permitted in
the following locations within the city, unless otherwise provided by state
or federal Jaw:

a.

Private residential property, other than those used as a child-care or
health-care facility subject to licensing requirements when employees,
children or patients are present. Nothing in this chapter shall require a
person or entity who or which owns or controls a private residential
property, including but not limited to a condominium association or an
apartment owner, to permit smoking and such a person may choose to
prohibit smoking throughout the property he, she, or it owns or
controls.

In up to twenty (20) percent of guest rooms in any hotel or motel, if the
hotel or motel permanently designates at least eighty (80) percent of its
guest rooms as nonsmoking rooms, appropriately signs nonsmoking
rooms, and permanently removes ashtrays and matches from them.
Smoking rooms shall be segregated from nonsmoking rooms on
separate floors, wings, or portions of either; smoking and nonsmoking
rooms shall not be interspersed. Nothing in this chapter shall require a
hotel or motel to provide smoking rooms and the owner or operator of
a hotel or motel may choose to prohibit smoking throughout the
property. '

Designated unenclosed areas in shopping mall common areas
(“smokers’ outposts”), provided that (i) there is not more than one (1)
square foot of unenclosed area designated for smoking for every
twenty thousand (20,000) square feet of rentable enclosed or
unenclosed space shopping mall {provided that each shopping mall
may have at least one (1) smokers’ outpost of forty (40) or fewer
square feet in area), (i) the area is prominently marked with signs, (iii)
it is located the greatest distance practicable, and at least twenty (20)
feet, from any doorway or opening into an enclosed area or any
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accessway from parking facilities to the retail areas of the shopping
mall, (iv) smoke is not permitted to enter adjacent areas in which
smoking is prohibited by this chapter, other law or by the owner, lessee
or licensee of the adjacent property, and (v) the location(s) of the
smokers’ outpost(s) is or are approved in writing by the community
development director of the city based on the standards of this
subsection and the goals of this chapter. .

d. Smokers’ outposts on public property in an unenclosed area
designated by the city manager, or her designee, if located within the
area subject to Specific Plan 182 so long as (i) the area is prominently
marked with signs, (ii) it is located the greatest distance practicable,
and at least twenty (20) feet, from any doorway or opening into an
enclosed area, and (iii) smoke is not permitted to enter adjacent area
in which smoking is prohibited by this chapter, other law or by the
owner, lessee or licensee of the adjacent property.

e. Smokers’ outposts designated by a landlord of a multi-unit residential
property, if apartments, or designated by the board of directors of a
homeowners association, if a residential common interest
development, so long as (i) the area is prominently marked with signs,
(ii) it is located the greatest distance practicable, and at least twenty
(20) feet, from any doorway or opening into an enclosed area of the
muliti-unit residential property, and at least twenty (20) feet from any
playgrounds, recreation areas, swimming pools, or any other areas
where smoking is otherwise prohibited by this chapter, (iii) the area is
not more than twenty-five percent (25%) of the total outdoor area
(excluding parking lots, sidewalks, stairways, non-exclusive balconies,
patios and breezeways) of the premises where it is located, to a
maximum of forty (40) square feet, and (iv) the location(s) of the
smokers’ outpost(s) is or are approved in writing by the community
development director of the city based on the standards of this
subsection and the goals of this chapter. If the requirements of this
subsection cannot be satisfied for a multi-unit residence property due
to the unique physical features of the outdoor common area then no
smokers’ outpost will be permitted.

f. Any outdoor area in which no nonsmoker is present and, due to the
time of day or other factors, it is not reasonable to expect another
person to arrive.

3. No person shall dispose of smoking waste or place or maintain a
receptacle for smoking waste in an area in which smoking is prohibited by
this chapter or other law, including within any reasonable distance
required by this chapter.

SECTION 3: A new section 8.32.046 of Chapter 8.32 to the El Cajon
Municipal Code is hereby added to read as follows:
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8.32.046 Allowing, aiding or abetting illegal smoking.

A No person, employer, business, landlord or nonprofit entity shall knowingly
permit smoking in an area under his, her, or its legal or de facto control in which
smoking is prohibited by this chapter or other law.

B. No person, employer, business, landlord or nonprofit entity shall allow the
- placement or maintenance of a receptacle for smoking waste in an area under
his, her, or its legal or de facto control in which smoking is prohibited by this
chapter or other law.

C. Notwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, any owner, landlord,
employer, business, nonprofit entity, or other person who or which has legal or
de facto control over any property may declare any area in which smoking would
otherwise be permitted to be a nonsmoking area and, provided that signs are
posted giving notice of the smoking restriction, smoking in or within a reasonable
distance of that area shall constitute a violation of this chapter.

D. “No Smoking” or “Smoke Free” signs, with letters of not less than one (1)
inch in height or the international “No Smoking” symbol (consisting of a pictorial
representation of a burning cigarette enclosed in a red circle with a red bar
across it) or any alternative signage approved by the community development
director of the city shall be conspicuously posted at each entrance to a public
place in which smoking is prohibited by this chapter, by the person, empioyer,
business, or nonprofit entity who or which has legal or de facto control of such
place. The city manager shall post signs at each entrance to a public place in
which smoking is prohibited by this chapter, which is owned or controlled by the
city. Signage required by this subsection shall not be subject to chapter 17.66 of
this code. Notwithstanding this provision, the presence or absence of signs shall
not be a defense to the violation of any other provision of this chapter, except as
to an area in which smoking is prohibited only by subsection (C) of this section.

E. Notwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, a landlord of a multi-
unit residence shall not be deemed to have allowed, aided or abetted illegal
smoking if he, she, or it can show through written documentation that, upon
receipt of a complaint about a tenant or guest of a tenant smoking in a prohibited
area, reasonable steps were taken by the landlord in response to the complaint.
“Reasonable steps,” shall include, but not be limited to (i) up to three (3) verbal
warnings, memorialized in writing, indicating that the offending tenant and his or
her guest has been given notice of such violations, (i} if three (3) verbal warnings
are ineffective, one (1) written warning issued to the offending tenant and his or
her guest, and/or formal legal notices served on the offending tenant. In the
event a landlord elects to commence eviction proceedings based on a violation of
this chapter, it shall be prima facie evidence that a landlord has not allowed,
aided or abetted illegal smoking, even in the event a court refuses to order such
eviction.

SECTION 4: A new section 8.32.080 of Chapter 8.32 to the El Cajon
Municipal Code is hereby added to read as follows:
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8.32.080 Private enforcement.

A. The city attorney or city prosecutor may also bring a civil action to enforce
this chapter and to obtain the remedies specified below or otherwise available in
equity or at law.

B. Except as otherwise provided herein, any person acting for the interests of
- him-, her-, or itself, or of its members, or of the general public (hereinafter “a
private enforcer’) may bring a civil action to enforce this chapter against any
person who knowingly violates this chapter with the remedies specified below, if
both of the following requirements are met::

1. The action is commenced more than sixty (60) days after the private
enforcer has given written notice of an alleged violation of this chapter to
the city attorney and to the alleged violator.

2. No person acting on behalf of the city or the state has commenced or is
prosecuting an action regarding the violation(s) which was or were the
subject of the notice on the date the private action is filed.

Notwithstanding the right of a private enforcer to bring a civil action to enforce
this chapter, only the city attorney or city prosecutor may bring an action for a
violation of section 8.32.046.

C. A private enforcer shall provide a copy of his, her, or its action to the city
attorney within seven (7) days of filing it.

D. Upon settlement or judgment of an action brought pursuant to subsection
(G) of this section, or upon settlement of any claim or demand presented by a
private enforcer prior to commencement of an action, the private enforcer shall
give the city attorney a notice of that settlement or judgment and of the final
disposition of the case. No private enforcer may settle such an action unless the
city attorney or the court determines the settlement to be reasonable in light of
the purposes of this chapter, and any settlement in violation of this requirement
may be set aside upon motion to a court of competent jurisdiction by the city
attorney or city prosecutor.

E. Upon proof of a violation of this chapter, the court shail award the
following:
1. Damages in the amount of either:

a. Upon proof, actual damages;

b. With insufficient or no proof of damages, two hundred fifty dollars
($250.00) for each violation of this chapter (hereinafter “statutory
damages”). Unless otherwise specified in this chapter, each day of
a continuing violation shall constitute a separate violation.
Notwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, no private
enforcer suing on behalf of the general public shall recover
statutory damages based upon a violation of this chapter if a
previous claim brought on behalf of the general public for statutory
damages and based upon the same violation has been adjudicated,
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whether or not the private enforcer was a party to that earlier
adjudication.
2. Restitution to the appropriate party or parties of the gains obtained by way
of violation of this chapter.
3. Exemplary damages, where it is proven by clear and convincing evidence
that the defendant is guilty of oppression, fraud, malice, or a conscious
disregard for the public health and safety.

4, Attorney’s fees and costs reasonably incurred by a successful party in
prosecuting or defending an action. .

Any damages awarded in an action brought by the city attorney or city prosecutor
shall be paid into the city’s general fund, unless the court determines that they
should be paid to a damaged third party.

F. Upon proof of at least one (1) violation of this chapter, a private enforcer,
the city prosecutor, city attorney, any peace officer or code enforcement official
may obtain an injunction against further violations of this chapter or, as to small
claims court actions, a judgment payable on condition that a further violation of
this chapter occur within a time specified by the court.

G. Notwithstanding any legal or equitable bar, a private enforcer may bring
an action to enforce this chapter solely on behalf of the general public. When a
private enforcer does so, nothing about such an action shall operate to preclude
or bar the private enforcer from bringing a subsequent action on his, her, or its
own behalf based upon the same facts.

H. Nothing in this chapter shall prohibit a private enforcer from bringing a civil
action in small claims court to enforce this chapter, as long as the amount in
demand and the relief sought are within the jurisdiction of small claims court.

SECTION 5: This ordinance shall be effective 30 days following its
passage and adoption.

A/8/08 (Item 13.1)
Smoking Ordinance Amendment Chapter 8.32

4/8/08 — 1% Reading
4/22/08 — 2™ Reading
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GITY CLERK

EL CAJON CA General Information “A”

Agenda Report

DATE: March 31, 2008

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

FROM: Director of Public Works

SUBJECT: Quarteﬂy 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 information
purposes.

BACKGROUND: The attached reports detail the activity at all ten (10) red light
camera locations and includes 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 October 1, 2007 to December
31, 2007.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

1R T— el e
Rob Turner Kathi J. Henry
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS CITY MANAGER

Attachment
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CUSTOMER MANAGEMENT REPORT REDLIGHT INCIDENTS
RED LIGHT CAMERA LOCATIONS BY CODE
APRIL 2008
EC-BRMO-01 - Westbound Broadway at Mollison (thru/right turn)
i EC—FLMA-O] - Eastbound Fletcher Parkway at Magnolfa (thru lanes)
EC-FLMA-03 - Eastbound Fletcher Parkway at Magnolia (thru/right turn)
EC-FLMA-05 — Westbound Fletcher Parkway at Magnolia (thru/right turn)
EC-JAMA-01 - Northbound Jamacha at Main (thru/right turn)
EC-MAMA-01 — Southbound Magnolia at Madison (thru/right turn)
EC-MAMA-03 — Northbound Magnolia at Madison (thru/right turn)
EC-MAMO-01 — Westbound Main at Mollison (thru/right turn)
EC-WAEC-01 — Westbound Washington at El Cajon Blvd. (thrw/left turn)

EC-WAMO-01 — Eastbound Washington at Mollison (thrw/left turn)
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Age

March 26, 2008

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

FROM: City Clerk

SUBJECT: TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP 637 (Baranowski) — 1206 Flamingo
Avenue

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council
+ Open the Public Hearing and receive testimony
¢ Close the Public Hearing

TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP 637
« Adopt the next RESOLUTION in order to Approve, Modify or
Disapprove Planning Commission Resolution No. 10486 recommending
approval of Tentative Parcel Map 637 for a two-lot subdivision in the R-1-6
Zone at 1206 Flamingo Avenue. :

BACKGROUND:

As a result of a Public Hearing on March 10, 2008, the Planning Commission’s
recommendations are forwarded to the City Council subject to certain conditions and
for the following findings of fact:

TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP 637

A, The proposed project is categorically exempt from environmental review in
accordance with Section 15315 (Minor Land Divisions) of CEQA Guidelines.

B. The proposed map is consistent with the General Plan. The proposed two-lot
residential parcel map is consistent with the LR General Plan designation,
which governs development of this property.

C. The design and improvement of the proposed subdivision are consistent with
the General Plan. The design of the project is consistent with the LR
General Plan designation.
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D. The site is physically suitable for the type of development. The site is
relatively flat and contains one home sited such that the lot can be split to
accommodate a second home without violating the development standards of
the applicable R-1-6 zone.

E. The site is physically suitable for the proposed density of development
proposed. The proposed site can physically support two homes.

F. The design of the subdivision and the proposed improvements are not likely
to cause substantial environmental damage or substantially and avoidably
injure fish or wildlife or their habitat. The subject property is not
environmentally sensitive and there are no fish or wildlife populations that
would be harmed by the residential development of the subject property.

G.  The design of the subdivision and the type of improvements proposed are
not likely to cause serious public health problems. The design of the
subdivision is consistent with the design of other residentially developed
property in the City. Units on all new lots will be required to connect to the
local sewer and water systems and be served by local trash service.

H.  The design of the subdivision and the type of improvements proposed will
not conflict with easements, acquired by the public at large for access
through or use of property within the proposed subdivision. There is a five-
foot, telephone company utility easement along the north property line.
However, the R-1-6 zone requires building setbacks of five and ten feet in
the side yards of properties in the zone. The side yard setback requirement
would prevent any construction within the existing telephone company
easement.

I The proposed lot sizes and widths provide for passive heating and cooling

opportunities with the future development of each lot.

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

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
Katﬁ}e-Rutle C C Kathi Henry @
CITY CLERK CITY MANAGER



RESOLUTION NO. 10486

A RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL OF
TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP NO. 637 FOR A TWO-LOT SUBDIVISION IN
THE RESIDENTIAL ONE FAMILY, 6,000 SQUARE-FOOT (R-1-6) ZONE,
APN: 484-033-14, GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION: LOW DENSITY
RESIDENTIAL.

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

public hearing on March 10, 2008 to consider Tentative Parcel Map No. 637, as submitted
by Baranowski, requesting a two-lot tentative parcel map in the Residential One-Family,
6,000 square-foot {(R-1-6) zone, on property located on the northeast corner of Flamingo
Avenue and Oro Street, and addressed as 1206 Flamingo Avenue; and

WHEREAS. the following findings of fact are hereby made in regard to said tentative

parcel map:

1.

The proposed project is categorically exempt from environmental review in
accordance with Section 15315 (Minor Land Divisions) of CEQA Guidelines.

The proposed map is consistent with the General Plan. The proposed two-lot
residential parcel map is consistent with the LR General Plan designation which
governs development of this property.

The design and improvement of the proposed subdivision are consistent with the
General Plan. The design of the project is consistent with the LR General Plan

de_signation.

The site is physically suitable for the type of development. The site is a relatively flat
and contains one home sited such that the lot can be split to accommodate a
second home without violating the development standards of the applicable R-1-6
zone.

The site is physically suitable for the proposed density of develdpment proposed.
The proposed site can physically support two homes.

The design of the subdivision and the proposed improvements are not likely to
cause substantial environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or
wildlife or their habitat. The subject property is not environmentally sensitive and
there are no fish or wildlife populations that would be harmed by the residential
development of the subject property.

a4q



PC Resolution #10486

7. The design of the subdivision and the type of improvements proposed are not likely
to cause serious public health problems. The design of the subdivision is consistent
with the design of other residentially developed property in the City. Units on all new
lots will be required to connect to the local sewer and water systems and be served
by local trash service.

8. The design of the subdivision and the type of improvements proposed will not
conflict with easements, acquired by the public at large for access through or use of
property within the proposed subdivision. There is a five-foot, telephone company
utility easement along the north property line. However, the R-1-6 zone requires
building setbacks of five and ten feet in the side yards of properties in the zone. The
side yard setback requirement would prevent any construction within the existing
telephone company easement.

9. The proposed lot sizes and widths. provide for passive heating and cooling
opportunities with the future development of each lot.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE {T RESOLVED that based upon said findings of fact stated
above, the El Cajon City Planning Commission hereby RECOMMENDS that the City
Council approve Tentative Parcel Map No. 637 for a two-lot subdivision in the Residential
One Family, 6,000 square-foot (R-1-8) zone, on the above described property subject to
the following conditions:

1. The applicant shall comply with all requirements of the Public Works Dept. indicated
in its memo dated 03-04-2008.

2. Prior to the issuance of building permits, the applicant shall record the final map and
shall provide the City of El Cajon with the required number of copies of the recorded
final map.

3. Prior to recordation of the final map, the sheds shall be removed from parcel 2.

Page 2 of 3
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PC Resolution #10486

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the El Cajon City Planning Commission at a regular

meeting held March 10, 2008, by the following vote:

AYES: AMBROSE, BLACK, SOTTILE, WELLS, WOODS

NOES: NONE
ABSENT: NONE

2/5\..—"‘ o ‘; /
._/’ o, r,?:"bi s k—' /C?’;‘! d

»

Gary WOODS, Chairman

ATTEST:

APPROVED

TWeliee Ao N
RAR 1€ /006 -

Melissa AYRES, Secretary

e g

Page 3 of 3

807 o 21 YN B

Y3 HOrYD 73
W31

g _1‘ [ 4’)“‘-.’

Al
30 T A

[o]



STAFF REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
MARCH 10, 2008 - 7:00 P.M.

COUNCIL CHAMBER

200 E. MAIN STREET
EL CAJON, CA 92020

AGENDA ITEM #3

PUBLIC HEARING ON
TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP No. 637

This is a request for a two-lot tentative parcel map (TPM) at a site addressed as 1206
Flamingo Avenue, which is located on the northeast corner of Flamingo Avenue and Oro
Street.

APN: 484-033-14

General Plan:  Low Density Residential (LR)

Zoning: Residential One Family 6,000 sq. ft. zone (R-1-6)
Applicant: Donald Baranowski / (818) 267-4642

Project Planner: Eric Craig / (619) 441-1656

ek kokokok kkohk hhkkkkkkkkh hhkkhkkhkhkhkk kR IFHF KRk

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: MOVE TO ADOPT THE ATTACHED RESOLUTION
RECOMMENDING CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL OF
TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP NO. 637, SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS.

*hkkkkhkkhkk khkkkkkkkii hkkkkxkkkk kkrkRk kKA L*x

LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

The subject property has approximately 150 feet of street frontage on Oro Street and -
approximately 96 feet of frontage on Flamingo Avenue, for an overall lot area of
approximately 14,440 square feet (0.33 acres). There is a five-foot, telephone company
utility easement along the north property line. The site is currently developed with a single-
family dwelling and there are two detached sheds on the property. The subject property
slopes gently from an elevation of approximately 512 ft. above mean sea level (AMSL) at
the northwest corner of the site to an elevation of approximately 506 ft. AMSL at the
southeast ¢orner.

|OA



TPM 637
03-10-2008

SURROUNDING LAND USES AND ZONING

To the north:  Single Family Residence, zoned R-1-6
south: Single Family Residence, zoned R-1-6

east: Single Family Residence, zoned R-1-6

west:  Single Family Residence, zoned R-1-6

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT INFORMATION

The proposed project is exempt from environmental review in accordance with
Section 15315 {Minor Land Divisions) of CEQA Guidelines.

PERTINENT CASES

Tentative Parcel Map 527 — Nowakowski — In 1990, staff recommended denial of a similar
request to split the subject property and to create two separate lots. At that time, there was
opposition to the project from neighboring property owners. Staff recommended denial of
that request for the following reasons: there was a lack of public improvements in the area,
there was a perception that approving the proposat would set an undesirable precedent,
and no public improvements were proposed as part of the tentative map application. As a
result of staff's recommendation, and the neighborhood opposition, the applicant withdrew
the request.

Tentative Parcel Map 618 / Specific Plan 500 — Alexander — In 2004, the City approved a
proposal to split an existing lot in the R-1-6 zone on property located approximately 180
feet to the east of the subject property at 1230 Flamingo Avenue. The proposal also
included a specific plan, because the new lot that was created is a “panhandle lot.” Public
street improvements were required, however, the City Council allowed the applicant to
enter into a lien contract with the City, to guarantee the future ‘construction of the
improvements in lieu of requiring the applicant to actually construct the improvements prior
to recordation of the parcel map.

MAJOR PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS

1. Is the requested tentative parcel map consistent with the General Plan?
2, Does the proposed tentative parcel map satisfy the requirements of the E! Cajon
Zoning Ordinance?
3. s the proposed tentative parcel map compatible with the surrounding area?
-2-



TPM 637
03-10-2008

4. Can the Plénning Commission make the findings required by the State Subdivision
Map Act (Sections 66474 and 66473.1) in order to approve the proposed tentative
parcel map?

DISCUSSION

This is a request to subdivide an existing 14,400-square-foot corner lot, in order to form two
new lots in the R-1-6 single-family residential zone. If approved, the resulting lots would
each have frontage on a public street and would each satisfy the minimum lot requirements
for property in the R-1-6 zone. There is an existing house on the subject property, and that
house would remain on one of the new lots (parcel 1 on the applicant's proposed map). The
other new lot (parcel 2) could be developed with a single-family residence in the future; no
new construction on parcel 2 is proposed at this time.

Background — As indicated above, in the list of pertinent cases, staff recommended denial
of a similar request to subdivide the subject property in 1990. At that time, there was
concern expressed by a group of neighbors that approval of the request would set a
precedent that could lead to further subdivisions, resulting in higher residential density and
negative traffic impacts to the neighborhood surrounding the subject property.

Another aspect of the proposal that caused concern in 1990 was the lack of public
improvements in the neighborhood. There are no curbs, gutters, or sidewalks in the project
vicinity and in 1990, the City had not established a consistent policy requiring public
improvements for isclated small residential projects in unimproved areas. The applicant had
not proposed to construct improvements in the public right of way, and the City was
hesitant to require those improvements for individual lots that were surrounded by
properties with unimproved street frontages. Because of the neighborhood opposition to the
project, and the staff's recommendation of denial, the applicant withdrew the request to
subdivide the property.

However, in 2004 the City of El Cajon approved TPM 618, a request to create a two-lot
parcel map for property located at 1230 Flamingo Avenue, just three lots to the east of the
subject property. As with the previous proposal, there was opposition to the lot split by
neighboring property owners. Those concerns were the same concerns that had been
voiced back in 1990, namely increased residential density, increased traffic, and the lack of
public improvements. Several of the neighbors that spoke in opposition to the proposed
project indicated that they were also opposed to the implementation of lien contracts and
covenants requiring the future construction of public improvements in the neighborhood.
The neighbors generally seemed to agree that curbs gutters and sidewalks were needed,
but nobody wanted to pay for the improvements, or agree to encumber their own property
in a way that would require them to pay for such improvements in the future.

|oH



TPM 637
03-10-2008

Nevertheless, the Planning Commission recommended approval of TPM 618, including a
requirement for the construction of curbs, gutters, and sidewalks along the frontage of the
lot. The City Council concurred with the decision of the Planning Commission. However, the
required public improvements were deferred by the City Council. The City Council decided
that the public improvements could be deferred until a later date through the recordation of
a lien contract. The improvements have not yet been constructed.

General Plan Consistency — The General Plan land use designation for the subject
property is “Low Density Residential” (LR). The LR designation is intended to provide areas
for single-family residential development in the density range of three to ten dwelling units
per acre. Dividing the 14,400 sq. ft. subject property into two lots would result in a
residential density of six units per acre, consistent with the LR land use designation.

Zoning Ordinance Requirements — The zoning of the subject property is R-1-6. The
R-1-6 zone requires new lots to have a minimum area of 6,000 square feet. Interior lots
must be at least 60 feet wide and corner lots must be at least 70 feet wide. There is a 40
percent lot coverage limitation. The setbacks for structures in the R-1-6 zone are as
follows: 20 feet from the front property line, 15 feet from the rear property line, 10 feet from
exterior side property lines, and five feet from interior side property lines.

The proposed tentative parcel map conforms to all of the development standards listed
above for properties in the R-1-6 zone. Therefore, the proposal is consistent with the
provisions of the Zoning Ordinance.

Compatibility with the Surrounding Area — The area surrounding the subject property IS
developed with single-family homes located on lots that average just over 14,000 square
feet. Although the proposed lots would be smaller than the existing 14,000-square-foot lots
in the surrounding neighborhood, they are large enough to satisfy the requirements of the
General Plan and Zoning Ordinance. The addition of one new single-family home is
compatible with the existing single-family residential development in the surrounding
neighborhood.

Subdivision Map Act; Required Findings for a Tentative Parcel Map - Section
16.24.130 of the El Cajon Municipal Code states that the City shall deny approval of a
tentative parcel map if the city's legislative body (the City Council) makes any of the
following findings:

a. That the proposed map is not consistent with the General Plan. As stated above, the
proposed two-jot residential parcel map is consistent with the LR General Plan
designation.

_4_
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TPM 637
03-10-2008

b. That the design or improvement of the proposed subdivision is not consistent with
the General Plan. As stated above, the design of the proposal is consistent with the
LR General Plan designation.

C. That the site is not physically suitable for the type of development. The site is a
relatively flat and bare piece of residentially zoned property, surrounded by other
residentially zoned and developed property. Therefore, it is physically suitable for
development with single-family residences.

d. That the site is not physically suitable for the proposed density of development. As
stated above, the proposed residential density is six dwelling units per acre, and is
consistent with the LR General Plan designation.

e. That the design of the subdivision or the proposed improvements are likely to cause
substantial environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or
wildlife or their habitat. The subject property is not environmentally sensitive and
there are no fish or wildlife populations that would be harmed by the residential
development of the subject property.

f. That the design of the subdivision or type of improvements is likely to cause serious
public health problems. The design of the subdivision is consistent with the design of
other residentially developed property in the City and is not likely to cause serious
public health problems.

g. That the design of the subdivision or type of improvements will conflict with
easements, acquired by the public at large for access through or use of , property
within the proposed subdivision. The proposed tentative parcel map will not-conflict
with any easements. As stated above, there is a five-foot, telephone company utility
easement along the north property line. However, the R-1-6 zone requires building
setbacks of five and ten feet in the side yards of properties in the zone. The side
yard setback requirement would prevent any construction within the existing
telephone company easement.

In addition to the findings listed above, Section 66473.1 of the Subdivision Map Act requires
the design of the proposed subdivision to provide for future passive or natural heating or
cooling opportunities. The proposed Tentative Parcel Map No. 637 does provide for passive
heating and cooling opportunities with the future development of the lot. The lotis wide and
deep enough to provide for a single-family home that is oriented in an east-west direction in
order to provide southern exposure to the front of the house. Furthermore, the windows in
such a house could be situated to take advantage of the prevailing westerly wind.
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TPM 637
03-10-2008

Comments — The comments from the Public Works Department have been included as
conditions of approval and should be carefully reviewed by the applicant prior to the public
hearing. At the time of the writing of this report, staff has received no comments in
response to the public notices mailed to surrounding property owners and published in the
newspaper for this request. Staff also received comments relating to this proposal from the
Helix Water District, the Building Division, the Fire Marshal, and San Diego Gas and
Electric. All of those comments were related to the physical development of the subject
property with a new single family home. Since no new home is being proposed as part of
this tentative map application, none of those comments were included as conditions of
approval. However, staff has included those comments as attachments to this staff report
for the applicant’s future reference.

RECOMMENDATION

it is recommended that the Planning Commission recommend City Council approval of
Tentative Parcel Map No. 637, for a two-[ot tentative parcel map in the R-1-6 zone, subject
to the following conditions and for the following reasons:

RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

1. The applicant shall comply with all requirements of the Public Works Dept. indicated
in comments dated 03-04-2008.

2. Prior to the issuance of building permits, the applicant shall record the final map and
shall provide the City of El Cajon with the required number of copies of the recorded
final map.

3. Prior to recordation of the final map, the sheds shall be removed from parcel 2.

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION

A The proposed tentative parcel map is consistent with the General Plan.

B. The design and improvements of the proposed tentative parcel map is consistent
with the General Plan

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

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

\o1



TPM 837
03-10-2008

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

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.

BKR:EDC:rlv

Attachments: 1 - Proposed Resolution

Exhibit A - Public Works comments dated 03-04-2008
Exhibit B - SDG&E comments dated received on 02-04-2008
Exhibit C - Fire Comments dated 02-01-2008
Exhibit D - Building Division comments dated 02-06-2008
Exhibit E - Helix Water District comments dated 02-12-2008

2 - Application

3 - Disclosure Statement

4 - Aerial Phatograph of subject property

5 - Copy of proposed TPM No. 637

6 - Lacation Map
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Attachment 1

RESOLUTION NO. 10486

A RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL OF
TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP NO. 637 FOR A TWO-LOT SUBDIVISION IN
THE RESIDENTIAL ONE FAMILY, 6,000 SQUARE-FOOT (R-1-6) ZONE,
APN: 484-033-14, GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION: LOW DENSITY
RESIDENTIAL.

WHEREAS, the E! Cajon City Planning Commission duly advertised and held a
public hearing on March 10, 2008 to consider Tentative Parcel Map No. 637, as submitted
by Baranowski, requesting a two-lot tentative parcel map in the Residential One-Family,
6,000 square-foot (R-1-8) zone, on property located on the northeast corner of Flamingo
Avenue and Oro Street, and addressed as 1206 Flamingo Avenue; and

WHEREAS, the following findings of fact are hereby made in regard to said tentative
parcel map:

1. The proposed project is categorically exempt from environmental review in
accordance with Section 15315 (Minor Land Divisions) of CEQA Guidelines.

2. The proposed map is consistent with the General Plan. The proposed two-lot
residential parcel map is consistent with the LR General Plan designation which
governs development of this property.

3. The design and improvement of the proposed subdivision are consistent with the
General Plan. The design of the project is consistent with the LR General Plan
designation.

4. The site is physically suitable for the type of development. The site is a relatively flat

and contains one home sited such that the lot can be split to accommodate a
second home without violating the development standards of the applicable R-1-6
zone.

5. The site is physically suitable for the proposed density of development proposed.
The proposed site can physically support two homes.

6. The design of the subdivision and the proposed improvements are not likely to
cause substantial environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or
wildlife or their habitat. The subject property is not environmentally sensitive and
there are no fish or wildlife populations that would be harmed by the residential
development of the subject property.

|



7.

PC Resolution #10486

The design of the subdivision and the type of improvements proposed are not likely
to cause serious public health problems. The design of the subdivision is consistent
with the design of other residentially developed property in the City. Units on all new
lots will be required to connect to the local sewer and water systems and be served
by local trash service.

The design of the subdivision and the type of improvements proposed will not
conflict with easements, acquired by the public at large for access through or use of
property within the proposed subdivision. There is a five-foot, telephone company
utility easement along the north property line. However, the R-1-6 zone requires
building setbacks of five and ten feet in the side yards of properties in the zone. The
side yard setback requirement would prevent any construction within the existing
telephone company easement.

The proposed lot sizes and widths provide for passive heating and cooling
opportunities with the future development of each lot.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that based upon said findings of fact stated

above, the El Cajon City Planning Commission hereby RECOMMENDS that the City
Council approve Tentative Parcel Map No. 637 for a two-lot subdivision in the Residential
One Family, 6,000 square-foot (R-1-6) zone, on the above described property subject to
the following conditions:

The applicant shall comply with all requirements of the Public Works Dept. indicated
in its memo dated 03-04-2008.

Prior to the issuance of building permits, the applicant shall record the final map and

shall provide the City of El Cajon with the required number of copies of the recorded:

final map.

Prior to recordation of the final map, the sheds shall be removed from parcel 2.

Page 2 of 3



PC Resolution #10486

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the El Cajon City Planning Commission at a regular
meeting held March 10, 2008, by the following vote: '

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

Gary WOODS, Chair

ATTEST:

Melissa AYRES, Secretary

Page 3 of 3 U L



Attachment 1

CITY OF EL CAJON Exchibit A

MEMORANDUM
March 4, 2008

TO: PLANNING COMMISSION

FROM: DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

SUBJECT: TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP 637
ENGINEERING JOB NO. 3210
ADDRESS 1206 Flamingo Avenue

A parcel 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 parcel map recorded with the County Recorder within two
years after approval of the tentative parcel 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 prior to recording the parcel map:

1. Demonstrate how utility services will be provided to each parcel and show any necessary private utility
easements on the Parcel Map.

2. Remove the existing landscape wall from the public right-of-way on Flamingo Avenue or obtain an
encroachment permit and execute a Hold Harmless Agreement with the City of E1 Cajon for it to remain.

3. Construct street improvements on Oro Street and Flamingo Avenue. Improvements shall include, but not
be limited to street pavement to centerline to provide 18 from face of curb to centerline, PCC curbs and
gutters and sidewalks, drainage facilities, a curb return at the northwest corner of Oro Street and Flamingo
Avenue with a 25-foot curb radius and curb ramp per current ADA standards, and adequate pavement
transitions. A detailed scaled drawing showing the plan and profile and typical sections of the public
street, curb and gutter, and drainage facilitics, as required, shall be prepared by a Civil Engineer registered
with the State of California and shall be submitted to the City for approval.

4. Municipal Code Section 16.28.090 provides that in lieu of constructing the required public improvements,
upon application, the City Council may allow the subdivider to enter into an agreement with the City to
construct the improvements in the future, and require the subdivider to grant the City a lien on the property
to be divided, securing such improvements.

5. Install a 70 -watt HPS pubhc streetlight located on Oro Street at the northeast corner of Oro Street and
Flamingo Avenue per City Standards. Provide a detailed scale drawing that shows the new streetlight
location, service point, and pull boxes. The streetlight shall not be deferred in the lien contract.

119



Planning Commission
March 4, 2008
TPM 637 - Page 2

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

7. Submit a County Tax Certificate valid at the time of map recordation.
8. Set survey monuments and guarantee setting of any deferred monuments.
9. Submit Will-Serve letters from Water Company, G&E, Phone Company and Cable TV Company.

10. Submit a preliminary soils report prepared by a Civil or Geotechnical Engineer registered in the state of
California, along with adequate test borings.

11. 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 waived for the existing overhead distribution facilities along the north property line in
accordance with Section 16.52.030, since the proposed undergrounding would not reduce the number of
poles already in existence.

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

13. Anencroachment 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 which 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.

"3

H:\PRIVATE DEV\TSM TPM COMMENTS\TPM 637 -1206 Flamingo Ave.doc



Planning Commission
March 4, 2008
TPM 637 - Page 3

. Map closure calculations/data.

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

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

* Improvement plan check fee, or Lien Contract Preparation fee, for the public street improvements
e 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, unless deferred by a
lien contract.

. Soils report..

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

Submitted by,

———— n L

L -7
O L

Rob Turner

Director of Public Works/City Engineer

RT:MSGjrp

ce:
Engineer of Work: Applicant:
Aguirre And Associates Donald Baranowski
8265 Commercial Street, Suite 1 1206 Flamingo Avenue
P.O.Box 4312 El Cajon, CA 92021

LaMesa, CA 91944

Attachments (Engineer of Work and Applicant):
1. Parcel Map Checklist

2. Improvement Plan Checklist & Standard Notes

3. City of El Cajon Procedure for Obtaining a Permit to Install Public Street Lights
4. City Unit Cost Sheet

5. City Fee Schedule

6.

Subdivision Control Sheet

H:\PRIVATE DEVATSM TPM COMMENTS\TPM 637 -1206 Flamingo Ave.doc ' (L{'
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Attachment 1
Exhibit B
REQUEST FOR COMMENTS
CITY OF EL CAJON B o !
PLANNING DIVISION
200 E. MAIN STREET
Et CAJON, CA 92020
FAX: (619) 441-1743 PHONE: (619) 441-1741
DATE: January 30, 2008 APM:484-033-14

TGC: DG&E LAND SERVICES DEPT, HELIX WATER DIST., AT&T ROW AGENT, COUNTY
OF SAN DIEGO-DEPT OF PLANNING, GUHSD, CVUSD, PUBLIC WORKS, TRAFFIC
ENGINEER, STORMWATER/NPDES, BUILDING, FIRE, FINANCE, CITY CLERK AND
PLANNING FILE

FROM: PLANNING DIVISION
SUBJECT: TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP 637
LOCATION: 1206 Flamingo Avenue, E| Cajon
REQUEST & ZONE: Request a two-lot subdivision in the R-1-6 zone.
The attached tentative parcel map has been submitted to the Planning Division.
The Planning Commission public hearing is scheduled on Monday, March 10, 2008, Please
submit any comments and recommendations that you might have regarding this item on or before
February 15, 2008. If you have any questions, please call the Planning Division at (619) 441-1741,
PLANNING BDIVISION
Melissa AYRES
Director of Community Development
MA:ph
COMMENTS: VRl NEED NEW CAShbNT 1§ SRWCE  (RI8SES
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Fire Comments

Property Address: 1206 Flamingo Planning Ref. #: 637 Attachment 1
Occupancy: R-1-6 . Type of Application: TPM Exhibit C

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

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

U This project requires a Fire/Building permit.

U an approved automatic fire sprinkler system is required for this project.

L) A automatic hood suppression system is required for this project.

U Barricades must be easily removable.

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

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

U 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.

L 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.

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

[ Hazardous materials management plan and knox storage box required.
[ Crash post protection required. Approved location to be determined at plan check.

O Install fire hydrants per Fire Department requirements.

U Maintain 20 ft. wide fire lane.

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

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

No comments at this time.

Name: Alyssa Martin Date:  2/1/2008

Page 1 of 1
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Building Comments

Property Address: 1206 Flamingo Avenue  Planning Ref. #: TPM 637 Attachment 1
Exhibit D

Occupancy: Type of Application:

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

O Project must comply with Title 24 disabled access regulations.

U Title 24 energy efficiency compliance and documentation is required.

[ Soils report will be required for this project.

L1 A licensed design professional is required for this project.

O Separate permits are required for signs, retaining walls, pools, etc.

O An automatic sprinkler system is required by- CBC or local ordinance.

L An approved fire alarm system is required.

U Grease interceptor/trap is required.

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

U Plans must be approved by the County of San Diego Director of Airports..
LA gravity flow sewer system is required.

0 A demolition permit and bond are required for structures being removed.
0 Undergrounding of all on-site utilities is required

U Address will be assigned at plan check.

O private utility plan required.

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

[ Existing address must be changed to conform to City addressing system.
[V Sound transmission control is required for group R-1 occupancies.

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

U 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:

No building comments at this time

Name: Ray Behling Date: 2/6/2008

Page 1 of 1
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Helix Water District ﬁ'i{i‘ "EBrami (U
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Setting standards of excellence in public service ’E‘"

7811 University Avenue
Lz Mesa, CA 91941-4927

(619) 466-0585
FAX (619) 466-1823
www. hwd.com

February 12, 2008

City of El Cajon
Planning Division
200 E. Main St

El Cajon, CA 92020

Subject: Tentative Parcel Map 637, APN 488-033-14
1206 Flamingo Ave., El Cajon CA 92021

Gentlemen:

Attachment 1
Exhibit E

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the subject property. Helix Water District has one
3/4™ water service with a 5/8" water meter that currently serves this property. Additional water

services to each lot should be instalied by Helix Water District rates and rules.

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. YWe may require the location of the existing water
services be brought up to current district standards, which is behind the existing sidewalk.
Contractor will be required to relocate any facilities that fall within improvements at his cost.
Location of the existing meters will be decided upon review of the street improvement plans and a

review of the site. -

If the City requires new residents have their own wéter service, we will need a lefter stating that
requirement. The El Cajon Fire Dept. may require additional fire protection for this project, which
may include a water main extension. The developer shall pay all costs for additional protection.

Easements (if needed) for the new locations will be required prior to relocation of the existing

services or installation of new facilities.

Developer/Contractor shall install only high efficiency appliances, use only high efficiency

technoiegiss a4 landscape using low water use slants. Devaicaer/Contractor

shall coordinate the

installation of water efficient appliances, technologies and landstaping with Helix Water District
representative. Per Policy and Procedure Section 4.9 (summary attached). Please contact Jeff

Barnes at (619) 667-6202 for planning, design, inspection and coordination.

If you have any questions, please call me at (619) 667-6239.

Carlos Perdomo
Senior Engineering Technician

E:es_ted tBr;mrd Richard K. Smith Staff: Legal Counsel:
ireclors: Vice President Mark S. Weston Donna B i
‘ . artlett-Ma Scotl C. Smit
Chadels W. Muse John B. Linden General Manager Board Sacretary Y it
President DeAna R. Verbeke ‘ ‘?

Kathieen Ceates Hedberg

T e e et m A | ombbmr A~




PROCEDURE _FOR WATER EFFICIENCY - Summary
General

The District hereby establishes a ccmpreh-ensive water efficiency program for new
development or redevelopment within the District.

The District finds that water efficiency in all new domestic or commercial development or
redevelopment is essential to the District's continued ability to provide water to new and
redeveloped areas and to avoid or minimize the effects of any future shortage.

Requirements

All new commercial and domestic developments or redevelopments shall install only
high-efficiency appiiances, use only high-efficiency watering technologies, and
landscape using low-water-use plants as follows: :

(1) Install the following indoor fixtures in all residential (houses, condominiums,
apartments) and commercial/industrial areas:
(a) High-efficiency toilets (1.28 gallons or less per flush)
(b) High-efficiency dishwashers (Energy Star, WaterSense or equivalent)
(c) High-efficiency clothes washers (5.0 water factor or lower)
(d) Low-flow shower heads (2.5 galloris per minute or less);

2) Utilize California-Friendly (low water use) plant materials in alf parks, common
areas, and residential landscapes;

(3)  Install dedicated irrigation meters: :
(a) in residences with one or more acre(s) of irrigated landscape
(b) In all parks and common areas
{c) In commercial/industrial sites with 5,000 square feet or more of irrigated
landscape;

(4) Enroll all new irrigation meters in the Helix Water Budget Program and provide
documentation of irrigated landscape area at the time of meter purchase;

(5) Install “smart” or weather-based irrigation controllers at all homes (residential
areas), common areas, parks, and commercial/industrial landscapes

(6) Install high-efficiency, matched-precipitation rate sprinkier nozzles at all homes
(residential landscapes), common areas, parks, and commercial/industrial
landscapes.

Compliance and Monitoring

(1) Ensure that Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions (CC&Rs) pertaining to the
proposed subdivision/development do not prohibit the use and maintenance of
low-water-use plant materials, and/or the use of artificial turf;

(2) Certify that all units, common areas, and parks comply with all of the above
requirements;

(3) Schedule inspection for compliance with water efficiency requirements;

(4) Provide water-use efficiency data upon request to the Helix Water District for six
years following installation/development.

114
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REQUEST FOR COMMENTS

iJ"‘:.‘J‘ i dl _.,
CITY OF EL CAJON
PLAMNING DIVISION
200 E. MAIN STREET
EL CAJON, CA 52020
FAX: (619) 441-1743 PHONE: (619) 441-1741
DATE: January 30, 2008 ' : APN: 484-033-14

TO:  SDGR&E LAND SERVICES DEPT, HELIX WATER DIST., AT&T ROW AGENT, COUNTY
OF SAN DIEGO-DEPT OF PLANNING, GUHSD, CVUSD, PUBLIC WORKS, TRAFFIC
ENGINEER, STORMWATER/NPDES, BUILDING, FIRE, FINANCE, CITY CLERK AND
PLANNING FILE

FROM: PLANNING DIVISION

SUBJECT: TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP 637

LOCATION: 1206 Flamingo Avenue, El Cajon

REQUEST & ZCNE: Request a two-lot subdivision in the R-1-6 zone.

The attached tentative parcel map has been submitted to the Planning Division.

The Planning Commission public hearing is scheduled on Monday, March 10, 2008. Please
submit any comments and recommendations that you might have regarding ihis itern on or before
February 15, 2008. If you have any questions, please cail the Planning Division at (619) 441-1741.
PLANNING DIVISION

Melissa AYRES

Director of Community Development

MA:ph

COMMENTS:

| 20
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Attachment 2

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

APPLICATION NQ. {C%_E } ;

Applicant's Name: Dona/d Bafa/mw SK

Address: __ 1206 Flammsn Are £l Cojon az02/
Street# < City State Zip

Phone: (/1) 2 C 7 YLYL

*Property . Owner's Name: Donald Ravanou/sk,

Address: Samwg G613 a-éov-{
Street # City State Zip

Phone: ( ) same as_abowt

PROPERTY OWNER'S SIGNATURE: 2 2L, A

Subject property is located on the /]orj% side of j‘:/amfn?o Ave
between _(Jro St and M32sd 7 and addressed as _{_Mwm%ﬁyc
Assessor's Parcel No.: 4Z4Y- 33 )¢ Zoning. _ R - 1- b

General  Plan  Designation: LR

rRequesT: A oo lot S ubakive Sion

*Architect, Engineer or other representative: A*av:fff £ Aspciates - M/Kf‘
v ’ Havener

Address: 265 (ommercicl <7 Ste/ L Mess 91942~
Phone: ((19) 64~ (,97% x 29 License No.. _ P/ ¢ 7354

NOTE: ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS ON BACK

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

CITY USE ONLY ; —
Date Filed: j / 24% / 0E Received by: eDC
Comments due fronf Engineering:

Staif Assigned:

Hear Ing ‘D&J}e : GE/Zx@y/ch%__
122



Attachment 3
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 must be disclosed:

1. List the names and addresses of all persons having a financial interest in the application.
LD EAALY  _BARAL oW $i<] 1ol Flowmings Ave

E{ {;{1) [ 4] C’,4 -.//:,7 ?..UU:_/
List the names and addresses of all persons having any ownership interest in the property involved.

!Q'b‘f'ls'ri.:;l B g oy s K 3¢ 7

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 any person serving as
trustee or beneficiary or trustor of the trust.

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,
company, corporation, association, committee, and any other organization or group of persons acting in cancert.”

Gov't Code §82047
//—% /%/‘\ 25 Jar o Do ALD BARY Ao §K]

Signature of applicant / date Print or type name of applicant

NOTE: Attach appropriate names on additional pages as necessary.

P
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Attachment 5
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| Attachment 6 |

All property owners within this line [ -3~ | % S
shall receive notification O DAWNRIDGE AV_

Subject site
A _ : \ ,,,,, _.,E L R EYMAVMMMWA.W et m_ ‘
S R
T . B 7 “
- ~ e J— |-FLAMINGO AV -
o et o ot i . it ot E ...... . GRE E NFI EI:D”D R,mv. N___.m.,

NOTICE OF PROPOSED
TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the E! Cajon City Planning Commission will hold a public hearing at 7:00 p.m., Monday,
March 10, 2008 and the City Council will hold a public hearing at 7:00 p.m., Tuesday, April 8, 2008 in the City Council
Chambers, 200 E. Main St., E! Cajon, CA, to consider: Tentative Parcel Map 637, as submitted by Baranowski,
requesting a two-lot subdivision in the R-1-6 {Residential One-Family 6,000 sqg. ft.) zone. The subject property is located
on the northeast cormner of Flamingo Avenue and Oro Street, and addressed as 1206 Flamingo Avenue.

Any person interested in the above item may appear and speak before the Planning Commission and City Council. If you
challenge this matter in court, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the publlc
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, o.r wish any additional information, please contact ERIC CRAIG at (619) 441-1656 .

|




EXCERPTS FROM THE MINUTES OF THE
EL CAJON PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
March 10, 2008

PUBLIC HEARING ON -
TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP NO. 637 -- Baranowski
(public hearing) Resolution No. 10486

(joint noticed CC mtg 04-08-08)

P.C. Mtg. 03-10-08

This is a public hearing on a request for a two-lot subdivision on a site addressed
as 1206 Flamingo Avenue, which is located on the northeast corner of Flamingo
Avenue and Oro Street.

APN: 484-033-14

General Plan:  Low Density Residential

Zoning: R-1-6 (Residential, One-Family, 6,000 sq. ft.) zone
Applicant: Donald Baranowski / (818) 267-4642

Project Planner: Eric Craig / (619) 441-1656

RAMIREZ provided a summary of the staff report and history of the subject
property. Additionally, she noted that when the staff report was written, there
were no comments received from the public regarding this project. However, she
noted that staff recently received a letter of opposition from Matthew A.
SOARES, 1224 Flamingo Avenue, Ei Cajon, CA 92021. [A copy of the letter was
distributed to Commissioners and staff before the meeting]. RAMIREZ noted that
SOARES, in his letter, emphasized that the lack of sidewalks in the
neighborhood presents a problem and a danger for the residents. The letter
writer also cited concerns about additional traffic, and asked that the Commission
consider his feelings before making a decision on this matter.

WOODS opened the public hearing.

Mr. Mike HAVENER, 8265 Commercial, La Mesa, CA, is the project surveyer
and is with Aguirre & Associates. His client accepts all conditions of approval.

Mr. Tim COX, 1185 El Rey Avenue, El Cajon, CA, is a county resident. He asked
if the ordinances in the City of El Cajon are similar to those from in the County of
San Diego. RAMIREZ replied that the City of El Cajon’s ordinances are unique to
the property within the city limits, and the county might have different regulations.
She recommended that the speaker contact the County of San Diego Zoning
Department for further information.

No one else came forward to be heard.

Planning Commission 1 March 10, 2008
Excerpts of Minutes

} &%



EXCERPTS FROM THE MINUTES OF THE
EL CAJON PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
- March 10, 2008

Motion was made by SOTTILE, seconded by BLACK to close the pubiic hearing;
carried 5-0. '

AMBROSE noted that this project is pretfy straight-forward. He read the letter
from Mr. SOARES, and emphasized that the Planning Commission is not
reviewing a proposal for a building or construction at this time. The applicant has
every right to do so under the ordinances. SOTTILE concurred.

Motion was made by SOTTILE, seconded by WELLS to ADOPT Resolution No.
10486, recommending approvai of Tentative Parcel Map No. 637 for a two-lot
subdivision in the R-1-6 (Residential One-Family, 6,000 square foot) zone,
subject to conditions; carried 5-0.

This item was jointly-noticed for a City Council meeting on April 8, 2008.

Planning Commission "2 March 10, 2008
Excerpts of Minutes l g‘g



March 9, 2003

El Cajon City Council

El Cajon City Planning Commission
200 E. Main Street
El Cajon, Catifornia 92020

To Whom It May Concern:

Shortly after moving into my residence I have had to deal with the constant coming and going of people
next to me. Beginning with Mr. Rick Alexander, who with the help of friends on this city council and
‘plannjng commission, managed to sub-divide the lot located at 1230 Flamingo Avenue. Although met with
opposition from the neighborhood, Mr. Alexander and his friends on this council managed, not to improve
the value of houses. in this neighborhood , but to bring about overcrowding to an already very overcrowded
neighborhood.

I'moved my family from condominiums to this neighborheod in El Cajon to get away from living in an ant-
hill type community. Unfortunately, shortly after moving here, I received my first taste of how this city
intends to pile up as many homes as legally possible, while malcmg tidy sums of money for the friends of
council members.

As brought up in the public hearings to sub-divide the lot of 1230 Flamingo Avenue, the increase
population due to rampant sub-division of lots in this neighborhood would not be wise. This street, without
stop signs at the corner of Oro and Flamingo and lack of police patrols make- for high speed driving and
increased motor vehicle activity plentiful. Allowing the sub-division of 1206 Flamingo will only add to this
traffic problem. There already is no designation between residences and city streets because of the
unavailability of sidewalks. This makes it difficult and dangerous for any pedestrian traffic in this
neighborhood. Sub-dividing this particular lot on the comer of Oro and Flamingo is not wise. There have
already been a number of vehicle accidents and close calls for pedestrians, a few of which I can attest to
with moy family, due to reckless driving from others at this corner.

I do not know what Mr. Baranowki’s intentions are for sub-dividing his lot. I can only base my opinions on
what I have experienced next door to me with the sub-division of 1230 Flamingo Avenue. The continuous
construction going on at this address and now at 1228 Flamingo have been quite an inconvenience for
myself, my family and my neighbors. 1230 Flamingo is now a rental and 1228 will probably become one
also. This does not bring homeowners to this neighborhood with pride in home ownership in mind, but
people renting these properties who no more care for the homes they live in or the neighborhood as well.
Not only has the construction been annoying but the lack of security one feels with the coming and going of
different people int and out of these two homes. The property at 1228 was broken into while it stood vacant
for well over a year since it was built.

The peace and serenity which I as well as my neighbors had hoped to find will soon be a memory thanks to
the city’s need to sub-divide this neighborhood. Instead of encouraging homeownership in the city of El

Cajon, this council seems intent on sub-dividing existing neighborhoods and overpopulating them as can be
seen on Persimmon and Sumner. This apparently is the plan this council has for Flamingo Avenue as well.

I can only hope the city council and the p]amu'“ng commission will have a different outlook on sub-dividing
1206 Flamingo Avenue than it did with 1230 Flamingo. Hopefully, this time, the feelings of the
constituents will be taken into consideration before decisions are made this time.
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* Yours Truly,

V570V

Matthew A. Soares
1224 Flamingo Avenue
El Cajon, California 92021
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