










































































































































































CHECK LIST FOR SPECIAL EVENTS IN THE COMMUNITY o
This check list is to be filled-out by the applicant and attached to the application

Eventdate July M £ V2., 208% . | -

Event location_{on  Stcect, Sulzfeld \Way, alley betweers feom and Maio

( Attach a sketch or diagram indicating the site or roilte, number and location of available parking space

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

to be used) Attached? 31 €5  dated

Community/Promotional event on public property
Permission from the City Council or Redevelopment Agency attached

Adequate potable water will be provided
One toilet 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

Communications equipment will be provided to the event monitors

First aid provisions and trained personnel will be provided
If this is a sporting event it will be conducted during daylight hours
Certificate of insurance provided in accordance with Council Policy D-3

- x Community/Promotional event in the public right-of-way

X_.Proposed traffic control plan attached
\ _Street will have the least impact on vehicular and pedestrian traffic

X_Street will create the least inconvenience for the merchants or residents in the area

Street will provide the maximum public safety
Time of the event will have the least impact on the vehicular traffic

_YX 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
_X_Adequate trash and recycling receptacles will be provided
X One security person will be provided for every 250 persons attendin g event
__X Adequate traffic barricades and signing will be provided
Communications equipment will be provided to the event monitors
First aid provisions and trained personnel will be provided
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 a.m. 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 BELQW THIS LINE:

All applicable conditions met? .~
Hold harmless agreement: (prepared by the City Attorney) Applicabie? prepared?

Notes: :
' ‘ 58




9lIS Uo wooysal ajgepod e aq os|e |[im aloy) pue ‘Buiely woisny pue py
SUld ¥8313 Jeniis *Aisjjes) s,aiydos ‘qnd ysu ‘open umolumoQ “JoAe Jod :afiqnd e o) uedo swioolsas s|qejeAe Yum sessauisng

‘lesodsip Jadoud pue dn yoid UM suoneoo) sjendoidde je paseld aq jum ssjoejdess) yses|

‘wnasnp jsioybaipp Jejo ay) pue Aisjleg seydog ussmyaq 10| fidwe oy uo paoed aq [lim Jrsnwi- oAl payduny
SWiooJ)say pue ‘ysed| ‘uoesyljdwy punog

"P4enb ay} Joy papiroid aq |Im woosses a|qeuod
Vv W6 Jsn0 Juswdinbe PUE SUj00q JuaAe Jojiuowl 0} a)Is JuaAs Je 29 M ptenf Ajunoss |euoissajoud v ‘Pasn aq ||Im abBeubis

Bujsojo 19ans Jadoid Yl -,z Ainp .>m_u._3mm. uo wd gg:g 0) wek AInp ‘Aepameg uo we gq:g woly aoe|d ayel |pm ainso|n
. : Aepn pleszing o eljoubep jo 1SE3] Woly paso|) anuoAy eay e

8Ins0}Y) J9ang
800Z * 2L AInf - djep My 369 Aopy

59

0
=
& Bunyied siqejeny 1990s ulep 3sez Buniied siqepeny
T
r~
m Sjed qng | doned W__MM‘__M hw.__ho..wwo
8 umoumoq | ysy; = lod
o x| g
- x| §
(L5 Fi ¢ >
800Z ‘W11 Ap ‘Aepuy
M SIOPUSA peso[s — As|1y SIOpUsp X M
— x =
. Quu o
uspieny punog =
199 puy
mou_.mw d . wnasnpy abejg Lajen
1ssoyBaipp salydog
A X
X
sojpAoiojoN/sIED DIssE[D Paso[9 - anuaAy eay HY dlemepig X
X




CITY OF EL CAJON
CLOSURE OF PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY FOR PRIVATE EVENT

. PETITION OF RESIDENT
/444; é“')/ Ca ,4,4’7- '&214% - 'Zc'?og

Instructions to Applicant: A majority of residents affected by closure of street(s) for a
private event must approve it by signing this petition. Submit petition with application

for closure of street(s).

Al £ & " BT ates £ goa

L i /éflaéé%/' Ao n S5 Ve St

We the undersigned, do hereby agree to the closure of - _ ’/f:LAz

[Name of féreet(s)] ,~ =

in E1 Cajon, CA for the purpose of a private event to be held N TelS oo £ A2

P , o (Vate of Event)

from & 7 - paii, to _ -7/ o) We understand that access to our homes may be

blocked as a result of the noted event— We will cooperate with other area residents and the

City of E1 Cajon to ensure the safety of all residents. We, the undersigned, do hereby

certify that we are residents at the addresses noted below and may be reached at the
indicated telephone numbers. :

Name Address | Telephone No. Signature

1.2 & o, o EZE fas 44%€;»g~4 CZ-es - ERS S
20 Fophse s ;;,,/,4,?’, L8 Rew Hre g/5997.5,29
3. Lewtoovn Loze /8L MAW 4o <o)
0l lus Ml yho g8
5. SRl 130 & Fes 3 FVo390
6. SHe e (E;eﬁcdckr:JQ /P2 E e YYD - jo5
7. Mait Stk Glodne /02, 0. MAin s Y Y} %0 v
SJ/@(}@(M%W 120 & Mpid §F %?3533’%24,5@.
ohleva®en  paeMai <t 25900 (Lol
10, by (A4 & ace S MY (0 Moo Al
n Wiestwesr Muttr )3/ £oalile S35 B

12.

13.

14.
15,
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CITY CLERM
EL CAJON CA

2008 HAY -7 Pl 22

memno: 1.14

DATE: May 27, 2008

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

FROM: Director of Recreation

SUBJECT: July 4th Picnic at Kennedy Park

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council approves vendors to sell in Kennedy
Park associated with the July 4tk picnic and fireworks.

BACKGROUND: The City will be hosting the July 4t picnic and fireworks at
Kennedy Park this year, which will include vendors selling food. All vendors, to
include mini-train and inflatables, will be required to provide a Certificate of
Insurance, naming the City as additionally insured, and a business license.

FISCAL IMPACT: There are direct expenses to several city departments to assist
with this event, to include trash removal with recycling bins, custodial services,
park supervision, and traffic control. Expense for portable toilets is estimated at

$600.
PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

Lori Beliveau
DIRECTOR OF RECREATION CITY MANAGER

I:\SARANATH OF JULY PICNIC\JuTy 4th Picnic at Kennedy park 07.doc

bl



Building
houses,
building
hope

10222 San Diego Mission Road
San Diego, CA 92108-2135
(619} 283-HOME (4663)

Fax (619) 516-5264
www.sdhfh.org

San Diego | |
) | 2.1

| ® RECENES SFFICE OfF
Habitat
EL CAJON CA

for Humanity®
08 MAY -5 P |52

May 1, 2008

City Clerk’s Office
City of El Cajon
200 E. Main Street
El Cajon, CA 92020

Attn: Ms. Belinda Hawley

Regarding: San Diego Habitat for Humanity
801 Avocado Avenue

Dear Council Members:

We are pleased to be on our way to building our first Habitat for
Humanity housing development in the City of El Cajon. We worked
very closely with the Planning Department to create a design that will
make ail of us proud. We look forward to our families integrating into
the local community fabric.

At the Planning Commission Hearing dated February 25, 2008, we
requested that two material changes be conditions of our approval,
deviating from the Planning Department’s requests. They included
the use of GAF Timberline, Prestique High Definition Shingles
with a 40 year warranty and 6x6 cedar, dog-eared wood fencing
at the property lines instead of block walls . Qur reasons for using
these materials are both specific to Habitat for Humanity’s mission
and philosophy in addition to being more compatible with the
Craftsman style design requested by the Planning Department.

In keeping with the Habitat Mission, we require our families to donate
250 hours per aduit applicant working on the construction of their
homes as a condition to qualifying for homeownership. “ A hand up
not a hand out” describes this commitment. In order for our families
to complete their 250-500 required “sweat equity” hours on site, we'
must provide ample construction opportunities including the use of
materials a volunteer can learn to install with little instruction. Both
the composition roofing shingles and the cedar wood fence fall into
this category.

ng simple and decent, affordable homes in partnership with San Diego County families in need,

San Diego Habitat for Humanity, Inc. is a 501 (c)(3) non-profit organization; Federal Tax ID #33-

0259190. (0 9-



San Diego
Habitat

for Humanity®

Secondly, we believe that the shingles we have selected are more
compatible with the Craftsman style design. We met recently with Melissa
Ayres, the Community Development Director, who said she will support the
use of our alternate roofing material because she too believes it is a more
compatible with the Craftsman style design. It is also equal in quality in that
this product has a 40 year warranty.

The cedar fence alternative was suggested for other compelling reasons.
Aside from the ease of construction for our volunteers verses the need for a
contractor to build the block walls, we are optimistic that we will be able to
buy the adjacent property to the north in the near future This would aliow us
to incorporate both parcels into one coherent housing development. With
the block wall in place, we would need to either remove it or design around
it. Either option would be poor planning and would incur unnecessary
expense to a project designed to create affordable homes for ownership.

We do understand your concerns regarding graffiti and maintenance of the
wood fence so we have attached a copy of the HOA budget denoting the
assessment for the maintenance of the wood fence, as needed. Habitat is
active in the HOA, having an ongoing relationship and a stake in the
reputation and success of our housing developments and partner families.
We would not jeopardize our reputation by letting any aspect of the project
fall in disrepair.

In conclusion, we urge you to reconsider your conditions pertaining to the
roofing material selection and the block wall for the San Diego Habitat for
Humanity housing development at 801 Avocado Avenue.

Thank you.

Y lieelh.

lazzella

San Diego Habitat for Humanity

Building simple and decent, affordable homes in parinership with San Diego County families in need,
San Diego Habital for Humanity, Inc. is a 501(c)(3) nhon-profit organization; Federaf Tax ID #33-

0253190, (a 3
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5966 La Place Court, Suite 180  FPhone (760) 479-0097 / (800) 748 6398
] Carlsbad, CA 32008-8830 FAX (760) 479-0531

4 Units in El Cajon

Budget
Annuyal Monthly Per Unit
Budget Budget Budget
REVENUE
ASSESSMENTS $6,240 $520 $130.01
TQTAL REVENUE $6,240 $520 $130.01
EXPENS
UTILITIES
Electricity $180 5 $3.75
Water $612 $51 $12.75
TOTAL UTILITIES LJ $792 $66 $17
GROUNDS
Landscape Maintenance/Supplies $1.447 $121 $30.14
Storm Drain Maintenance $200 $17 $4.17
TOTAL GROUNDS $1,647 $137 $34
ADMINISTRATION
Accounting $4 $1.04
Franchise Taxes %4 $1.04
Income Taxes $2 $0.58
Insurance .$a3 $20.83
Legal Services $8 $2.08
Management $50 $12.50

TOTAL ADMINISTRAT]

CONTINGENCY

TOFAL EXPENSES $6,240

RESERVES FpL. wodp FENCE OA/L_)/.

$130‘\\\\

Street{fresurface) - IVER 837 $9-24—
Fences (paint) $277 $23 $5.77
Fences (repair/replace) $462 $39 $9.63
Tubular Steel (paint) §177 515 $3.69
Tubular Steel (repairfreplace) $99 $8 $2.06
Walls (repairfreplace) $6 $1 $0.13
TegeFrimming— $255- A2t $5.31
Landscaps-Hardware $30- $3- $0:63—

TOTAL RESERVE EXFPENSEGSg’ U ' $47H48 S48 ~$36-42-

70 o —
For. W20 FENT L)/ F Jo27, Fpc? 75,27

>
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GaFpLY

Your Best And Safest
ice...Quality You Can
ce 1886

4 Chotce
of Professional
L. Contractors

IMBERLINE

PRESTIQUE 'HIGH DEFINITION "SHINGLES

"North America’s #1-Selling Architectural Shingles!




car T

ROOE SYSTEM SOLUTION

“Your Best And Safest Choice...Quality You Can Trust Since 18861"

Leak Roof Deck Quality Effective Attic  Distinctive Ridge
Barrier Protection Shingles Ventilation Cap Shingles
Weather Waich® “Breathable” Deck-Armor™ Choosing the right Cobra® and Master Simifar to the way
and StormGuard® - aflows moisture fo escape from  shingle can increase Flow® venis help that a distinctive
provide exceplional your aitic whife providing an the value of your remove excess heat frame enhances a
protection against leaks  exceptionally strong layer of home. GAF-Elk offers  and moisture from painting, Timbertex®
caused by roof seflling  prolection against wind-driven  you rmany great Your attic that can and Ridglass® can
and extrerne weather, rain. i also lays flatler for 2 shingle choices, raise your energy enhance the beauty
ldeal upgrade at all better-looking roof. Shingle-Mate®  including Timberline®  bills, cause premature  and value of your
viiinerable areas and Leatherback® (available the #1-selfing peeling of painfand  home—while guarding
{inciuding at the regionally) also provide great architectural shingles wallpaper, and even dgainst leaks at the
eaves in the North™), protection for your roof. hips and ridges.

Reliable Low-Slope

Membranes

Liberty™and Freedom™

cormmercial-grade seif-adhering

roofing systerns are exceplionally
- ggpendablel Theyre safer too,
hecause no open forchas or hot
asphalt are used.

Barriar at
the eaves.

NORTHEAST Sales Office:
630-206-1060

©2007 GAF Materials Corporation 10/07 1361 Alps Road, Wayne, NJ 07470

CENTHAL Sales Office:
972-851-0500

Pre - Cut Starter

Strip Shingles
WeatherBlocker™ and Pro-Siart™
pre-cul starter sirip shingles provide
an upgrade thaf can save time,
eliminate waste, and reduce the
risk of blow-off by tightly locking
your first course of shingles in place.

SOUTHEAST Sales Offica:
§13-529-8880

in North America.

affect your heaith.

£

L

Roof Accesso !

Paint Skylights
ShingleMatch™ premium roof  HeavenScape® premium
accessory paint is a great option Skylights add the beauty of

to help you "hide” unsightly roof
gceessories by making them blend
in with the color of your shingles...
for a belter-looking finished roof.

natural light to the inlerior of
Yyour home...with quality
construction and proteciion
you can frust.

S umm;m gy
Good Housekeeping
S — 4’;,.,* "fm:rrnfmfﬁf M‘«.
o Gikis | DSt

U.S.-Cwned Corporation Good lirckoopiey ks bk e roducs i s e

e s cmor prcecien v

SOUTHWEST Sales Offica: WESTERN Sales Offics: Intemational Sales:
480-831-73%0 951-350-4200 800-555-1852
www.gaf.com RESMINTPR

87578-0707
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Agenda Repor-t
DATE:  Wednesday, May 07, 2008 |
TO: Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tem Hanson-Cox, Council Members

MecClellan, Kendrick, and Ramos
FROM: Building Official/Fire Marshal

SUBJECT: Substandard conditions at 552 Millar Ave.

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council

e Open the Public Hearing and receive testimony

e Close the Public Hearing

o Make a final determination with respect to staff time, administrative fee, and civil
penalties in this case.

e Direct staff to (1) file a release of notice of restriction against the property, (2) bill
the property owner for staff time, admin. Fees, and civil penalties in accordance
with the City Council’s determination, and (3) place any unpaid amount as a tax
lien on the property if not paid within 90 days.

¢ Adopt the next resolution in order pursuant to the items listed above.

BACKGROUND:

On November 30, 2006, the Building and Fire Safety Division received a complaint
concerning substandard conditions at the property referenced above. An inspection of the
property was conducted and numerous substandard conditions were noted. The case was
brought before Council on April 24, 2007, at which time Council elected to begin accrual of
civil penalties and to file a notice of restriction on the property. The property was
subsequently foreclosed and deeded to Wells Fargo Bank on May 4, 2007. The structure
was then vacated and boarded up.

The bank contracted for repair work and a final inspection was conducted on April 17,
2008, verifying that all necessary repairs have been completed to bring the property up to
the minimum standards allowed by the El Cajon Municipal Code. Staff is seeking a final
resolution to this case in accordance with the recommendations outlined above.

9



FISCAL IMPACT:

Administrative Fee $615.00
Staff Time $1,195.66
Civil Penalties $665,500.00
Total $667,310.66*

*Due to concerns over the legality of assessing a civil penalty in excess of the actual value of
the property, staff recommends assessing 10% of the total civil penalties accrued in the
amount of $66,550.00, plus admlmstratlve fee ($615.00) and staff time ($1,195.00) for a total
of $68,360.00.

PREP%?(D }?Z_MA REVIEWED BK

Dan Pavao Melissa Ayres
Building Official/Fire Marshal Director of Community Dev.
APPROVED BY:

_@&M%

Kathi Henry
City Manager

i
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TO: AGENCY MEMBERS: LEWIS, HANSON-COX, MCCLELLAN, KENDRICK, AND RAMOS
FROM: DIRECTOR OF REDEVELOPMENT AND HOUSING
SUBJECT: FIVE YEAR IMPLEMENTATION PLAN; MID-TERM REVIEW

RECOMMENDATION: That the Redevelopment Agency
1. Open the public hearing, accept testimony, close the public hearing;
- 2. Accept the Five Year Implementation Plan, Mid-Term Review.

BACKGROUND:

The City Council of the City of El Cajon established the Redevelopment Agency of the City of El Cajon
(“Agency”) on December 28, 1971. With this action the City embarked on a comprehensive effort to
eliminate blight and conditions adverse to economic development within a designated redevelopment
project area. The focus of the City’s revitalization efforts have been channeled through the adopticn and
implementation of its Redevelopment Plan.

The Agency’s Redevelopment Project Area (“Project Area”) consists of the Central Business District Area
(“CBD Area”) totaling 50 acres, and the Amendment Area totaling 1,487 acres. The Amendment Area was
incorporated into the original Project Area on July 14, 1987 by an amendment to the Redevelopment Plan.
Recent amendments have extended dates pertaining to Effectiveness of the Redevelopment Plan,
extended the time limits for receipt of tax increment, and eliminated the time limit to incur debt. The
Redevelopment Plan time limits are summarized below.

Redevelopment Plan Time Limits

El Cajon Redevelopment Agency

Limit CBD Area Amendment Area
Adoption Date December 28, 1971 July 14,1987
Incur Indebtedness Eliminated Eliminated
Plan Effectiveness December 28, 2012 July 14, 2028
Collect Tax Increment December 28, 2022 July 14, 2038
Eminent Domain April 27, 2011 April 27, 2011
Source: El Cajon Redevelopment Agency.

Since the adoptlon of the original Redevelopment Plan in 1971, the Agency has accomplished numerous
redevelopment development, and infrastructure projects that have assisted in revitalizing properties within

. the Project Area. The Agency confinues to pursue the revitalization of the Project Area by invoking the
tools, mechanisms, and powers provided by California Redevelopment Law (“CRL").

T3



On September 25, 2005, the Third Five-Year Implementation Plan for Fiscal Years 2004-05 through 2008-
09 (“Implementation Plan”) was adopted by the Agency for the Project Area and identified the following
goals:

. Eliminate blight;

. Encourage economic development;

" Maintain an attractive and viabie downtown commercial center; and

. Affordable housing for all income levels.

Section 33490(c) of the CRL requires that at least once within the five-year term of the Implementation Plan,
the Agency shall conduct a public hearing for the purpose of reviewing the Implementation Plan to evaluate
progress of redevelopment activities with respect to Redevelopment Plan goals. The Midterm Review must
occur no earlier than two years and no later than three years following the adoption of the Implementation
Pian.

This Midterm Review summarizes project and/or activities that have taken place since the Implementation
Plan was adopted, and identifies new programs and proposed projects recommended by Agency staff. in
addition, revisions to the CRL since the adoption of the current Implementation Plan will be identified in this
Midterm Review. As a part of the Midterm Review, the Agency will aiso review and update, if necessary, the
Implementation Plan's Ten-Year Housing Compliance Plan to discuss affordable housing production,
replacement housing and proportional expenditure obligations, as required by Section 33490 of the CRL.

FISCAL IMPACT: There is no fiscal impact to the General Fund. All projects, programs and administrative
expenses are funded with Redevelopment Agency funds. The Plan indicates anticipated expenditures for
capital improvements and affordable housing projects and programs over the Implementation Plan five year
period. Values specified in the Plan may be considered thresholds, as funding availability permits.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

. ‘Kathi J. Henry
DIRECTOR OF REDEVELOPMENY. AND EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
HOUSING

Attachment: El Cajon Redevelopment Agency Five Year Implementation Plan 2004-05 through 2008-09

12



EL CAJON REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

Midterm Review of the
Five Year Implementation Plan
2004-05 through 2008-09

@ INTELLIGENT COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT ROSENOW SPEVACEK GROUP INC. T 714 541 4585

309 WEST 4TH STREET F 714 541 1175
SANTA ANA, CALIFORNIA E INFO@WEBRSG.COM
92701-4502 WEBRSG.COM
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BACKGROUND

The City Council of the City of El Cajon established the Redevelopment Agency of the City of El Cajon
(“Agency”) on December 28, 1971. With this action the City embarked on a comprehensive effort to
eliminate blighting and adverse conditions within the City. The focus of the City's revitalization efforts
have been channeled through the adoption and implementation of its Redevelopment Plan.

The Agency's Redeveiopment Project Area (“Project Area”) consists of the Central Business District Area
("CBD Area”) totaling 50 acres, and the Amendment Area totaling 1,487 acres. The Amendment Area
was incorporated into the original Project Area on July 14, 1987 by an amendment to the Redevelopment
Plan. Recent amendments to the Redevelopment Plan have extended the effectiveness of the
Redevelopment Plan, extended the time limits for tax increment receipt, and eliminated the time limit to
incur debt. The Redevelopment Plan time limits are summarized below.

Redevelopment Plan Time Limits

El Cajon Redevelopment Agency

Limit CBD Area Amendment Area
Adoption Date December 28, 1971 Juiy 14, 1987
Incur Indebtedness Eliminated Eliminated
Plan Effectiveness December 28, 2012 July 14, 2028
Collect Tax Increment December 28, 2022 July 14, 2038
Eminent Domain April 27, 2011 April 27, 2011
Source: El Cajon Redevelopment Agency.

Since the adoption of the original Redevelopment Plan in 1971, the Agency has accomplished numerous
redevelopment, development, and infrastructure projects that have assisted in revitalizing properties
within the Project Area. The Agency continues to pursue the revitalization of the Project Area by invoking
the tools, mechanisms, and powers provided by California Redevelopment Law (“CRL").

On September 25, 2005, the Third Five-Year Implementation Plan for Fiscal Years 2004-05 through
- 2008-09 (“Implementation Plan”) was adopted by the Agency for the Project Area and identified the
following goals:

«  Eliminate blight;
= Encourage economic development;
s Maintain an attractive and viable downtown commercial center; and

= Affordable housing for all income levels,
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MIDTERM REVIEW

Section 33490(c) of the CRL requires that at least once within the five-year term of the Implementation
Plan, the Agency shall conduct a pubiic hearing for the purpose of reviewing the implementation Plan and
evaluating the progress of the redevelopment activities and projects in respect to Redevelopment Plan
goals. The Midterm Review must occur no earlier than two years and no later than three years following
the adoption of the Implementation Plan.

This report summarizes the actions and activities that have taken place since the Implementation Plan
was adopted, and identifies new programs and proposed projects recommended by Agency staff. In
addition, revisions to the CRL since the adoption of the current Implementation Plan will be identified in
this Midterm Review.

As a part of the Midterm Review, the Agency will also review and update, if necessary, the
Implementation Plan's Ten-Year Housing Compliance Plan to discuss affordable housing production,
replacement housing and proportional expenditure obligations, as required by Section 33480 of the CRL.

CHANGES TO REDEVELOPMENT LAW

In 2008, regulatory updates to the CRL were adopted which included the requirement that Implementation
Plans must include a detailed description of an Agency's Redevelopment Plan’s regulatory limits, as well
as changes to limitations on proportional expenditures (Section 33334.4(b)). The current Implementation
Plan reflects a detailed description of the Redevelopment Plan’s regulatory limits.

Changes to Section 33334.4(b), include the following:

33334.4. (b) OLD: The agency must expend Low and Moderate Income Housing Fund (LMIHF) monies to
assist housing in at least the same proportion as the Jow-income population under age 65 years bears
to the total Jow-income population of the community as reported in the most recent census.

33334.4. (b) NEW.: The agency must expend LMIHF monies to assist housing in at least the same
proportion as the number of low-income households with a member under age 65 years bears to
the total number of low-income households of the community as reported in the most recent census.

The potential impact of the change is difficuit to assess in that the census bureau does not provide a data
set that reflects the new requirement leaving the burden on local jurisdictions to determine. As a practical
matter, the prior language may continue to be used since the available data set for seniors age 65 and
over could arguably reflect only households comprised of such seniors. :

In addition, AB 987 expanded the monitoring and notification requirements in CRL Section 33418(c) to
require that agencies compile and maintain an annual database of all existing new and substantially
rehabilitated units assisted by the Agency or otherwise counted toward fulfilling the Agency’s affordable
housing production obligations. Accordingly, the El Cajon Redevelopment Agency will ensure compliance
with the provisions of AB 987 no later than December 31, 2008.

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

The following represent the goals and objectives of the Redevelopment Agency, as stated in the
Implementation Plan to encourage economic development, alleviate blight conditions, and provide
opportunities for affordable housing in compliance with the CRL:

* Housing for All Families: The provision of safe, decent, adequate and sanitary housing through
the development and rehabilitation of a mixture of housing types for all income groups.

* Improve Community Facilities: Provide needed improvements to preserve the community's
education, cultural, and other community facilities.

« Diversify and Expand Economic Base and Employment Opportunities: To promote the
economic well-being of the Project Area by encouraging the diversification and development of its
economic base and employment opportunities.
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» Address Traffic Circulation Deficiencies: lmprove traffic circulation through the reconstruction
and improvement of existing streets.

. = Leverage Private Sector Investment: The maximization of private participation and investment
in the redevelopment effort.

» Improve Parcel and Land Configuration and Public Infrastructure: Encourage the
development of commercial and industrial environments which positively relate to adjacent land
uses, and upgrade and stabilize existing uses. Remove impediments to land assembly and
development through acquisition and re-parcelization of land into reasonably shaped and sized
parcels. Expand the resource of developable land by making underutilized land available for
redevelopment. Provide needed improvements to the utility infrastructure and public facilities that
service the Project Area.

» Encourage Stakeholder Participation: To encourage the cooperation and participation of
residents, business persons, public agencies, and community organizations in the revitalization of
the Project Area. Coordinate revitalization efforts with other public programs with the City and
other public agencies.

« Cleanup Architectural and Development Aesthetics: Provide for the development of distinct
commercial districts, to attain consistent image and character, and enhance their economic
viability. Achieve an environment reflecting a high level of concem for architecturai, landscape,
and urban design principles to appropriate the objectives of the Redevelopment Plan.

NON HOUSING REDEVELOPMENT ACTIVITIES 2005 - 2009

The following section provides a description of non-housing redevelopment activities in the Project Area,
including a review of the programs and proposed projects identified in the Impiementation Plan and any
related activities to date.

AVAILABLE FUNDS

The Implementation Plan Planning Period for fiscal years 2004-05 through 2008-09 (“Planning Period™)
projected total revenue of $81.0 million. Revenue sources included $62.8 million in gross total property
tax increment for the Project Area, $851,399 of interest earnings, $10.3 million of bond proceeds from the
2005 Tax Allocation Refunding Bonds, and $3.0 million from the Housing Set Aside Fund (bond
coverage).

Tables 1a and 1b reflect a summary of the Agency’s Debt Service Fund and Capital Projects Fund
revenues and expenditures. The Capital Projects Fund primarily functions to administer funds for
implementation of Agency projects, whereas the Debt Service Fund primarily functions to manage debt
proceeds and debt service, tax increment, and allocation of funds to the Capital Projects Fund.
Combined, the Debt Service Fund and Capital Projects Fund comprise the Redevelopment Agency Non-
Housing funds.

Total non-housing funds revenues for the Planning Period are projected at $177.7 million, which is
comprised of $126.3 million in revenues for the Debt Service Fund and $51.4 million for the Capital
Projects Fund. Total expenditures over the Planning Period, including budgeted redevelopment project
costs are projected at $152.5 million.
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Table 1a: Redevelopment Non-Housing Fund Cash Flow Projections: Debt Service Fund

| Actual Projection 5-year Total
2004-05 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09

Fund balance, beginning " $4,702,755  $5930,716 $15,896,766 $19,092,895 $18,721,584 $4,702,755
Revenue

Gross tax Increment revenue 10,395,103 12,365,230 13,884,948  15350,747 15,657,762 67,653,790

Bond proceeds - 38,664,209 15614,450 - - 54,278,659

Interest samings 204,136 744,690 1,757,996 1,135,712 496,281 4,338,815
Total revenue 10,509,230 51,774,129 31,257,394 16,486,459 16,154,043 126,271,264
Expenditures

LMIHF transfer (20%) 2,079,021 2,473,046 2,776,989 3,070,149 3,131,552 13,530,758

Pass-through payment to

other agencies 2123179 2,314,388 2,497,808 2,712,733 2,969,315 12,617,423

Debt service 3,850,520 32,528,044 3,669,828 4,985,259 5,021,081 50,054,732

ERAF 713,640 706,737 1,420,377

Transfers & 589,212 2.670,834 18,575,122 5,166,306 8,081,963 35,083,437

Bond issuance costs - 979,081 443,093 - - 1,422 174

Administration and operating

costs 15,706 135,949 98,425 923,323 969,489 2,142,892
Total expenditures 9.371,278 41,808,079 28,061,265 16,857,770 20,173,400 116,271,793
Fund balance, ending $5,930,716 $15,896,766 $19,092,805 $18,721,584 $14,702,226 $14,702,226

(1

{2)
{3)

Per El Cajon Redevelopment Agency Basic Financial Statements for the years ended 6/30/05, 6/30/06,
6/30/07. .

Beginning fund balances have been restated beginning with FYE 6/30/05 to reflect restatement of
Advances from the City of EIl Cajon as a ligbility, in accordance with the June 30, 2007 financial
statements.

Gross Tax Increment projected at 2% of prior year gross tax increment FYE 06/30/2008.  All other revenue
and expenditures are based on the City of E Cajon Annual Budget for Fiscal Year 2007-2008.

Net transfers infout of capital projects/housing funds and City funds.

{4) Data for these figures is not available.

19




Table 1b: Redevelopment Non-Housing Fund Cash Flow Projections: Capital Projects Fund

| Actual Projection
2004-05 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 S5-year Total

Fund balance, beginning " $4,823,168  $2,167,175  $2,186,424  $19,728,014  $19,901,815 $4,823,168
Revenye

Transfers in from debt )

service fund 1,084,599 1,382,826 19,254,451 20,780,757 8,081,081 50,583,714

Interest earnings 39,962 37,333 168,739 173,801 179,015 598,850

Other 36,200 248,316 - 4,799 na & na ¥ 289,315
Total revenue 1,160,761 1,668,475 19,427,989 20,954,558 8,260,096 51,471,879
Expenditures

Project costs 2,118,326 1,180,015 1,163,165 20,780,757 8,081,963 33,324,226

Loss on sale of land 1,196,788 ) 0 0 0 0 1,196,788

Transfers to City 44,942 110,154 264,997 na na® 420,093

Administration 456,608 359,057 458,237 na® na® 1,273,992
Total expenditures 3,816,754 1,649,226 1,886,399 20,780,757 8,081,963 36,215,099
Fund balance, ending 2,167,175 2,186,424 19,728,014 19,901,815 20,079,948 20,079,948
TOTAL NON-HOUSING
FUND BALANCES,
ENDING $8,097,891 $18,083,190 $38,820,909  $38,623,399  $34,782,175 $34,782,175

{1) Per El Cajon Redevelopment Agency Basic Financial Statements for the years ended 6/30/05, 6/30/06,

6/30/07.
Beginning fund balances have been restated beginning with FYE 6/30/05 to reflect restatement of

Advances from the City of El Cajon as a liability, in accordance with the June 30, 2007 financial
statements. )

{2) Gross Tax Increment projected at 2% of prior year gross tax increment FYE 06/30/2009. All other revenue
and expenditures are based on the City of El Cajon Annual Budget for Fiscal Year 2007-2008.

(3) Data for these figures is not available.



NON HOUSING PROGRAMS AND PROJECTS REVIEW

In keeping with the long-term strategy of the EI Cajon City Council and the Agency, the redevelopment
projects described in the following section reflect a concentrated effort to improve the quality of life in
Downtown El Cajon.

Downtown El Cajon — Phase One

Over the last ten years, the first phase of the City's downtown revitalization plan was completed. Through
an exceptional collaborative working relationship with the EI Cajon Community Development Corporation
(ECCDC), Downtown El Cajon includes pleasurable dining experiences, a downtown park, library,
community center, renovated commercial structures and special events bringing over 500,000 visitors to
the downtown every year. In addition, within the term of the current Implementation Plan, 96 new
businesses and 251 new jobs have been created. -

Downtown El Cajon — Phase Two

Phase Two of the downtown revitalization includes 27 ambitious and challenging capital improvement
projects consisting of new residential and commercial development, as well as infrastructure
improvements to transportation, parking, and fraffic circulation. The status of the Phase Two existing and
proposed capital improvement projects and programs, as well as those projects identified in the
Implementation Plan which have been completed are described below.

Completed Projects

Southwest Corner Project: The residential component (“Phase ") of this mixed-use project was
completed on December 2, 2003 and consists of 28 single-family affordable town house units. The
commercial component (“Phase II") consists of approximately 12,000 square feet of commercial and retail
uses. Phase two construction began on May 31, 2007 and is expected to be completed in the Summer of
2008. A national restaurant tenant will be solicited. Funds in the amount of $6,183,436 were expended in
Phase | in accordance with the Disposition and Development Agreement (DDA) entered with the
Developer on October 23, 2001. No further financial resources are to be expended in Phase I.

Wi-Fi Feasibility Study: This project has been eliminated from the Implementation Plan so as not to
complete with either AT&T or Cox Cable. Redevelopment funds budgeted for this project was $30,000
which was retumed to the Capital Project Fund.

Current & On-Going Projects

Business Retention and Recruitment: The Business Retention and Recruitment Program has been
successful in assisting existing businesses that meet the long term goal of downtown revitalization and/for
businesses wishing to relocate into Downtown El Cajon. Existing businesses are assisted through a
series of services provided by the Agency and the ECCDC that are designed to educate small business
owners in management practices, improve advertising such as website development, cellaborative

marketing, or tax preparation,

Estimated Total Budget 2004- 2009: $680,178
Amount expended 7/1/04 — 6/30/07 $310,178
Tax Increment

Source of Funds:

Blighting Conditioris Remedied: Conditions that prevent or substantially
: hinder economic growth; lack of private
investment.
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Fagade Improvement Program: The Fagade improvement Program has assisted in the renovation of
21 buildings in downtown El Cajon during the first three years of the current Implementation Plan.
Through the remaining Planning Period, the Agency will continue fo provide financial assistance to the El
Cajon Community Development Corporation (CDC) for fagade upgrades, interior renovation of structures,
landscaping, signage, and related physical improvements of structures.

Estimated Total Budget 2004- 2009: $1,091,016
Amount expended 7/1/04 — 6/30/07 $ 721,016
Tax Increment

Source of Funds:

Dilapidated and deteriorated buildings
contributing to depreciated property
values, a lack of private investment,
and slow economic growth.

Blighting Conditions Remedied:

Median Isiand Infrastructure Improvement Program: During Phase | of this project the City's Public
Works Department evaluated each median island within the Project Area. Final payment for Phase | was
approved December 27, 2007. Phase |i involves reconstruction of the identified medians in accordance
with American Disabilities Act (“ADA”) standards, as well as installation of electrical and/or landscaping
improvements in keeping with current traffic and pedestrian demands. Phase Il is anticipated to be
completed in the next Five-Year Implementation Plan planning period.

Estimated Total Budget 2004- 2009: $ 230,000

Amount expended 7/1/04 — 6/30/07 $ 25,082
Tax lncrement

Source of Funds:

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Improve inadequate infrastructure.

Hazardous Materials: The Hazardous Materials Program is intended to comply with on-going monitoring
requirements issued by the County of San Diego Department of Environmental Health. Two known
brownfield sites have been Identified within the downtown and have been acquired by the Agency. To
date, the County has not required testing of the sites; however funds remain available in the event that

testing is required.

Estimated Total Budget 2004- 2009: $236,523

Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07 $ 11,523
Tax increment

Source of Funds:

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Impaired property values due in
significant part to hazardous wastes.

Main Street and Magnolia Avenue Street Improvements and Entryway Monument: The Main Street
Improvement Project and the Magnolia Avenue Improvement Project have been combined for time and
cost saving purposes. The project was approved by City Council on December 18, 2007 and construction
began February 4, 2008. The scope of work consists of roadway improvements that include curb, gutter,
sidewalk, pavement, and drainage improvements; repiacement of street lights and traffic signals, as well
as, pedestrian street furniture, trash enclosures, bike racks, and additional pedestrian lighting.
Improvements are scheduled for completion by June 30, 2008. Installation of the Entryway Monument is
anticipated for the Fall 2008, however a cost for the monument has not yet been determined.
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Estimated Total Budget 2004- 2009: $3,500,000
Amount expended 7/1/04 — 6/30/07 $ 216,141
Tax Increment

Source of Funds:

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Deficient and aging infrastructure;
Additional lighting alleviating potential
crime activity.

Graffiti Removal Program: Graffiti incidents have escalated throughout the City as the E! Cajon Police
Department reports increased gang related crime. The Agency allocated $60,000 for Fiscal Year 2007-08
to assist with graffiti removal, two-thirds of which was already expended by December 31, 2007,

Estimated Total Budget 2004~ 2009: $123,986
Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07 $ 37,986
Tax Increment

Source of Funds:

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Crime activity contributing to a serious
threat to public safety and welfare.

Lend a Hand Day Program: The Agency has contributed over $160,000 to implement the Program and
will continue to allocate funding throughout the remainder of the current Planning Period. The Program
nas been successful in drawing local community members to volunteer for the revitalization efforts of
selected HUD designated low income neighborhoods.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2009: $220,086

Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07 $100,086

Source of Funds: LMIHF

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Deteriorating structures due to long-term
neglect.

Downtown Parking Structure: In Fiscal Year 2004-05 the City Council and Agency identified the need
for construction of a public parking structure in Downtown El Cajon, however no action has been taken to
date. Staff has included a parking structure within the project design description of the proposed Mixed-
Use Project #1. Seven ($7.0) million dollars has been budgeted for this project, however it is anticipated
that these funds will not be expended until the next Five-Year Implementation Plan planning period (2010-
15).

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Lack of sufficient parking facitities
necessary o accommodate growth of
new downtown residential and non-
residential development.

New Programs and Projects

Mixed-Use Project #1 (Rea Avenue} Project: Pending approval of the comprehensive amendment to
Downtown Specific Plan 182 in fiscal year 2008-09, the Rea Avenue Project will be the first project to
implement the Downtown Specific Plan's new design and construction guidelines. The Project site is
located on the north side of Rea Avenue from Sulzfeld Way to Magnolia Avenue on the east side of
Magnolia Avenue, northward to Park Boulevard. The proposed Project is 30,000 square feet of office and
professional uses over commercial and retail and an at-grade multi-level parking structure that will provide
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approximately 250 parking spaces servicing the Project and the public. The Project is in the conceptual
design stages and is anticipated to be under construction in fiscal year 2010-11,

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2009: $4,150,000

Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07 $3,582,507

Source of Funds: Tax Increment

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Conditions that prevent or substantially
hinder the viable use or capagcity of buildings
or lots; lack of private investment and new
development spurring economic growth.

Public Plaza Upgrade: The City of El Cajon is building a new 90,000 square foot Public Safety Facility
within the civic center Super Block on land currently designated as parking for City Hall. As the new
Public Safety Facility and Rea Avenue Project are in such close proximity, the City desires to master plan
existing open space throughout the Super Biock. Currently, a majority of the Super Block open space is a
water feature that requires significant maintenance for continued operation.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2009: $170,000

Amount expended 7/1/04 — 6/30/07 $0

Source of Funds; Tax Increment

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Conditions that prevent or substantially
hinder the viable use or capacity of buildings
or lots.

Police Station Reuse Analysis: The new Public Safety Facility is anticipated to open in fiscal year
2010-11. Funding for the police station reuse analysis within the current Implementation Plan reflects
expenses necessary to conduct a reuse and marketing analysis for land currently improved as the
existing police department at 100 Fletcher Parkway.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2009: $10,000

Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07 $0

Source of Funds: Tax Increment

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Conditions that prevent or substantially hinder
the viable use or capacity of buildings or lots.

Overlay Thoroughfares: The Agency is providing $500,000 during fiscal year 2008-09 to partially fund
the overlay of Fletcher Parkway from Marshal Avenue to Magnolia Avenue, This portion of Fletcher
Parkway is a primary arterial connector through the commercial corridor of El Cajon. The overlay
thoroughfare is designed to promote orderly development and compatible land uses along the roadway,
as well as promote safe and efficient movement of traffic.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2009: $500,000

Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07 $0

Source of Funds: Tax Increment

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Deficient roadway infrastructure and traffic
circulation; Incompatible adjacent land uses
contributing to a tack of economic growth.




E! Cajon Performing Arts Center Redevelopment: On August 14, 2007, the City Council authorized
staff to proceed with the preparation of a formal Request for Qualifications ("RFQ") to redevelop the
Agency/City owned existing El Cajon Performing Arts Center (“ECPAC”). The deadline for responses to
the RFQ was February 15, 2008. The Agency has budgeted $50,000 for miscellaneous professional
services, evaluating responses, and preparation of a Disposition and Development Agreement.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2009: $50,000

Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07 $0

Source of Funds: Tax Increment

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Conditions that prevent or substantially hinder

the viable use or capacity of buildings or lots;
lack of community facilities spurring economic
growth and revitalization.

Linda Way Alley Improvement: The Linda Way Alley Improvement Project will be constructed in
conjunction with the Linda Way affordable housing project. The on-site portion of the alley will be
constructed with the affordable housing units. The off-site portion of the alley will be improved with capital
non-housing funds.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2009: $200,000

Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07 $0

Source of Funds: Tax Increment

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Inadequate infrastructure or circulation
necessary to accommaodate new residential
development.

Americans with Disability Act Transition Plan: The Agency is funding $125,000 for professional
services to examine the impacts of recent legisiation which changed design standards of pedestrian
ramps at intersections. Pedestrian ramps throughout the Project Area will be improved in conformance
with new ADA design standards.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2009: $125,000

Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07 $0

Source of Funds: Tax Increment

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Deficient infrastructure inconsistent with
current design standards and necessary to
accommodate new development.

Downtown Master Design Plan Update & Specific Plan 182 Amendment: In response to developer
inquiries regarding mixed-use development in Downtown El Cajon, the City, Agency, and EI Cajon
Community Development Corporation staff concluded that a comprehensive amendment to the Specific
Plan 182 is necessary to address fundamental issues such as residential density, traffic circulation,
parking, design standards, signage, and sustainability. The comprehensive Specific Plan Amendment will
provide development standards and guidelines for Downtown EI Cajon mixed-use projects.

The scope of work is divided into two phases. Phase | includes an analysis of existing infrastructure
conditions and a complete description of the Downtown Specific Plan project area addressing land use,
development standards, and design guidelines, to be completed by Spring 2008. To date, the Agency has
expended over $369,000 for Phase | implementation and anticipates expending a total of $1.2 million
through 2009. Phase Il will result in a fuil Environmental Impact Report and is scheduled to be completed
8 months after Phase | is complete. Funds for implementation of Phase Il are anticipated to be expended
within the next Five-Year Implementation Planning Period 2010-2015.
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Estimated Total Budget 2004-2009:

$1,260,000

Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07

$ 369,829

Source of Funds;

Tax Increment

Blighting Conditions Remedied:

Depreciated or stagnant property values;
lack of private investment and new
development spurring economic growth;
conditions that hinder the viable use or
capacity of buildings or lots

Downtown Enhancements/Beautification: This project is designed to improve the aesthetics of
Downtown El Cajon through various individual activities such as landscaping, lighting, pedestrian

benches, signage, and maintenance.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2009:

$184,999

Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07

$ 40,870

Source of Funds:

Tax Increment

Blighting Conditions Remedied:

Deteriorating or lack of public amenities
deterring new development and
revitalization.

Downtown Sidewalk Improvements: This project involves replacement of existing old, cracked and
pitted sidewalks with new sidewaiks. The Agency anticipates expending over $3.6 million for this project

in the current 2007-08 fiscal year.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2009:

$3,640,000

Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07

$0

Source of Funds:

Tax Increment

Blighting Conditions Remedied:

Deteriorating public infrastructure
deterring new development and
revitalization.

'City Welcome Monument: The Agency anticipates expending $40,000 within the current fiscal year,
and the remaining budgeted amount in Fiscal Year 2008-09 for a Downtown E] Cajon welcome

monument.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2009:

$340,000

Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07

$0

Source of Funds:

Tax Increment

Blighting Conditions Remedied:

Conditions that hinder economic viability.

Traffic Roundabout: A traffic roundabout is proposed as a traffic calming measure at the confluence of
Main Street, El Cajon Boulevard and Douglas Avenue. The Agency anticipates expending $1.2 million

during the next Five-Year Implementation Plan Planning Period (2010-2015).

Blighting Conditions Remedied:

Inadequate traffic circulation contributing to
conditions that hinder the viable use of
buildings or lots.

1

b



Pedestrian Ramp Study: A Pedestrian Ramp Study is necessary to survey existing pedestrian ramps
within the Project Area and redesign those that are not in compliance with State of California updated
design standards.

Estimated Total Budget 2004- 2009: $25,000

Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07 $0

Source of Funds: . | Tax Increment

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Roadway improvements inconsistent with

current California Department of
Transportation standards contributing to a
lack of pedesirian access and circulation.

Specific Plan 182 Projects: The Specific Plan 182 projects are designed to assist various sites as they
are redeveloped into mixed-use projects. The projects will primarily consist of infrastructure
improvements, but other uses may also occur. Each individual project wiil be subject to the City's
standard approval processes. Projects will not be reviewed until approvai of the Downtown Specific Plan
Amendment 182. Two million dollars has been budgeted for Fiscal Years 2007 through 2009; Three
million dollars is budgeted for the next Five-Year Implementation Plan Planning Period (2010-2015).

Estimated Total Budget 2004- 2009: $2,000,000

Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07 $0

Source of Funds: Tax Increment

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Deficient infrastructure preventing the viable

use or capacity of buildings or lots, and
deterring new development and
revitalization.

Promenade Parking Lot Upgrade: This Promenade Parking Lot upgrade was completed October 15,
2006 and consists of 88 public parking spaces in Downtown El Cajon, immediately adjacent to the
Prescott Promenade, Public Library, and the Ronald Reagan Community Center.

Estimated Total Budget 2004- 2009: $7,108

Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07 $7,108

Source of Funds: Tax Increment

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Lack of necessary facilities to accommodate
new development and economic growth.

Landscaping Improvements: Landscaping improvements are proposed as part of the Super Block
Master Planning effort. L.andscaping is proposed throughout the City Hall and pubiic parking complex.
The Agency anticipates expending $300,000 for this project during the next Five-Year Implementation
Plan Planning Period (2010-2015).

Deficient public improvements deterring new
Blighting Conditions Remedied: development and revitalization.
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Central Lighting Improvement: The Agency is pianning on providing $50,000 to assist in the central
lighting of three public parks. Increased crime activity has been repaorted in the parks and surrounding
neighborhoods attributable to insufficient lighting. The Agency anticipates implementing this project during
the next Five Year Implementation Plan Planning Period (2010-2015).

Blighting Conditions Remedied: Deficient lighting contributing to crime activity.
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AFFORDABLE HOUSING COMPLIANCE REVIEW

The CRL requires that the Agency set aside 20% of its Project Area gross tax increment revenues to
increase and improve the affordable housing stock for very-low, low and Mmaderate income households.
The housing compliance portion of the Impiementation Plan identifies the Agency’s estimated deposits to

the Low and Moderate Income Housing Fund (“LMIHF"} and

includes a projection of the Agency’s

housing production requirements for the Ten-Year Housing Compliance Period 2004-05 through 2013-14.
The Impiementation Plan estabiishes proposed and on-going affordable housing programs, projects, and

estimated expenditures to

fulfill the Agency’s obligations under the CRL. The following housing

compliance review addresses the status of the Agency's affordable housing production requirements and
LMIHF expenditures for the Project Area.

AVAILABLE FUNDS

Table 2 and Table 3 represent the Agency’s cash flow projections for the Ten-Year Housing Compliance
Period. Actual fevenues and expenditures are reflected for fiscal years 2004-05 through 2006-07.
Projected revenues and expenditures are reflected for the remaining fiscal years 2007-08 through 2013-

Table 2: Project Area Revenue and Expenditures Housing Fund Cash Flow {2004-2009)

Fund balance,

beginning

RevenuelReceipts
20% Housing Set
Aside

1997 Bond Refinancing

Interest Eamings

Other

Charges for Services
Revenues/Receipts
Total Revenue
Operating
Expenditures/T ransfers
Administrative Costs
Transfers
Debt Service

Project Costs
Total Operating
Expenditures

Fund balance, ending

Five-Year
Actual Projection ¥ Total
2004-05 2005-06 2008-07 2007-08 2008-09
$10,409,071 $12,327,485 $16,018,354 317, 667,231 313,951, 188
2,079,021 2,473,046 2,776,989 3,070,149 3,139,438
2,085,992
336,419 393,370 447,687 213,673 158,197
81,511 63,737 90,331 1,561,780 50,000
238,833
$2,496,951 $5,224,978 $3,315,007 $4,845,602 $3,347,635 $19,230,173
$12,906,022 $17,552,463 $19,333,361 $22,512,833 $1 7,298,823
(404.949)  (676,338) (419,71 9 (695782) (673,443
(495,387)  (809,516) (740.037) (596,098  (596.91 4)
(37,211 ) {48,197} (506,374) . {7,269, 765) (4,248, 750}
(937,547) (1,534,111) !1.666,130)4{8,561,645) {5,517, 107! ($18,216,540)
11,968,475 16,018,354 17,667,231 13,951,188 11,781,716

1) Per EI Cajon Redevelopment Agency Basic Financial Statements for the years ended 6/30/05, 6/30/08, 6/30/07.

Beginning fund baian
previously recorded a

statements.

2) Gross Tax Increment

ces have been restated beginning with FYE 6/30/06 to reflect restatement of loans receivable not

S an asset and other misceilanequs adjustments, in accordance with the June 30, 2006 financial

projected at 2% of prior year gross tax increment FYE 06/30/09; Assumes 3% interest Rate on

investment earnings for FY0708; All other revenus and expenditures are based on the City of EI Cajon Annyal Budget for
. Fiscai Year 2007-2008,

14
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Table 3: Project Area Revenue and Expenditures Housing Fund Cash Flow (2010-2014)

10-Year
2009-10 2010-11 2071-12 2012-13 2013-149  Totars
Beginning Unrestricted
Fund Balance 34,158,426 $3,182,204 $2,411,742 $2,674,008 $2,966,250
Revenues/Receipts 3,346,794 3,402,940 3,464,715 3,548,688 3,638,268  $36,631,578
Total Revenue $7,505,220 36,585,144 $5,876,457 $6,222,696 $6,604,518
Operating
Expenditures/Transfers
Administrative Costs (707,115) (742,471) {779,534} {818,574) {859,503)
Transfers {595,901) {595.931) (587,855) {602,872) (614,870)
Debt Service
Project Costs (3,020,000) {2,835,000) (1,835,000) (1,835,000 (1,835,000) ($23,468,297)
Total Operating
Expenditures ($4,323,016) _($4,173,402) ($3,202,449) ($3,256,446) ($3,309,472)
Ending Unrestricted
Fund Balance $3,182,204 $2,411,742 $2,674,008 $2,966,250 $3,295,046

3)  Beginning Unrestricted Fund Balance excludes loans receivable, land held for resale and encumbrances,

4)  Housing Fund Five Year Projections provided as of 05/02/08,

5) Data for these figures is not available and assumes 2% increase in prior year tax increment revenues and 2.5% interest
earnings on beginning unrestricted fund balances.

INCLUSIONARY HOUSING REQUIREMENTS

CRL Section 33413(b)(1) requires that at least 30% of any Agency-developed units be available at
affordable housing costs to, and for occupancy by persons and families of low or moderate income, of
which not less than 50% are required to be availabie at an affordable cost to, and occupied by very low-
income households. CRL Section 33413(b)(2) requires that at least 15% of all housing units developed
by private entities or persons other than the Agency be available at affordabie housing costs to, and for
accupancy by persons and families of low or moderate income, of which not less than 40% are required
to be available at an affordable cost to, and occupied by very low-income households.

Approximately 47 new market rate residential units were developed within the Project Area from 2004 to
2007°, or approximately 16 units per year for the period of Fiscal Year 2004-05 through 2006-07. Based
Upon this data, the Agency estimates a total of 79 new market rate units will be produced through Fiscal

Year 2008-09. For the remaining Ten-Year Housing Compliance Period (2009-10 through 2013-14), the

Agency anticipates 265 additional privately developed market rate units and 27 Agency developed units.
The total estimated privately developed and Agency developed units for the ten-year period is 371 units.
Based upon the new units developed from 2004 to 2007 and the projected new units to be developed
within the remaining Ten-Year Housing Compliance Period, the Agency will need 60 affordable units of
which 25 must be affordable to very-low income households. Table 4 below reflects the Agency's
updated estimated inclusionary housing needs by time period.

! Market rate units produced per data provided by Metroscan Real Estate Solution, L.P. for the pericd of 1/1/2004 - 12/31/2007.
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Table 4: Inclusionary Housing Production by Time Perio

Redevelopment Plan

Duration
2014-2028
Total
. . 264

Assumed Housing Units _
Constructed or Privately |8 264
Substantially Rehabilitated | Developed |
in the Project Area’ Agency

Developed 0

Total 40
Required Affordable Units® 16
Very Low Units Privately | 40
(Private 40%, Agency Developed | 16
50%) :

Agency ! 0

Ceveloped 0

MNotes:

{1) Estimated by Staff.

{2) Based on 15% of assumed units developed by entities other than the Agency and 30% of units developed by the Agency.
Due to rounding, columns may not total precisely.

The fuifillment of the Agency’s affordable housing production needs to date as well as for the Ten-Year
Housing Compliance period (2004-2014)} and the remaining duration of the Redevelopment Plan {2014~
2028) are represented in Table 5. Anticipated Agency-developed units to be built in 2008 and 2009
include 25 low and moderate income units, and two very-low income units implemented through the Linda
Way and Wisconsin Cottages redevelopment projects, totaling 27 Agency developed affordable units for
the current Implementation Plan planning period. The Agency is actively pursuing additional opportunities
for new Agency and privately developed affordable housing projects to fulfill its inclusionary housing
obligations for the remaining Ten-Year Housing Compliance period.

Table 5: Inclusionary Housing Needs Fulfillment by Time Period

Required Affordable Units Units Produced During Remaining
Period Balance
Total Low and Very Total | Lowand | Very | Lowand | Very
Moderate Low Moderate | Low | Moderate | Low

2014-2028

Redevelopment Plan 40 24 16 24 24 0 0 0
Duration

Total Requirement

Inception - 245 143 102 245 143 102 0 0
Redevelopment Plan

Duration

16
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REPLACEMENT HOUSING

Implementation of the Linda Way project described in the Housing Programs and Projects Review section
invoives demaiition of 15 existing affordable units. CRL Section 33413 requires that whenever dwelling
units housing persons of low or moderate income are destroyed or removed from the low and moderate
income housing market, the Agency must replace the units within four years of demolition or removal of
the units. The Agency intends to comply with this requirement through implementation of the Agency's In-
Fill Housing Project which is currently in the conceptual stages of development.

PROPORTIONAL EXPENDITURE OBLIGATIONS |

Per CRL Section 33334.4(a) the Agency is obligated to expend monies from its LMIHF for very-low and
fow-income households in at least the same proportion as the need identified for very low and low-income
household units in the City, as refiected in the City's Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA). The
City's RHNA and Agency'’s proportional expenditure obligations and limitations per CRL Section 334334.4
are summarized in Table 6.

Expenditures for very-low and low income househoids must not be less than the percentages identified. A
maximum of 42% of the Agency's total expenditure obligation may be expended for moderate income
housing. Expenditures for low income senior housing cannot exceed 11%. The expenditure obligation
amounts were calculated based on total projected revenues reflected in Tables 2 and 3.

Table 6: City of E! Cajon Regicnal Housing Needs

Very Low-Income (0-50% AMI) 31.0% $2,503,769 $11,357,029
Low-income (51 - 80% AMI) 27.0% $5,192,147 $9,891,606
Moderate-Income {81-120% AMI) 42.0% $8,076,673 $15,386,943
Total 100% $19,230,173 $36,635,578
Low Income Senior Housing 1% $846,551 $2,337,350

Source: SANDAG Regional Housing Needs Assessment 2005-2010.

(1) Represents percentage of allowed low and moderate income housing expenditures for households with a member over the
age of 65. Based upon 2000 Census data.
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HOUSING PROGRAMS AND PROJECTS REVIEW

The Agency has expended over $8.0 million to date on housing programs and projects and anticipates
expending a total of $18.9 million through the remaining Implementation Plan Planning Period. The
following is a description and status of the Agency's affordable housing programs and projects.

First Time Homebuyer Education Program: This program prepares homebuyers for the responsibility
of purchasing and owning a new home. The program includes a civic componernt that wiil integrate the
homebuyer into the downtown community through volunteerism. Project funding will assist with planning,
community outreach, coordination, and with the purchase of materials and supplies. To date, this program
has not yet been impiemented.

Estimated Total Budget 2004- 2014: $200,000
Amount expended 7/1/04 — 6/30/07 $0
Source of Funds: LMIHF

First Time Home Buyer Program: This program provides down payment and closing cost assistance to
first-time homebuyers. The program assists with the purchase of a new or existing home within the
Project Area by financing the gap necessary to make housing affordable to low and moderate-income
households. The program is funded by housing set aside funds. Over the first three years of the current
Implementation Plan 20 households were assisted.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2014: $9,369,478
Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07 $1,469,478
Source of Funds: LMIHF

Shared Housing Program: This program matches senior homeowners with extra bedrooms with seniors
in need of housing. The Agency provides financial assistance to help administer the program.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2014: $202,537
Amount expended 7/1/04 — 6/30/07 $ 52,537
Source of Funds: LMIHF

REACH Program: This program would provide an opportunity for recipients of an Agency First Time
Home Buyer Loan Program would receive credit towards the repayment of their ioan in exchange for
volunteer hours with the El Cajon Community Development Corporation. However, to date this program

has not yet been implemented.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2014: $120,000

Amount expended 7/1/04 — 6/30/07 $0

Source of Funds: LMIHF
18
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New Programs and Proposed Projects

Residential Infill Housing Project: In accordance with the CRL requirements, this project is designed to
fulfill replacement housing obligations due to implementation of the Linda Way project. The project is
currently in the conceptual stage and therefore a project site has not yet been identified. The Agency
anticipates expending $3.5 million in fiscal year 2008-09. The remaining budgeted amount will be
expended within the next Five-Year Implementation Plan Planning Period.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2014: $6,550,000
Amount expended 7/1/04 — 8/30/07 $0
Source of Funds: LMIHF

Wisconsin Cottages: This project was approved in 2005 and provides a $1.5 million loan and $1.0
million grant to the El Cajon Community Development Corporation (ECCDC) for development of seven
single-family residences on a vacant lot on Wisconsin Avenue in Downtown El Cajon. The project is
currently in the final construction phases and is scheduled for completion in April 2008.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2014: $2,490,000
Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07 $ 944314
Source of Funds: LMIHF

Linda Way: The Linda Way Project represents the first Agency sponsored new construction of
residential development in 12 years. All phases of the project will be coordinated by Agency staff
including acquisition, relocation, CEQA compliance, demolition, design, and construction. The project
consists of seven parcels at the corner of Linda Way and Chambers Street in Downtown El Cajon. Prior
to demolition, the site consisted of a 15-unit multi-family residential structure and an abandoned building.
Trash, graffiti, and homeless crime were prevalent. The buildings were constructed in 1950 and evaluated
for rehabilitation and/for retrofit potential prior to demolition approval.

All tenants have been successfully relocated in accordance with an approved relocation pian adopted in
December of 2006. Demolition was scheduled for February 2008, The City is currently negotiating with a
developer for construction of approximately 20 single family cottage style units affordable to iow and
moderate income first time home buyers.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2014: $6,150,000
Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07 $5,474,334
Source of Funds: LMIHF

Foreclosure and Loss Prevention Fund: This program is designed to assist recipients of Agency First
Time Homebuyer funds in the even of a default or foreclosure in order to prevent loss of an affordable
housing unit and Agency housing funds. The Agency anticipates expending $250,000 in fiscal year 2008-
09 and the remaining budgeted amount within the next Five-Year Implementation Pian.

Estimated Total Budget 2004-2014: $1,250,000
Amount expended 7/1/04 — 6/30/07 $0
Source of Funds: LMIHF
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Housing Rehabilitation Loan Program: This program is designed to assist existing qualified
homeowners rehabilitate their homes as a method of eliminating blight and maintaining the City's
affordable housing stock. The Agency anticipates expending $500,000 for this program in fiscal year
2008-09.

Estimated Total Budget 2004- 2014: $2,500,000
Amount expended 7/1/04 — 6/30/07 $0
Source of Funds: LMIHF

Downtown Master Design Plan Update & Specific Plan 182 Amendment: Funding is allocated to the
residential component of the proposed Downtown El Cajon Master Design Plan Update & Specific Plan
182 Amendment providing development standards and guidelines for mixed-use projects.

Estimated Tetal Budget 2004-2014: $500,000

Amount expended 7/1/04 - 6/30/07 $ 86,916

Source of Funds: LMIHF
20
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ITEM NGO 4.1

Agenda Repert

April 28, 2008

TO:

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

FROM: City Clerk

SUBJECT: SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN 1462 — Frink for Morello -

226 Avocado Avenue

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council

+ Approve, Modify or Disapprove the action taken by the Planning Commission to

approve Site Development Plan 1462 for the expansion of an existing dental office in
the O-P Zone, and within the boundaries of Specific Plan 182, at 226 Avocado
Avenue.

BACKGROUND:

The Planning Commission conducted a Public Hearing on April 21, 2008, and
recommended approval of Site Development Plan 1462 for the expansion of an existing
dental office in the O-P Zone, and within the boundaries of Specific Plan 182, subject to
certain conditions, one of which requires the City Council to approve the project. Following
are the findings of fact for the Planning Commission recommendation:

A.

 The proposed project is exempt from environmental review in accordance with

Section 15301, Class 1 (Existing Facilities) of CEQA Guidelines;
The proposed plan is consistent with the “Special Development Area #9 / Office Non-
Retail” designation of the General Plan, which governs the subject site, and is in

conformance with the goals, policies and objectives of the General Plan;

The proposed site development plan complies with all applicable provisions of the
Zoning Ordinance (See Sections 17.35.010-160 of the ECMCQ); and

4



D. The proposed plan follows sound design practices, and proper facilities and rights~df-
way are recognized and respected on the development plan.

FISCALIMPACT: The Commumty Development Department collects fees for processing
developments.

PREPARED BY: "APPROVED BY:

1 / . R
Kathie Rutle Kathi Henry [}
CITY CLERK CITY MANAGER
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RESOLUTION NO. 10491

A RESOLUTION APPROVING SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN NO. 1462 FOR
THE EXPANSION OF AN EXISTING DENTAL OFFICE IN THE O-P
(OFFICE PROFESSIONAL) ZONE AND WITHIN THE BOUNDARIES OF
SPECIFIC PLAN 182, APN: 488-231-25, GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION:
SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT AREA #9 / OFFICE NON-RETAIL

WHEREAS, the EI Cajon City Planning Commission held a discussion on
April 21, 2008 to consider Site Development Plan No. 1462, as submitted by David Frink
requesting to construct a 1,080-square-foot addition for an existing dentali office building at
226 Avocado Avenue in the O-P (Office Professional) zone, and within the hdundaries of
Specific Plan 182 on property located on the west side of Avocado Avenue between East
Main Street and East Lexington Avenue, and addressed as 226 Avocado Avenue: and

WHEREAS, the following findings of fact are hereby made in regard to said site
development plan:

A. The proposed project is exempt from environmental review in accordance with
Section 15301, Class 1 (Existing Facilities) of CEQA Guidelines: and

B. The proposed plan is consistent with the “Special Development Area #9 / Office
Non-Retail” designation of the General Pfan, which governs the subject site, and is
in conformance with the goals, policies and objectives of the General Plan;

C. The proposed site development plan complies with all applicable provisions of the
Zoning Ordinance (See Sections 17.35,010-160 of the ECMC);

D. The proposed plan follows sound design practices, and proper facilities and rights-
of-way are recognized and respected on the development pian.

: NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that based upon said findings of fact, and
as stated above, the El Cajon City Planning Commission hereby APPROVES Site
Development Plan No. 1462 to construct a 1,080-square foot addition for an existing dental
office building at 226 Avocado Avenue in the O-P (Office Professional) zone, and within the
boundaries of Specific Plan 182, subject to the following conditions:

1. The City Council shall aiso approve Site Development Plan No. 1462, subject to
conditions, as provided in Section V.B of Specific Plan 182, for this decision to be
effective. -

2. Within 30 days of Planning Commission action, the applicant shall submit a new site
pian (one mylar copy). The following specific notes and changes shall be indicated on
the revised plan: ' ]

a. Add the notes and details.requested by Public Works Dept. requirements
dated 04-10-08 (Items A1 & 2).
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P.C. Resolution #10491

. b. Relocate the monument sign so that it is a minimum of 15 feet from the
southerly property line and the driveway, otherwise it must be setback 10 feet
from the exterior property line. -

c. Add the following note: “The landscaping shall be routinely maintained, ‘.
weeded and trimmed in a neat and orderly manner, watered and fertilized to
achieve a heaithy appearance; kept free of dead and/or dying plant materials,
replacing plant materials as needed; and the irrigation system shall be
properly maintained and operated to provide appropriate watering, and to
avoid inadequate and excessive watering.” '

d. Add the following note: “All rooftop equipment shall be screened from the
public right of way.”
e. Indicate a lighting pian for all parking areas and pedestrian walkways.

3. In addition to submitting the revised SDP 1462 site plan, the following conditions
shall be satisfied prior to the issuance of building permits: '

a. The applicant shall comply with the requirements of the Public Works Division
noted in the comments dated 04-10-08 and attached as Exhibit A.

b. The applicant shall comply with the requirements of the Building Division as
noted in the comments dated 03-13-08 and attached as Exhibit B.

¢. = The applicant shall comply with the requirements of the Fire Safety Division
as noted in the comments dated 03-10-08 and attached as Exhibit C.

d. The applicant shall comply with the requirements of the El Cajon Community -

Development Corporation as noted in the comments dated 02-19-08 and .
attached as Exhibit D. '

e. The applicant shall submit and obféih approval of a Landscape and Irrigation
Plan prepared in accordance with City Council Policy C-6.
f. The applicant shall submit a Sign Program prepared in accordance with

criteria- set forth in Specific Plan 182.

4. Ifall appropriate conditions of approval have not been satisfied or if the construction
approved by this site development pian has not been commenced, and if no request
for an extension of time has been received within one year of this approval, or by
April 21, 2009, this site development plan shall be considered null and void per El
Cajon Zoning Ordinance Section 17.56.080

Page 2 of 3

a9



PC-Resaolution #10491

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the El Cajon City Planning Commission at a regular
meeting held April 21, 2008, by the following vote: -

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

k zL.,ijw/¢:7,4i¥§

Gary WOODS,” Chairman

ATTEST:

—rY\édl;@a,Atuﬂb

Melissa AYRES, Secretary '

APPROVED
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STAFF REPORT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
APRIL 21, 2008 - 7:00 P.M.

COUNCIL CHAMBER

200 E. MAIN STREET
EL CAJON, CA 92020

AGENDA ITEM #5

SUBJECT: SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN NO. 1462 — David Frink

This is a request to construct a 1,080-square-foot addition for an existing dental office
building at 226 Avocado Avenue, which is located on the west side of Avocado Avenue,
between East Lexington Avenue and East Main Street. '

APN: 488-231-25

General Plan:  SDA #9 / Office Non-Retail
Zoning: Office Professional (O-P)
Applicant: David Frink / (619) 640-2400

Project Planner: Noah Alvey / (619) 441-1773 / Email: nalvev@ci.el-cajon.ca.us

dekk kg dedohdkk FThkkkkkhkhk RkdkkkRkRk dkkkkkhrk

RECOMMENDED ACTION: MOVE TO ADOPT RESCLUTION NO. 10491 APPROVING
SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN NO. 1462, SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS

Fededk dedede dedkok ke s dr e e dede ok dede Fhkkkhdhkhh Fkkddkkhki

BACKGROUND

On August 7, 2006 the Planning Commission granted Conditional Use Permit No. 2031 to
expand the existing office building on the subject site and to approve a reduction in the
number of required parking spaces. The request was for a two-story office building with
covered parking. Since the subject site is within the boundaries of Specific Plan 182, the
request was forwarded to the City Council.  The City Council approved the request on
November 14, 2006. The applicant did not obtain building permits and Conditional Use
Permit No. 2031 expired on November 14, 2007. The applicant decided not to move
forward with this request and decided to redesign the addition.

On February 18, 2008 the El Cajon Community Development Corporation’s Design Review
- Commission reviewed and approved with the conditions, the applicant's current proposal.
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SDP 1462
04-21-08

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Existing Conditions: The subject property is basically flat, and is located on the west side of
Avocado Avenue between East Main Street and East Lexington Avenue. This property has
approximately 80 feet of frontage on Avocado Avenue and has a lot depth of 150 feet. The
property has a lot area of 0.28 acres or 12,000 square feet. The site is currently deveioped
with a 1,120-square foot office building and an unpaved parking area. The existing
structure is comprised of vertical wood siding and a brick accent around the entrance.

To the north of the project site is a vacant lot. This property is zoned O-P (Office
Professional). Across Avocado Avenue and to the east is a single-family dwelling and an
office building, zoned O-P (Office Professional) and a 24-unit apartment complex zoned R-
4 (Multiple Family, High-Density). Just south of the project site is a medical office building,
zoned O-P (Office Professional). To the west is a church that is also zoned O-P (Office
Professional). The General Plan designation of the project site is “Special Development
Area #9 / Office Non-Retail” as indicated on the General Plan Land Use Map.

Project Proposal: This is a request by the applicant to add approximately 1,120-square feet
to the rear of an existing single-story office building. The exterior of the existing building
and the proposed addition will be covered with horizontal lap siding and “buckskin mountain
ledge” rock veneer. The rock veneer will be utilized around the entrance of the building and
along the northerly fagade of the building to accent certain features of the structure. The
siding will be two tones of a light brown color. A darker tone will be utilized along the base
of the building, adjacent to the rock veneer, and a lighter tone will be used above the base.
Colored elevations will be included in each Planning Commissioners Agenda packet and
will be on display at the Planning Commission meeting. The colored elevations are not a
precise match to the color board that the applicant has submitted to staff, but the El Cajon
Community Development Corporation’s Design Review Commission has approved the
elevations and the color board. The applicant’s materials board will be on display at the
Planning Commission meeting. The applicant will also install a new composition shingle
roof and a new pergola will be located between the entrance to the building and the parking
area. The applicant’s proposal also includes a paved parking lot, a trash enclosure, a
monument sign, a projecting sign, and landscaping throughout the site.

PERTINENT CASES

Specific Plan (SP) 182: The City Council originally adopted Ordinance No. 2524 creating
SP 182 in 1972 to implement the General Plan by creating a central business district. This
specific plan provides the standards for development within the Downtown Redevelopment
Area and has been amended several times over the last 35 plus years. Recent
amendments include the expansion of the SP 182 boundaries in order to coincide with the

-2-
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Et Cajon Community Development Corporation (ECCDC) boundaries in August of 2003.
The subject property was included in the expanded boundaries. In March, 2005, the plan
was amended to clarify the “mixed-use development” concept. Public meetings are
currently being held to consider a comprehensive review of SP 182. Properties located
within SP 182 may be developed through the Site Development Plan process, and they are
reviewed and approved by the Planning Commission and City Council. These reviews do
not require a public hearing. :

GENERAL PLAN /{ CODE COMPLIANCE

General Plan Consistency: The General Plan designation of the subject properties is
“Special Development Area #9 / Office Non-Retail’. Special Development Area #9 is the
area located around the intersection of Main Street and Magnolia Avenue and includes a
mixture of retail, office, residential, governmental and cultural uses and activities. The
Stanford Research Institute (S.R.l.) Economic Base Study of 1983 suggests this area
become an "Urban Village" permitting a mix of uses. Specific Plan 182 has been adopted
to implement the goals of Special Development Area #9. The General Plan identifies the
underlying General Plan designation as “Office / Non-Retail”. These areas may be in close
proximity to residential areas, so it is important that the development standards, the
allowable uses and their hours of operation are compatible with residential development.

The Zoning Ordinance presently contains one zone (Office-Professional (O-P) zone) that
focuses primarily on office uses. The O-P zone allows very fimited retail trade, and some
civic and assembly-type uses by conditional use permit. The project site’s zone
designation {O-P) is consistent with the General Plan Designation.

The proposed project complies with the General Plan Goais and Policies for commercial or
office / non-retail development, specifically the following:

1-1.1.  Adequate landscaped off-street parking areas shall be provided for all commercial
areas and they shall be properly maintained.

1-1.2.  Numerous trees and ample landscaping shall be used around and within
commercial areas to break up the monotonous and barren look of parking areas.

The proposed project meets the landscaping standards of the O-P zone and will
be required to submit a landscape and irrigation plan that conforms to City Council
Landscape Policy C-6.

9-4.3.  Commercial establishments shall be carefully integrated with the surrounding area.
Conflicts with residential or other sensitive land uses should be minimized.
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9-4.7. Loading docks, trash coflection areas, equipment storage including roof equipment
and other unsightly areas shall be concealed from sight.

9-4.9. Commercial uses shall be buffered from surrounding streets and uses b y means of
curbs, islands, landscaping,-fencing and/or back-up development.

City Council Policy B-14 established design guidelines that are intended to
improve the appearance of buildings, using quality and compatibility with
surroundings as primary considerations. The proposed project satisfies the intent
of this policy by placing the building close to the street. Light earth tones are
proposed for color. Landscaping is proposed along each street frontage and within
the project area. Access to the project site is by a single driveway located at the
northerly property line via Avocado Avenue, which is a primary thoroughfare.

1-6.1.  The utilities for all new development and all major redevelopment in the city shall
be underground.

The proposed resolution includes a condition of approval to underground existing
utilities within the project site.

O-P Zone Development Standards; The 1,080-square foot addition to an existing dental K
office building at 226 Avocado Avenue is depicted on the site plan and colored elevations
provided to the Planning Commission (and posted for the public hearing). The following

tabie shows the applicable development standards and policy guidelines used by staffin its

review,

Development Standard O-P Zone Proposed Project
Minimum Front Yard* 10 feet 10 feet
Minimum Interior Side Yard 0 feet 4 feet, 9 inches
Minimum Rear Yard 0 feet to commercial & 10 50 feet, 4 inches
feet to residential
Maximum Building Height 35 feet 13 feet, 6 inches
Parking 1:250 for first 10,000 sq. ft. 9 spaces
Minimum Site Landscaping Exterior yards & 10 sq. ft. per Exceeds minimum
parking space

*SP 182 does not require an exterior setback for one and two-story buildings

The applicant’s proposal includes a monument sign and a projecting sign. The monument
sign is located nine feet, four inches from the southerly property line. A minimum distance
of 15 feet is required from the southerly property line and from the intersection of the
driveway and the public right of way, if the sign is located within 10 feet of the exterior

-4-
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property line. The minimum distance requirements for a monument sign will require the
proposed sign to be relocated. At this time staff does not know where the final location of
the monument sign will be, but the final location must satisfy the location requirements
enumerated in the Zoning Ordinance. The proposed elevations submitted by the applicant
include a projecting sign. The sign and graphic guidelines in SP 182 stipulate that
projecting signs may project a maximum of 24 inches from the supporting wail and not have
a sign area exceeding ten square feet per face. . Staff will include a recommended condition
of approval that requires the applicant to submit a sign program that has been approved by
the COC and that complies with the sign criteria contained within the SP 182 guidelines.

Design Review Guidelines: The proposed office building is consistent with adopted Design
Review Guidelines (City Council Policy B-14) that encourage “breaks” in rooflines,
articulated entries and reveals in exterior walls. The pergoia along the easterly building
facade adds a horizontal element at the entrance. The proposed building elevations were
reviewed and approved by the El Cajon Community Development Corporation’s (CDC)
Design Review Board. CDC's comment letter (attached) recommends added features or
design revisions to further enhance the project. These recommendations have been
included in the proposed conditions of approval.

1

CEQA: The proposed project is exempt from em)ironmental review in accordance with
15301 (Class 1) Existing Facilities of the CEQA Guidelines, because the proposed project
will result in an addition of not more than 50% of the floor area of the structures before the

addition, or 2,500 square feet.

Required Findings: In order for the Planning Commission to approve the proposed project,
the Commission must make the following findings:

A. The proposed development and use are consistent with the General Plan.
B. The proposed development and use consistent with the Zoning Ordinance.

C. The proposed development follows sound design practices, and proper facilities and
rights-of-way are recognized and respected on the development plan.

STAFF ANALYSIS

Staff believes that the Planning Commission can make the necessary findings to approve
Site Development Plan No. 1462. The proposed development of the subject site is
consistent with the General Plan and previously stated policies. It is consistent with the O-P
zone's list of allowed uses and is not prohibited within the boundaries of Specific Plan 182,
The proposal also meets the required development standards set forth under the O-P zone
section of the Zoning Ordinance once the conditions of approval are satisfied. '

-5-
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SDP 1462
04-21-08

The proposed office building expansion will be a welcomed addition to Avocado Avenue.
The proposed development, which is comprised of an expanded, enhanced building and
new infrastructure (landscaping, parking, lighting, etc.), will improve this established
office/commercial district. The proposed office building expansion follows sound design
practices, and proper facilities and rights-of-way are recognized and respected on the
development plan.

MA:BKR:NJA:rlv

Attachments: 1. Proposed Resolution No. 10491

a. Public Works Dept. comments dated 04-10-08

b. Building Division comments dated 03-31-08

c. Fire Dept. comments dated 03-06-08

d. El Cajon Community Development Corporation comments dated 02-19-08
Application

Disclosure Statement

Aerial Photo

Ll el
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Attachment 1

RESOLUTION NO. 10491

ARESOLUTION APPROVING SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN NO. 1462 FOR
THE EXPANSION OF AN EXISTING DENTAL OFFICE IN THE O-P
(OFFICE PROFESSIONAL) ZONE AND WITHIN THE BOUNDARIES OF
SPECIFIC PLAN 182, APN: 488-231-25, GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION:
SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT AREA #9 / OFFICE NON-RETAIL

WHEREAS, the El Cajon City Planning Commission held a discussion on

Aprit 21, 2008 to consider Site Development Plan No. 1462, as submitted by David Frink

requesting to construct a 1,080-square-foot addition for an existing dentai office building at

226 Avocado Avenue in the O-P (Office Professional) zone, and within the boundaries of

- Specific Plan 182 on property located on the west side of Avocado Avenue between East
Main Street and East Lexington Avenue, and addressed as 226 Avocado Avenue; and

WHEREAS, the following findings of fact are hereby made in regard to said site
development plan:

A The proposed project is exempt from environmental review in accordance with
Section 15301, Class 1 (Existing Facilities) of CEQA Guidelines; and

B. The proposed plan is consistent with the “Special Development Area #9 / Office
Non-Retail” designation of the General Plan, which governs the subject site, and is
in conformance with the goals, policies and objectives of the General Plan;

C. The proposed site development plan complies with all applicable provisions of the
Zoning Ordinance {See Sections 17.35.010-160 of the ECMC);

D. The proposed plan follows sound design practices, and proper facilities and rights-
of-way are recognized and respected on the development plan.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE [T RESOLVED that based upon said findings of fact, and
as stated above, the El Cajon City Planning Commission hereby APPROVES Site
Development Plan No. 1462 to construct a 1,080-square foot addition for an existing dental
office building at 226 Avocado Avenue in the O-P (Office Professional) zone, and within the
boundaries of Specific Plan 182, subject to the following conditions:

1. The City Council shall also approve Site Development Plan No. 1462, subject to
conditions, as provided in Section V.B of Specific Plan 182, for this decision to be
effective. :

2. Within 30 days of Planning Commission action, the applicant shall submit a new site
plan (one mylar copy). The following specific notes and changes shall be indicated on
the revised plan: -

a. Add the notes and details requested by Public Works Dept. requirements
dated 04-10-08 (Items A1 & 2).

10"



P.C. Resolution #10491

b.

d.

e.

Relocate the monument sign so that it is a minimum of 15 feet from the
southerly property line and the driveway, otherwise it must be setback 10 feet
from the exterior property line.

Add the following note: “The landscaping shall be routinely maintained,
weeded and trimmed in a neat and orderly manner, watered and fertilized to
achieve a healthy appearance; kept free of dead and/or dying plant materials,
replacing plant materials as needed; and the irrigation system shall be
properly maintained and operated to provide appropriate watering, and to
avoid inadequate and excessive watering.”

Add the following note: “All rooftop equipment shall be screened from the
public right of way.”

Indicate a lighting plan for all parking areas and pedestrian walkways.

In addition to submitting the revised SDP 1462 site plan, the following conditions

shall be satisfied prior to the issuance of building permits:

a.
b.

C.

The applicant shall comply with the requirements of the Public Works Division
noted in the comments dated 04-10-08 and attached as Exhibit A.

The applicant shall comply with the requirements of the Building Division as
noted in the comments dated 03-13-08 and attached as Exhibit B.

The applicant shall comply with the requirements of the Fire Safety Division
as noted in the comments dated 03-10-08 and’attached as Exhibit C.

The applicant shall comply with the requirements of the El Cajon Community
Development Corporation as noted in the comments dated 02-19-08 and
attached as Exhibit D.

The applicant shall submit and obtain approval of a Landscape and Irrigation
Plan prepared in accordance with City Council Policy C-6.

The applicant shall submit a2 Sign Program prepared in accordance with
criteria set forth in Specific Plan 182, :

If all appropriate conditions of approval have not been satisfied or if the construction

approved by this site development plan has not been commenced, and if no request
for an extension of time has been received within one year of this approval, or by
April 21, 2009, this site development plan shall be considered null and void per El
Cajon Zoning Ordinance Section 17.56.080 '

Page 2 of 3
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P.C. Resolution #10491

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the El Cajon City Planning Commission at a regular
meeting held April 21, 2008, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

Gary WOODS, Chairman

ATTEST:

Melissa AYRES, Secretary

Page 3 .0f 3
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APN: 488-231-25

Attachment 1

StreetName | Right.of-Way Curb Street General Plan
Class Class
Exist Prop Exist Prop

AVOCADO 84’ 84’ 64’ 64’ PRIMARY OFFICE

AVENUE | PROFESSIONAL
TO: PLANNING DIVISION NEGEDTE |
FROM: DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS ”_\ AFE 1 G058 1)
RE: SDP 1462 By

LOCATION: 226 AVOCADO AVENUE

PUBLIC WORKS COMMENTS & REQUIREMENTS WITH THIS ACTION:

A) GENERAL

Practices as a condition of the SDP:

Exhibit A

¢ A1)  Add the following notes to the Site Development Plan and implement the Best Management

“All operations shall comply with the City’s Jurisdictional Urban Runoff Managements
Program (JURMP) and the City's Storm Water Ordinance (Municipal Code 13.10 and
16.60) to minimize or eliminate pollutant discharges to the storm drain system. Operations
shall include implementation of (vehicle services) Best management Practices (BMPs) as
follows:

a.

b.

Maintain and repair parking area from trash and petroleum leaks.

Sweep or vacuum to clean outdoor areas (trash enclosures, sidewalks and parking

lots).

Capture, contain and collect any power wash water and dispose in the sanitary sewer

Dispose of waste properly.

Only rain is permitted to enter the storm drain system.

Discharges (direct or by conveyance) of trash, debris, or car fluids to the storm drain
system are strictly prohibited.

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

HAPRIVATE DEVWPLANNING ACTIONS\ SDP 1462.doc
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"A-2) Show a detail of any proposed/existing trash enclosure(s). The trash enclosure design must
be secured, bermed, covered and placed in a location compliant with the requirements of
Public Works Storm Water Attachment No. 2 (Available to the public through Publlc Works
on the 4" of City Hall).

B) PUBLIC WORKS COMMENTS & REQUIREMENTS WITH THIS ACTION AND PRIOR TO
THE ISSUANCE OF ANY BUILDING PERMIT:

B-1) Inaccordance with the City's lot grading ordinance, no grading or soil disturbance, including
clearing of vegetative matter, shall be done until all necessary environmental clearances are
secured and a Grading and Drainage Plan (|f requ:red) and an Erosion Control Plan have
been reviewed by Public Works.

a. The Erosion Control Plan shall control sediment and pollution and be in compliance with
the City's Jurisdictional Urban Runoff Management Program (JURMP). The Plan should
show measures to ensure that pollutants and runoff from the development are reduced
to the maximum extent practicable and will not cause or contribute to an exceedance of
receiving water quality objectives throughout project construction.

Note: copies of the JURMP requirements are available in Public Works.

b. The Grading and Drainage Plan and Erosion Control Plan shall be prepared by a Civil
Engineer, registered with the State of California. These Plans shall be based on a
preliminary soils report and must comply with the City’s Standard Urban Storm Water
Mitigation Plan Ordinance, which requires the applicant to provide additional erosion
control measures & perform future ongoing maintenance even after completion of the
project to prevent, treat, or limit the amount of storm water runoff & pollution from the
property. An Erosion Control Plan is mandatory. The Grading and Drainage Plan is
required unless the following exceptions to the City's lot grading ordinance are met:

1} An excavation which is less than two feet in depth and does not create a slope
steeper than two horizontal to one vertical and does not exceed 50 cubic yard on any
one lot and does not obstruct or alter a drainage course.

2) A fill less than 12 inches in depth and placed with a slope not steeper than two
horizontal to one vertical and does not exceed 50 cubic yards on any one lot and
does not obstruct or alter a drainage course.

Please note: sufficient information must be submitted for the City to determine if the
proposed project meets the requirements for the exception. This includes a site plan with
existing buildings, grades, elevations, drainage patterns and discharge locations, and all
proposed grades, elevations, building pad elevations and drainage patterns and any other
information pertinent to the review.

The Grading/Drainage Plan and Erosnon Control Plan shall be submitted to the Public Works
Department, Engineering Division, 4" floor City Hall, and shall include:

4 sets of prints \,V
Cost estimate of site improvements
Review fees for Drainage/Grading Plan.and for Erosion Control Plan

Il

HAPRIVATE DEVAPLANNING ACTIONS\SDP1462.doc



B-2)

B-3)

B-4)

B-5)

1 copy pf soiis report

The engineer shall obtain applicable checklists, notes and instructions from Publlc Works
prior to submittal of plans.

Since this project has very limited on-site parking, it is suggested that an on-site parking
space be designated for loading and unloading of passengers.

Execute a Hold Harmless Agreement and Encroachment Permit for the existing white picket
fence located in the public right-of-way on Avocado Avenue or remove the existing fence
from the public right-of-way.

In the future, if unioading and loading of passengers is occurring in the public right-of-way on
Avocado Avenue, “No Stopping Anytime” signs would need to be installed along Avocado
Avenue in front of this property.

Complete the concrete behind the existing driveway on Avocado Avenue per RSD G-14A,
including 2:1 sidewalk transitions for ADA compliance. The edge of driveway shall be 3’
minimum from the property line and all obstructions.

Prior to issuance of Building Permit and Encroachment Permit, the applicant or contractor
shall prepare a detailed scaled drawing with dimensions of the proposed driveway and
sidewalk installation showing the location of the public street right-of-way, property lines,
face of curb, all physical obstructions, including but not limited to, utility poles, telephone and
cable TV equipment, fencing, etc. along with any required offsets in accordance with
Regional Standard Drawings (RSD) G-15 and RSD G-16.

(s][e]
Date

Mlchael Grl |th

1
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Attachment 1
Exhibit B

Building Comments

Property Address: 226 Avocado Ave Planning Ref. #: SDP 1462

Occupancy: Type of Application: Site Developm

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

Project must comply with Title 24 disabled access regulations.

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

A licensed design professional is required for this project.

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

U 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.

L1 Plans must be stamped and approved by the County Health Dept.

L1 Plans must be approved by the County of San Diego Director of Airports.
A gravity flow sewer system is required. |

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

L1 Address will be assigned at plan check.

D) 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.

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

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

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

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

Other comments:

Provide an SDG&E Meter & Service Location sheet for and gas and or electric
increase or re-location of meters. No other building comments at this time.

Name: Ray Behling Date: 3/12/2008

N

Page 1 of 1
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Fire Comments
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Attachment 1
_Exhibit C

Property Address: 226 Avocado Ave.

Occupancy: O-P

My
Ly

Planning Ref. #:
Type of Application: SDP

462

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

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

Ll This project requires a Fire/Building permit.

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

Ul A automatic hood suppression system is required for this project.

[ Barricades must be easily removable.

Commercial address numbers shall be visible from the street, contrasting in color

from wall surface, and minimum 8 inches in size (individual suite rumbers may be

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

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

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

U An approved automatic fire alarm system is required.

Fire extinguisher is required. One for every 3000 s.f with max. 75 ft. travel
distance. Minimum size 2ZA10BC with signage.

O Hazardous materials management plan and knox storage box required.
U Crash post protection required. Approved location to be determined at plan check.
[ Install fire hydrants per Fire Department requirements.

U Maintain 20 ft. wide fire lane.

O Residential address numbers shall be visible from the street, contrasting in color

from wall surface, and minimum 5 inches in size.

Water supply (hydrants) shall be available on the job site before start of constructio

U Off-site monitoring for alarm system is require

U Off-site monitoring for sprinkler system is requied..
U] Private residential driveways shall have a min. width of 12 ft.

No requirements.

Other comments:

If there is an existing fire sprinkler system then the new addition must be
sprinklered as well. Sprinkler installation requires a fire/building permit.

Name: Alyssa Martin

Page 1 of 1

Date:

3/6/2008
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8665357228 p.2

. Landscape: Consider adding green vines to the athér buildi edlgn Review

hd_‘&@r\-f

APP"OVed/Q/

. ChaiteiarCED

Arch D Frink
e T " e Attachment 1
Exhibit D
Oesign Review Commissicn
February 138, 2008
Project Contact: Cavid Frink, Architect ’
Property Cwner: Dr, Laurel Mitri Morelio ‘
Business Owner, Dr. Laure! Mitri Marello ‘
Business Title: Laurel Dental
Project Address: 226 Avacado Ave., £l Cajon, CA 92020
Parcel Number:; 488-231-25-00
Project Type: Building Renovation & Expansion
Project Submitted:  2/5/08
El Cajon CDC Design Review Commission has reviewed the project and the
recommendation is as follows:
Approved
X Approved with conditions '
Denied |
Unable to Review
|
[}
Comments and Conditions: The proposed design is approved with following
conditions intended to improve the visual environment of Downtown and ensure
pedestrian safety: i
i
» Exterior Lighting: Add lighting to the illuminate the front of building (e.g. :
light at the entrance & small lights along the trellis) and parking lot (e.g.
small, high fixtures). Lighting fixtures will need to be approved by the
DRC chairman.
+ Signage: Instali sign at the front éntrance to increase visibility.
» Paint: Use an earth tone that is in the same color palette as the
proposed stone wainscot. N .
- . . . ‘;3 ‘sl ¥ a2 Y
* Wainscot: Consider breaking-up the continuous wainscot'16 é@fﬁ%’iOY ﬁ@f}fﬁ“ d
accentuate the architectural character of the office. CORPORATION

Denied
gat!e
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Attachment 2

CITY OF EL CAJON ® PLANNING DIVISICN & {613) 4411741
SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN

APPLICATION NO. T Q’ /i-—
7
Applicant's Name: _{7A/10 FRAK

Address: 2984 _chrwo e @ SHC oo Digeo coe Q2108
Street No. City State Zip
Phone._(&2{4 ) &"fp Yoo

Property Owner's Name:_LAUZEL. (TR Mogeid Lo

Address:_ Pl AV0LO0 KGR Bl dador) cx G2oze
Street No. City ' State Zip

Phone (14 ) 14%- 148 /]
PROPERTY OWNER'S SIGNATURE: - 0it et D1 %bmf,é&
Subject property is located on the _UEE7] s:de of _Almctllo AVENVE.
betwee'? WKI Mo Ter M/E and\“ vjﬁ‘/_fgﬁ’fﬂ Sleet T . and

- addressed as _ 2%z MVerpOc AVEIVE.

" Assessor's Parcel No. 488 2%( 15 zo

Existing Zoning:___ &P _
General Plan Designation: ¢ ‘;PW ‘ a
REQUEST: E)c?m-&;? THE B TInNG TBSTAL. CFFICE BUILAANG
IN T § 7 [OFF\6 - Pleordziontl) ZoNe

Contact Person (if other than applicant).__ DAV Fr ALK
Address:_ 244 Ltqdie0 Dot B0 S, R el DlEte /s A2 0B

Street No. City State Zip
Phone: (@[] ) 4o -24op License No.; & * [4

NOTE: ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS ON BACK

City Use Only:
Date Filed: _Z.- 74 -7.53% Received by NRW\?Y

. Within SP 1827 ) Yes OO No I yes, Agenda Date: -+ - &) - Z.50%
[ ‘Accompanying Tentative Map:__N ZP\ W:thm RDA? )@\Yes O No

Site Development Plan Application — Page 1 of 5 — Updated: 12/20/2007




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. Listthe names and addresses of all persons having a financial interest in the application.
LAUREL MyTR\ pMeRELLE
22 AVECADD A«VE: .
&l CAT&M N £H G020

List the names and addresses of all persons havmg any ownershlp interest in the
property involved.

LAUEBEL MyTR (MelELLD

220 AvecADo AVE
£l CAToN, CA 92020

2. If any person identified puréuént to (1) above is a i:orpc:-ration 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.

N A _ | _ .

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.

N/

4. Have you or your agents transacted more than $250,00 worth of business with any
member of City staff, Boards, Commissions, Committees and Council within the past
12 months or $500.0C 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, cammittee, and any other orgamzatmn or group of persons acting

in goncert”, Gov't Code §82047.
nf&auj’ I )’Hme,éé?o- LALUREL /Tl MORELLE
ignature of applicant/date Print or type name of applicant

NOTE: Altach appropriate names on additional pages as necessary.

Site Development Plan Application — Page 4 of § — Updated: 12/20/2007 [ {r[
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EXCERPTS FROM THE MINUTES OF THE
EL CAJON PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
April 21, 2008

SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN NO. 1462
(discussion) Resolution No. 10481

(CC mtg 05-13-2008)

P.C. Mtg. 04-21-08

This is a request to construct a 1,080-square foot addition to an existing dental
office building at 226 Avocado Avenue, which is located on the west side of
Avocado Avenue, between East Lexington Avenue and East Main Street.

APN: 488-231-25

General Plan:  Special Development Area #9/Office Non-Retail
Zoning: Office Professional (O-P)

Applicant: David Frank / (619) 640-2400

Project Planner: Noah Alvey / (619) 441-1773

RAMIREZ provided a summary of the staff report. She noted that if this project is
approved by the Planning Commission, it would then go to the City Council since
the property is located within the downtown redevelopment area.

WOODS invited any speakers to the podium.

Dr. Laurel MORELLO, 23491 Japatul Valley Road, Alpine, CA 91901, is the
business owner/operator. She thanked the staff for their due diligence with this
project. She agreed with the El Cajon Community Development Corporation’s
recommendations. Additionally, she agreed with the conditions of approval as
recommended in the resolution.

No one else came forward to be heard.

Motion was made by BLACK, seconded by SOTTILE to close the hearing;
carried 4-0 (AMBROSE - absent).

Motion was made by BLACK, seconded by WELLS to ADOPT Resolution No.
10491 recommending approval of Site Development Plan No. 1462; carried 4-0
(AMBROSE - absent).

This item will be heard at a City Council meeting on May 13, 2008 at 3:00 p.m.

Planning Commission 1 April 21, 2008
Excerpts of Minutes ,

|9
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City Clerk Date Stamp | c!,tl‘y [_ﬂjﬁ" E_I [:aLll_l MEETING: May 13, 2008

REGEIVED CHPICE DF
CiTY LPW\
FL CAJOH CA

2008 MAY -7 A 10 00

ITEM NO:_4.2

Auenda Repo pore

DATE: May 6, 2008

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

FROM: Director of Redevelopment and Housing
Director of Community Development

SUBJECT: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR) FOR
DOWNTOWN SPECIFIC PLAN AND REA AVE PROJECT

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council authorize the City Manager and/or her
designee to execute a Professional Services Contract with RECON for the preparation of the

EIR.

BACKGROUND: City staff and consultant work on the proposed amendment of Specific
Plan 182 (“Downtown Specific Plan”) has been in progress for the past 18 months. Through a
series of activities, including public workshops, Ad Hoc Committee meetings, and weekly
project team meetings to review and refine the text of the new specific plan, the project
development has arrived at a milestone point: we are ready to begin the required
environmental analysis phase.

Prior to adoption of the proposed Downtown Specific Plan and/or approval of the proposed
mixed-use development along Rea Avenue, the City Council will have to consider the
potential environmental impacts that may result from plan adoption/ project approval. Those
impacts, together with any mitigation measures needed to reduce the level of impact, will be
disclosed in an Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

|12



City Council Agenda Report

EIR for Downtown Specific Plan
and Rea Avenue Project

May 6, 2008

A “program” Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was judged to be the appropriate level of
documentation for the specific plan adoption. This type of EIR enables one environmental
document to cover multiple project approvals. A program EIR can also cover the details of a
specific project if, at the time of EIR preparation, the project’s details are available. Therefore,
the EIR for the Downtown Specific Plan will also include a project-specific analysis for the
proposed Rea Avenue mixed-use development.

It is staff's intent that the new Downtown Specific Plan offer a streamlined, easily understood
process for prospective developers who are interested in building in an urban area. Once a
program EIR is adopted by the City, specific projects (such as Rea Avenue) which are
proposed substantially in conformance with the adopted specific plan will not have to undergo
subsequent detailed environmental analysis. This will not only have the potential to save
thousands of dollars, but will expedite the development review process.

To begin the process of hiring a consultant to prepare the City's EIR, a Request for Proposals
(RFP) announcement was posted to the City’s website on February 1, 2008, advertised in a
trade publication, and mailed directly to 18 environmental consulting firms in the greater San
Diego area. A total of six firms responded; two firms indicated that their respective workload
could not accommodate another major project. Four firms submitted proposals in response to
the selection criteria contained in the RFP.

Consultants were advised that this would be a qualifications-based selection due to the large-
scale, urban nature of the proposed plan and the complexity of issues associated with it.
Consultants were required to demonstrate that they had relevant project experience, in-house
staffing capabilities and technical resources, and the ability to prepare a high-quality, legally
adequate document in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and
State guidelines.

A Selection Committee was assembled with members from: Redevelopment & Housing Dept.,
Community Development Dept., Public Works Dept., E1 Cajon Community Development
Corporation, CityWorks, Planning Commission, and SP 182 Ad Hoc Committee. The Selection
Committee conducted a thorough review of the proposals subsequently inviting three firms to
an interview. The fourth firm did not adequately demonstrate qualifications, in the
committee’s opinion, and was therefore dropped from the selection process.

After conducting interviews and a detailed analysis of the Scope of Work from each firm, the
Selection Committee ranked the firms in the following order:

1. RECON
2. HELIX Environmental Planning, Inc.
3. HDR

.Because RECON was judged to be most qualified, staff has met with RECON representatives
to refine the Scope of Work (and cost proposal accordingly), in anticipation of receiving City
Council authorization. '
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City Council Agenda Report

EIR for Downtown Specific Plan
and Rea Avenue Project

May 6, 2008

FISCAL IMPACT:

The total compensation for RECON is estimated not to exceed $ 651,320, plus a 10%
contingency of § 65,132, for a total authorization of § 716,452 for the project.

Funding for this project would be derived from two sources, as follows:

o 20% from Low/Mod Capital Projects (Revision of SP 182)
(Activity 290900 / Project LMR0O701) - .

* 80% from ECRA Capital Projects (Revision of SP 182)
(Activity 590900 / Project RDR0701)

PREPARED BY:

Redevelopment and Housing

Melissa Ayres, Director r Kathi J. Henry i’

Community Development City Manager
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DATE: May 5, 2008

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

FROM: Director of Public Works

SUBJECT: Closure of Grape Street Pedestrian Over Crossing,
Over Interstate 8

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council direct the City Clerk to set a public
hearing on June 24, 2008 at 3:00 p.m. for the closure of the Grape Street Pedestrian
Over Crossing (POC).

BACKGROUND: Caltrans has approved a project to widen Interstate 8 between
Second Street and Greenfield Drive. This project would require the removal of the
POC at Grape Street in order to accommodate this widening project. Caltrans
conducted public meetings regarding the closure of this POC and noted in their
reports the removal of this structure was generally supported by the community.

Due to on going maintenance concerns for this structure and the problems related to
vandalism, graffiti, trash, drug paraphernalia and the poor condition of this POC, it is
in the City’s best interest to physically close this crossing until Caltrans is able to
proceed with the POC removal, as part of their project. The Caltrans I-8 Widening
Project is scheduled to commence in 2010. In order to close this crossing, Caltrans
has requested that the City conduct a public hearing at this time.

FISCAL IMPACT: The cost for the closure would be approximately $10,000.00 to
provide fencing to close the area but would also save the City in on going
maintenance costs and potential liability based on the disrepair status of the crossing
due to both vandalism and maintenance issues.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
e To—
T | el ey
Rob Turner Kathi J. Henry U
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS CITY MANAGER
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DATE: May 5, 2008 ~ =~

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

FROM: Director of Public Works

SUBJECT: Adoption of the TransNet Local Street Improvement Program for
Fiscal Years 2009 through 2013

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council direct the City Clerk to set a public
hearing on June 24, 2008 at 3:00 p.m. for adoption of the TransNet Local Street
Improvement Program for Fiscal Years 2009 through 2013.

BACKGROUND: On November 4, 2004, the voters of San Diego County approved the
San Diego Transportation Improvement Program (TransNet Extension Ordinance).
TransNet regulations require the City to conduct a public hearing for TransNet
funded Projects and obtain approval from SANDAG. The proposed TransNet Projects
correspond with the City’s proposed Fiscal year 2009 Capital Improvement Budget.

FISCAL IMPACT: Facilitates implementation of the TransNet Extension Ordinance
Improvement Program for Local Streets of which El Cajon will receive an estimated
$12,185,000 over the five (5)-year cycles.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
Rob Turner - Kathi J. Henry

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS CITY MANAGER
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DATE: May 6, 2008

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

FROM: Director of Public Works

SUBJECT: Request for No Parking on Marshall Avenue and Palm Avenue
for Casino Bus Terminal, 385 N. Marshall Ave.

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council adopt the next RESOLUTION in
order and establish the following No Parking zones:

s Along the easterly curbline of Marshall Avenue beginning at a
point 127 feet north of the northerly extended curbline of Palm
Avenue and then extending north a distance of 10 feet.

s Along the easterly curbline of Marshall Avenue beginning at a
point 167 feet north of the northerly extended curbline of Palm
Avenue and then extending north a distance of 33 feet.

» Along the north curbline of Palm Avenue beginning at a point
20 feet east of the easterly curbline of Marshall Avenue thence
easterly a distance of 36 feet.

¢ Along the north curbline of Palm Avenue beginning at a point
72 feet east of the easterly curbline of Marshall Avenue thence
easterly a distance of 10 feet.

BACKGROUND: This is a request to install four short No Parking zones on
Marshall Ave. and Palm Ave. to accommodate the busses serving both the Sycuan
and Viejas Casinos. A casino bus terminal has been established at the northeast
corner of Marshall Ave. and Palm Ave. This terminal serves a large number of
busses (29 per day and likely another 33 with Barona) and passengers going to
. the casinos. According to the requestor, the No Parking zones are needed to
ensure the busses have adequate turning radii into and out of the driveways.

| Al



Council AGENDA May 13, 2008
Page 2

Currently vehicles are parking immediately adjacent and sometimes even into the
driveways, making it difficult for busses to turn into and out of these driveways.

A parking study was conducted showing parking was at an average of 65% for the
29 spaces reviewed. An interview was conducted with the adjacent property to the
north, and they were not opposed to this request.

The requestor also noted other concerns related to tour busses and pedestrians
crossing Marshall in this area; however, staff will address those issues in a
separate report if necessary and hopefully will be resolved without the necessity of
coming back to the Council.

FISCAL IMPACT: Approximately $200.00 for initial installation and routine
maintenance costs.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
Rob Turner Kathi Henry
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS CITY MANAGER
Attachment
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Parking Study At 385 S. Marshall Ave.
Casino Bus Terminal
For The April 8, 2008

City Council Meetin

e

10:00 AM

12:00 Noon |

%

No 8:00 AM 2:00 PM | 4:00 PM USAGE
1 SWWMI31 SWWMO931 | 7Z90345taxi 60
2 4GPH631 4GPH631 46PH631 46PH63 1 46PH631 100
3 SVI3118 5V13118 5VI13118 8C14266taxi 80
4 SNFD468 20
5 SNYS107 SNYS107 6A04438 CARAVAN | 7C652031axi 100
6 6CFP824 6CFP824 6CFP824 6CFPg824 80
7 5JUY099 SUWA343 SUWA343 SUWA343 80
8 SNEFD468 SNF¥D468 SNFD468 SNYS107 80
9 3ASL498 3ASL498 3ASL498 60

10 6BFV392 6BFV392 4U0OB796 60

11 40013796 40013796 6BFV392 60

12 SABT285 5ABT?285 3UHE717 60

13 0

14 5114299 5014299 51.14299 5L14299 5L.14299 100

15 6249922 6249922 6249922 5TAB631 80

16 5ERZ837 SERZ837 SERZ&37 SERZ837 S5ERZB37 100

17 ESCORT 20

18 5P1C607 5P1C607 5P1C607 S5P1C607 SP1C607 100

19 S5YMF683 5YMF683 S5YMF683 S5YMF683 80

20 4NSE252 4NSE252 40

21 SUXR408 3XBD100 40

22 4CBX285 4CBX285 25GP490 60

23 SBHT104 5BHT104 5BHT104 5BHT104 80

24 5BHT104 ’ S5BHT104 50

3LCUT80 3LCU780 3LCU730

% 3LCU780 | 3LCU780 | 3LCU780 | 0

26 6F69132 6F69132 6F69132 3INLJ489 80

27 4PPY?228 4PPY 228 4PPY?228 4PPY228 80

28 55QY023 | 5SQY023 | 5SQY023 | 5SQY023 | 80

29 0

Average = | 65.2%
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City Council
April 8, 2008

INTERVIEWS for No Parking Zones at 385 S. Marshall Ave.
Casino Bus Terminal

NOT
oATE | PERSON/POSITION | OPPOSED OPI;%SED
BUSINESS/ADDRESS TO REQUEST COMMENTS
REQUEST
2-29-08 | Lee Darter, Business X Making a no parking zone between

Manager of Supertor Pool
Products,LLC.

349 S. Marshall Ave,
619-447-2466

our driveway and theirs will make
it easier to pull out of our
driveway.
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CASIN©OG & RESORT

May 7, 2008

200 East Main Street, El Cajon, CA 92020
Dear Trev Holman:

Thank you for in advance for considering our request for additional fire lane designation. Attached
is a LIVE map with the sections requested to be designated "FIRE LANE" marked in RED. The
areas requested on Palm Ave are each one car length long on either side of the driveways. The
sections requested on Marshal are also on either side of the driveways inciuding the Eastem most
sectior which is a 20 foot section of curb separating the driveway of the Casino Connection
terminal and the adjacent pool supply store. Designalting these areas as fire lanes will greatly
increase the accessibiiity for both emergency vehicles and our busses as well as enhance safety
in an already busy area by increasing line of sight.

We are also requesting an addition to the existing 2 hour parking section that
would designate that area as "No Tour Bus Parking". These are common in many
metropolitan areas especially when in close proximity to a transit station or tourist
destination.

Sincerely,

Mitch Bradiey
Transportation Manager
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DATE: May 6, 2008

e SN

TO: Mayor Lew:s; Mayor Pro Tem Hanson-Cox,
Councilmembers Kendrick, McClellan and Ramos

FROM: Director of Public Works

SUBJECT: Traffic Signal Reviews - Chase Avenue at Orange Avenue and
Jamacha Road at Vista Del Valle Blvd.

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council adopt the next RESOLUTION in
order and establish the following No Parking zones.

1) Along the easterly curb line of Orange Avenue beginning at the southerly
extended curbline of Chase Avenue, thence southerly a distance of 60 feet.

2} Along the westerly curb line of Orange Avenue beginning at the southerly
extended curbline of Chase Avenue, thence southerly a distance of 60 feet.

That the City Council approve the installation of a solar powered flashing yellow
warning device to be placed in advance of Vista Del Valle Blvd. as a warning for
northbound Jamacha traffic.

That the City Council review this report and 1) concur with the staff
recommendation not to signalize Chase and Orange or Jamacha and Vista Del
Valle at this time but continue to monitor both of these intersections in the future
for any additional safety measure that may be required. And, 2) direct staff as
appropriate for any additional actions based on this report and further input from
either the public or the Council.

BACKGROUND: This item was reviewed by the Council at the March 25, 2008
meeting when the Council approved a motion to accept the 2008 Traffic Signal
Report and directed staff to return with recommendations to address concerns
related to the intersections of Chase Avenue and Orange Avenue and Jamacha
Road and Vista Del Valle, and to evaluate the suggestions to reduce speed limits,
right turns only, use of cones and installation of red curbs.
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Council AGENDA May 13,2008
Page 2

Jamacha Road and Vista Del Valle Boulevard:

It should be noted that most of the traffic entering this intersection either from
Vista Del Valle or going to Vista Del Valle involves County residents and not City
of El Cajon residents; although, there are 22 homes on Cloverleaf, which are City
residents. The County should share the financial burden of any action taken to
improve conditions at this intersection since Vista Del Valle and most of the
residents are not within the City of El Cajon.

At the March Council meeting; the question of lowering the existing speed limit
was discussed. The current speed limit on Jamacha is 45 MPH in this area, which
matches the existing 45 MPH speed limit established by Caltrans to the south. To
establish a lower speed limit arbitrarily would result in the loss of the use of radar
to enforce speed limit in this area; therefore, no changes are recommended in
terms of existing speed limits.

Upon further review of this location for signalization, it is the opinion of staff that
this would not be a good location for a traffic signal due to a number of concerns,
including horizontal and vertical curve sight distances, as well as safety issues.
By installing a traffic signal, traffic on Jamacha traveling at a high rate of speed
would have to come to a stop on a hill with limited sight distance. This would
create a situation where the potential for a high speed rear end collision would be
created. Even with appropriate warning devices, there would be a significantly
higher likelihood of these types of accidents occurring; therefore, it is not
recommended that a traffic signal be installed at this location.

Further, this location does not currently meet any signal warrants. As noted at the
March Council meeting, there does not appear to be an accident history that could
be resolved by the installation of a traffic signal; although, there has been one
accident in the last 3 years, which may have been prevented by a traffic signal.
This accident involved only one vehicle in which the driver swerved to avoid a
second vehicle resulting in property damage and minor injuries. A signal would
obviously provide a level of comfort to those turning from Vista Del Valle to
Jamacha but the potential for more serious and more frequent accidents would
seemn to offset this benefit. If a traffic signal were installed, this location would also
require concurrence from the County of San Diego and based on conversations
with the County, it is very unlikely that the County of San Diego would be able to
provide any funding for this project in the near future. The County signal projects
are normally safety related and based on the accident history; at this location, it
would rank quite low compared to other locations where the County is considering
installing traffic signals.

There are, however, some other options without installing a traffic signal that may
-provide some additional safety measures. One option would be to install a flashing
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Council AGENDA May 13,2008
Page 3

beacon to the south of the intersection in conjunction with the existing tee
intersection warning sign; although, it is not believed this device would provide
much relief to those turning onto Jamacha; it may give motorists traveling on
Jamacha an additional indication that they are approaching an intersection.

Another option would be to install a vehicle speed feedback sign, which would
alert drivers of their current speed and also flash SLOW DOWN to those drivers
exceeding the speed limit, @& Vehicles approach from the south. One additional
option could be to provide an acceleration lane for those turning right onto
Jamacha. This would require further investigation in conjunction with the County
as additional right of way and reconstruction of existing drainage facilities would
be required at a potentially significant cost. This lane would allow right turning
vehicles an area to merge into traffic and to get up to speed. It is anticipated that
construction of this lane could cost up to $100,000 depending on design issues
and their resolution.

The relatively few number of accidents that are occurring indicates those turning
onto Jamacha are being cautious probably due to the awareness of most drivers
that this cautiousness is important and necessary when entering a street that has
about 30,000 vehicles per day traveling at a fairly high rate of speed. To reiterate,
it would not be advisable to expose many of these vehicles to a potential stop with
limited sight distance for the few number vehicles entering from this relatively
minor residential street (approximately 1,000 vehicles per day). The concern for
the potential of rear end accidents and backup of traffic would seem to outweigh
the need for a traffic signal.

Finally, limiting Vista Del Valle to a right turn only onto Jamacha and prohibiting
exiting left turns may also be an option if the Council and/or residents felt this
would benefit safety. When looking at recent accidents susceptible to correction,
this action would not have prevented any of the accidents noted by speakers at
the previous Council meeting.

Chase Avenue and Orange Avenue:

The sight distance for vehicles entering Chase from Orange was reviewed and a
sign was relocated that was previously partially blocking the view of on coming
traffic from the west.

The School District was contacted regarding children crossing in this intersection
as noted at the previous Council meeting. Although parking is not permitted on
Chase Ave. and sight distance is very good in both directions (with relocation of
previously noted sign), based on testimony from speakers at the last meeting;
‘there was general consensus that No Parking zones on Orange would be helpful.
Apparently the No Parking was to address the many children who step out from
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between vehicles, as opposed to crossing at the intersection. By installing the No
Parking zone, this will allow drivers to better focus on getting out onto Chase
instead of looking for children crossing between vehicles. If the Council concurs
with these No Parking zones, the No Parking zones noted in the Recommendations
would be adopted. The City also painted a crosswalk at this intersection to better
channel the orderly crossing of pedestrians.

There were also comments at the previous meeting regarding the perception that
the intersection at Chase afid"Orange had more vehicular activity than Chase at
Magnolia. For clarification purposes, the traffic volumes on Magnolia in this area
are approximately 13,000 vehicles per day compared to approximately 2,800 on
Orange Ave.

Restricting this intersection to a right turn out is certainly possible but not
recommended at this point in time. This action seems to be a bit premature and it
is recommended that the other suggestion (no parking) noted be implemented
first. Then, review this location again in six months to evaluate the effectiveness of
actions taken prior to implementing more restrictive ones.

It should be noted that the Traffic Signal Report, as accepted by Council, listed
several other intersections that met signal warrants and were therefore rated
higher than Chase at Orange. These warrants are based on traffic volumes over an
8 hour period of time and not just for peak hour traffic. Three of the four locations
noted in the report have higher side street volumes as well as higher accident
rates. Without some clear indication there is an immediate need for signalization,
other locations that have been in the report for a much longer time should be
considered first.

FISCAL IMPACT: This would depend upon which actions the Council approves. If
the No Parking zones are approved, the cost would be approximately $150 for
initial installation and routine maintenance costs. If the Council approved the
installation of the yellow flashing beacon warning device, the cost would be
approximately $12,000. There are existing Transnet funds available for this
installation. If the Council desired that staff look at construction of an acceleration
lane, the estimated cost would be approximately $100,000 and this project would
have to be included in a future budgeted project. It is also recommended that the
County be approached to participate in this project to share costs.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
Rob Turner Kathi Henry “
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS CITY MANAGER
Attachment

138"



CALIFORNIA MUTCD (FHWA’S MUTCD 2003 REVISION 1, AS AMENDED FOR USE IN
- CALIFORNIA - September 26, 2006) :

Figure 4C-101
TRAFFIC SIGNAL WARRANTS
Calc__MAS DATE_02-06-08 -
DIST CO RTE KPM CK _TH DATE 02-29-08
Major St;. _ Jamacha Rd - Critical Approach Speed 45  mi/h
Minor St: _ Vista Del Valle Critical Approach Speed 25 mi/h

Critical speed of major street traffic > 64 km/h (40 mph)
' - or RURAL (R)

In built up area of isolated cbmmunity < 10,000 pop g
[ URBAN (U}

WARRANT 1 — Eight Hour Vehicuiar Volume SATISFIED YES [ NO
(Condition A or Condition B or combination of A and B must be satisfied) :
Condition A — Minimum Vehicle Volume 100% SATISFIED YES [J NO

80% SATISFIED YES [J NO

MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS
(80% SHOWN IN BRACKETS)
Uu ! R U | R ,
Approach 1 2ormore |89 |12 |12 |23 |34 |45 |58 |67 |Hour
Lanes AM PM PM PM PM PM PM PM
Both Apprch 500 350 600 420 | 1,662 | 1,576 | 1,637 | 1,883 | 2,146 | 2,000 | 2,007 | 1,736
Major Street (‘40@) (280) | (480) | (336)
Highest Apprch |: 1 56 105 200 140 45 28 24 36 35 43 39 20
Minor Street N 2@3) (84) | (160) [ (112)
Condition B — Interruption of Continuous Traffic 100% SATISFIED YES U NO
80% SATISFIED YES[J NO
MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS
(80% SHOWN IN BRACKETS)
UJ R ] UJ]R

Approach 1 2 or more 8- 12-1 | 1-2 2-3 3-4 4-5 5-6 6-7 Hour
Lanes AM PM PM PM PM PM PM PM
Both Apprch - 780 | 525 800 B30 | 1,662 | 1,576 | 1,637 | 1,883 | 2,146 | 2,000 | 2,007 | 1,736 | 96%
Maijor Street i’(ﬁ@@}‘- (420) | (720) | (504)
Highest Apprch |+ 75 | 53 100 70 45 28 24 36 35 43 39|20
Minor Street 66’05) (42) (80) {(56)

Combination of Conditions A & B SATISFIED YES[] NO

REQUIREMENT 3 CONDITION V FULFILLED
TWO A, MINIMUM VEHICULAR VOLUME
G Es0 %0
- 80% B. INTERRUPTION OF CONTINUQUS TRAFFIC .

AND, AN ADEQUATE TRIAL OF OTHER ALTERNATIVES THAT COULD CAUSE LESS
DELAY AND INCONVENIENCE TO TRAFFIC HAS FAILED TO SOLVE THE TRAFFIC
PROBLEMS YESO NO E
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LOCATION

TYPE OF INTERSECTION
EXISTING CONTROLS

NUMBER OF APPROACH LANES

A. MAJOR STREET

B. MINOR STREET - v -

C. OTHER

AREA CLASSIFICATION
AVERAGE WEEKDAY TRAFFIC

A. MAJOR STREET
B. MINOR STREET

ACCIDENT RATE
TOTAL ACCIDENTS
TOTAL INJURY ACCIDENTS

ACCIDENTS SUSCEPTIBLE
TO CORRECTION

WARRANTS MET

PRIORITY POINTS
1. Total Vehicular Volume

2. Special Conditions (High speed traffic

and limited sight distance.)
TOTAL POINTS

PROPOSED
ESTIMATED COST

REMARKS: _None.

Jamacha Rd. and Vista del Valle

“Tee” Intersection
Stop control on Vista del Valle

Two
One
Left-turn pocket on Jamacha Rd
Residential/Commercial
125,900
1,000
0.07 (3 YEARS) 0.21 (1 YEAR)
2 (3 YEARS) 2 (1 YEAR)
2 (3 YEARS) 2 (1 YEAR)
1 (3 YEARS) 1 (1 YEAR)
None
2
3
5
Four Phase Traffic Signal
$105,000
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Horizontal Street: VISTA DEL VALLE BL From: 1112005 To: 12/31/2007

Vertical Street: JAMACHA RD

Collision Diagram

Date Prepared: 2/7/2008
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April 21,2008

Mayor Mark Lewis & City Council Members
200 East Main Stféét ~ . ,
El Cajon, CA. 92020

Dear Mayor Mark Lewis & City Council Members

As a 25 year resident at 1605 Vista Del Valle Blvd. we
need additional traffic safety consideration.

It has been very helpfiil to have the center turn lane to duck
into to avoid oncoming downhill traffic.

However, additional measures to increase our safety is still
needed. One would be to increase our ability to see
oncoming downhill traffic by clearing objects that block the
ability to have a longer clear view of downhill traffic,
giving us time to enter the intersection safely. Another

" would be a flashing Jight at the top of the hill on Jamacha

-

warning North bound traffic of approaching a cross road
and reduced speed limit zone.

We are aware that a El Cajon City Council hearing was
held on March 25, 2008 regarding this issue and that the
Mayor has directed the Traffic Commission to review our
request, however, our concerns continue on a daily basis as
we deal with this hazardous intersection.

Sincerely,

Mr. & Mrs. Ronald Castle

1605 Vista Del Valle Bivd.
El Cajon, CA. 92019
619—447—3418 APR 2 2 ZUDS
CITY MANAGER'S
QFFICE

RECEIVED
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© APR 182008

Mayor Mark Lewis and Council Members s e = e

El Cajon, Ca. 92020

Dear Mayor Lewis and Council Members, April 11, 2008

This letter is in regards to the.intersection of Vista Del Valle and Jamacha Road. The El
Cajon Council heard testimony from local residents on Tuesday, March 25.

As a home owner on Cloverleaf Drive, this intersection is the most direct route to and from
home. Unfortunately, it is an intersection with limited visibility, speeding traffic, and an
awkward curve in the road.

Our neighborhood (northern Rancho San Diego) traffic has steadily increased over the last
decade. Pulling into or through this intersection has become increasingly difficult due to the

beavy traffic flow.

The geography of this area includes a steep hill with a horizontal curve in the road. This greatly
reduces our sight line. One must carefully time their departure into the intersection, hoping that
any unknown oncoming traffic is approaching at posted speed. Ofen times, they are not.

Our intersection in question is also in an area far from traffic signals. Combine this with the
downhill slope of the road, it becomes a natural zone for vehicles to find an increase in their

speed. -

I have a famiiy of four, including one daughter of recent driving age. This intersection has been
the most hazardous location for her to venture. We will often encourage her to find alternate
paths, which increases her time on the road and wastes gas.

We appreciate you formally looking into request for a traffic signal or alternate solution to keep
our neighborhood safe.

Thank you for your time.
A %A%% ;/ -

R.B.Anthonyl ' RECEIVED
1140 Cloverleaf Drive ‘ ,

Fl Cajon, Ca. 92019 : . _APR1.7.2008
610440-6244home o T e
\' “CITY MANAGER'S

T OFF!GE Lo T

(4O



1179 Cloverleaf Drive : ; RECEWED i

El Cajon, CA 92019 : o i
| APR 16 2008 Lo
April 11, 2008 CITY OF EL CAJON
”» ENGINEERING DIVISION
Mayor Mark Lewis and b
City Council Members
200 East Main Street

El Cajon, CA 92020

iRl AN

Dear Mayor Lewis and Council Members:
RE: Intersection of Vista del Valle Blvd. and Jamacha Road

It was a wet and rainy day. She had just picked up her brother from soccer practice and
was heading home. We all remember that day that the Heron’s car went out of control
and killed both teenagers. The slope of the road descending at the intersection of Vista
del Valle Blvd. and Jamacha Road creates a hazard for drivers. It is difficult to control
their speed as they approach the intersection.

Something has to be done about the speeding vehicles that come through that
intersection. Even though the speed limit has been decreased, it has not slowed down the
traffic. It is difficult to make a right had turn onto Jamacha from Vista del Valle with the
speeding cars that are coming much less a left hand turn.

Please consider a traffic signal at the intersection of Vista del Valle and Jamacha Road.
This would force the traffic to slow down as it approaches this intersection. We really do
not have an alternate route. If we were to go a “back way”, we encounter a very narrow
county road that hardly caters to two vehicles at once.

We have been here since 1972 and have watched the traffic and speed increase on
- Jamacha. *“We shutter each time our family or friends have to cross that intersection

Thank you for your consideration in this very important matter on this very dangerous
intersection.

Sincerely,
G Gorn ...

Jo Ann Holmes

RECEIVELD
APR 1 4 2008

CITY MANAGER'S
- QFFICE
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RECEIVED
1158 Cloverleaf Drive ' A
El Cajon, CA 92019 APR 16 2008
| CITY OF EL CAJON

March 26, 2008
3 ENGINEERING DIVISION

[ =

Mavor Mark Lewis and

City Council Membérs ‘ ' "

200 East Main Street
El Cajon, CA 92020

o TRORRL A

Dear Mayor Lewis and Council Members:

Thank you very much for listening to our comments regarding the problems we are having at the
intersection of Vista del Valle Blvd. and Jamacha Road. My three minutes went by so quickly
that I did not get a chance to mention some of the most important concerns.

1. Speeding vehicles—even though the posted speed is 45 mph, most vehicles travel much
faster. At times, one must wait several minutes in order to make a left or right tum.

2. Investigated accidents—According to Shannel Honore, Records Manager of the ECPD,
there have been three accidents at that intersection within a six month period: 6/16/2007
@ 6:21 am., 10/27/2007 @ 4:40 p.m., and 11/25/2007 @ 9:43 am. There is no way to
ascertain how many other accidents there have been here because they were not
mvestigated by law enforcement. As another speaker mentioned yesterday, we are being
penalized for being good and careful drivers and not having accidents.

3. In addition, we have a steep hill with a horizontal curve and restricted sight distance.
When one enters the intersection whether making a right or left tumn, he/she cannot see
vehicles speeding down the hill. All one can do is floor the accelerator and pray.

T hope that when you reconsider our request, the investigator will actually come to the
intersection and see the situation first-hand. I hope that the investigator will drive north at 45
mph on Jamacha Road and note that everyone else is passing him/her. He/She will also note that
the intersection cannot be seen until one is practically on top of it. In addition, I hope that he/she
will try to make both left and right tums onto Jamacha Road from Vista del Valle. I think if one
does this, the fact that this is a VERY DANGEROQUS intersection will be proven.

On behalf of my family and my neighbors who use the intersection of Vista del Valle and
Jamacha Road, T thank you for reviewing our request for a traffic signal or some other solution to
keep us safe. Iknow that funds are tight, but perhaps CalTrans or the County could help with any
Costs.

Please contact us if you have any questions or comments. You may reach us at the above
address. Our e-mail address is bestpalspal@hotmail.com, and our home phone number is 619-
444-5164. Thank you very much.

Sincerely,

- .
(onrnZpal™  RECEIVED
Anna Lipski :

%@{- Z@,mé MAR 2 8 2008
Walt Lipski |
- CITY MANAGER'S
OFFECE

b
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- RECEIVED

Mayor Mark Lewis & { APR 16 2008

Crity Council Members, ﬂ , CSITEOF ELGAION

200 East Main St., & | &
El Cajon, CA 92020 " hr

Re: Intersection at Jamacha Road and Vista del Valie
Dear Mayor Lewis and Council Members,

I was present at the Council meeting on Tuesday, March 25. My
wife and I are writing this letter to urge you to come up with some
kind of traffic control at the intersection of Jamacha Road and
Vista del Valle.

We live on Cloverleaf Drive and every time we have to cross the
satd intersection we pray for our life and then give thanks after.
The cars coming down the hill on Jamacha Rd towards Vista del
Valle are just flying, well exceeding the speed limit of 45mph. To
make the situation worse, this segment of Jamacha Rd is rather
wavy or curvy making line of sight extremely difficult. To make a
left turn from Vista del Valle onto Jamacha 1s almost impossible;
to make a right turn is not easy either. A traffic light wonld be
ideal but may not be realistic at this time because of budget
constrain. Any way you could reduce the speed limit and improve
the visibility will be a huge improvement. Regular police patrol
would also be beneficial.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Respectiully - ‘
' 7 (/v v, WW/%W

ewidn Sido, M.D. & Marie Siao | C
1162 Cloverleaf Drive RECE IVED -
El Cajon, CA 92019 MAR 31 2.3
March 28, 2008 :
CITY MANAGER'S
OFFICE
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APR 15 2008 !

1531 Vista del Valle Bivd.

qmp\.‘vp

El Cajon, CA 92019 SNERS GO
Mayor Mark Lewis and R
City Council Members

200 East Main St,

El Cajon, CA 92020

B T

- Dear Mayor Lewis and Council Members:

I appreciate your time in reading this letter regarding problems at the intersection of
Jamacha and Vista del Valle and the concerns that the residents of this area have with

such intersection.
1- Speeding vehicles, many times one must wait many minutes to make a left turn or even
aright tormn.

2- Investigated accidents, according to Shannel Honore, records manager of the ECPD,
there have been three accidents at that intersection inl the past six month period.

3- There is also a steep hill and its very difficult to see incoming traffic regardless of
which way you are turning a lot of times you can’t see vehicles speeding down the hill.

I bope that you will consider this information and send an investigator to this location to
realize first hand how dangerous this intersection really is.

On behalf of my family who use this intersection I hope that you would take in

consideration the request for a traffic signal or another solution that will decrease the
danger.

Sincerely,
Edward Jaramillo
RECEIVED
APR 11 2008

CITY MANAGER'S
OFFICE
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1760 Vista Del Valle Blvd B
El Cajon, CA 92019 i RECEIVED ;
April 7, 2008 KPR 09 2008

\ CITY OF EL CNQ‘*;
Trevor Holman E - ENGINEERING 21 @
Traffic Engineer %? .
200 East Main Street —a

El Cajon, Ca 92020
Dear Mr, Holman:

I'am writing on behalf of my family to express our support for 2 much needed traffic light
at the intersection of Vista Del Valle Blvd and Jamacha Rd. I am unable to attend council
meetings because of my work schedule so I am using this forum to communicate.

Because of the dangerousness of trying to get onto Jamacha Rd. from our street, we, our
friends and family often use an alternate route, cutting through another residential
neighborhood and over to Gustavo. I'm sure many others do the same addmg undue
traffic onto those quiet streets.

Even if cars are going the posted 45 mph the way in which Jamacha Rd. curves makes it
impossible to see the cars coming from a safe distance. There is a down grade right
before Vista Del Valle so the cars are on top of you very quickly. We have had many
scares just making a right turn onto Vista Del Valle from Jamacha going north.

Thank you for giving the matter your time. We hope something can be done proactively
before any fatalities occur.

Sincerely,
(L fock

terrypeck @sbceglobal.net
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LOCATION

TYPE OF INTERSECTION
EXISTING CONTROLS

NUMBER OF APPROACH LANES
A. MAJOR STREET
B. MINOR STREET
C. OTHER

AREA CLASSIFICATION

AVERAGE WEEKDAY TRAFFIC

A. MAJOR STREET
B. MINOR STREET

ACCIDENT RATE
TOTAL ACCIDENTS
TOTAL INJURY ACCIDENTS

ACCIDENTS SUSCEPTIBLE
TO CORRECTION

WARRANTS MET

PRIORITY POINTS
1. Total Vehicular Volume

2. Interruption of Continuous Traffic

TOTAL POINTS

PROPOSED

ESTIMATED COST

[T O TR EN

Chase Ave. and Orange Ave.

“Tee” Intersection
Stop control on Orange Ave.

Two
One
- Left-turn pocket on Chase Avenue

Residential/Commercial

29,450
2,830

0.06 (3 YEARS) 0 (1 YEAR)
' 2(3 YEARS) 0 (1 YEAR)
1 (3 YEARS) 0 (1 YEAR)

2 (3 YEARS) 0 (1 YEAR)

None

Iz <

19
Four Phase Traffic Signal

$105,000

REMARKS: First year in Signal Report. Very close proximity to existing signalized intersections of
--Chase Ave./Estes St. (580°) and Chase Ave./Magnolia Ave. (375°). A new signal at
Orange Avenue would seriously disrupt traffic flow due to closely spaced traffic

signals. One-quarter of a mile between traffic signals is more desirable.

2 14



Collision Diagram'

Horizontal Street: CHASE AV From: 1/1/2005 To: 12/31/2007
Vertical Streat: ORANGE AV ' Date Prepared: 3/10/2008

() (e

2/18/05
ﬁ‘ﬁé?‘ré od Auta Riw
Number of Collisions Legend L Right Tumn & Pedestrian
) -=——— Moving Vehicle . .
1 Property Damage Only < Stopped Vehicle {_ Left Turn () Fixed Object
1 injury Collisions Backing Vehicle Sideswips &% Bicycle
0 Fatal CoII!s:ons Ran Off Road = — T Dl.JI
2 Total Collisions - Movement <} Day O Injury
Unknown 7 - Night © Fatal

5 T



CALIFORNIA MUTCD (FHWA’S MUTCD 2003 REVISION 1, AS AMENDED FOR USE IN
- CALIFORNIA - September 26, 2006)

Figure 4C-101
TRAFFIC SIGNAL WARRANTS

]
i

| ' Calc_MAS DATE 02-06-08

DIST CO RTE KPM CK _TH DATE 02-29-08
l Maijor St: _Chase Ave Critical Approach Speed 40 mi/h
' Minor St: __Qrange Ave - Critical Approach Speed 25 mi/

- Critical speed of major street traffic > 64 km/h (40 mph) [
‘ : or RURAL(R)

In built up area of isolated community < 10,000 pop |
- URBAN (U)

! WARRANT 1 — Eight Hour Vehicular Volume SATISFIED YES O NO

__ (Condition A or Condition B or combination of A and B must be satisfied)

l Condition A — Minimum Vehicte Volume : 100% SATISFIED YES O NO

o~ 80% SATISFIED YES [0 NO

' MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS

! (80% SHOWN IN BRACKETS)

_- Ul R U [ R ,

' Approach 1 2 or more 7-8 8-9 1-2 2:3 3-4 4-5 5-6 6-7 Hour

! Lanes AM |AM__|PM [PM_|PM |PM (PM |PM -

- Both Apprch 500 | 350 420 11,658 | 1,917 [ 1,622 ( 1,914 | 2319 | 2,368 | 2,559 | 2,185

‘ Major Street (400) | (280) (336) B

! Highest Apprch 105 | 200 140 47 70 111 175 119 ™ 84 50

, Minor Street 84) 1(160) | (112) -

l Condition B — Interruption of Continuous Traffic 100% SATISFIED YES [ NO

80% SATISFIED YES ] NO

l “MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS

_ (80% SHOWN IN BRACKETS)

- Uu | R Uu [ R
Approach 1 2 or more 7-8 8-9 1-2 2-3 3-4 4-5 5-6 6-7 Hour
Lanes AM AM PM PM PM PM PM PM
Both Apprch 730 525 630 | 1,658 [ 1,917 [ 1,622 | 1,914 | 2,319 { 2,368 | 2,559 | 2,185
Major Street (600) | (420) (504) .
Highest Apprch 53 100 | 70 47 70 111 175 119 91 84 50
Minor Street _ (42) (80) {56) -
Combination of Conditions A & B SATISFIED YES[] NO
REQUIREMENT CONDITION Y FULFILLED

TWO A: MINIMUM VEHICULAR VOLUME
res o
! 80% B. INTERRUPTION OF CONTINUQUS TRAFFIC

; AND, AN ADEGUATE TRIAL OF OTHER ALTERNATIVES THAT COULD CAUSE LESS [
g; DELAY AND INCONVENIENCE TO TRAFFIC HAS FAILED TO SOLVE THE TRAFFIC YESO NO

PROBLEMS
| |42




City Clerk Date Stamp E.J [:a __I,l_],m H,B,d BIV]BIU'] B“Itl'
RECEIVED o ICE OF A\uent:jw MEETING: May 13, 2008

mne 4.7

2008 MAY -7 A1y

Auenda Bie.uu.rft.i:

DATE: May 5, 2008
TO: Agency Members: Lewis, Hanson-Cox, McClellan, Kendrick, and Ramos
FROM: Director of Redevelopment and Housing

SUBJECT: Wisconsin Cottages Loftery

RECOMMENDATION: That the Redevelopment Agency conduct a lottery to determine the
order of qualified applicants eligible to continue the home ownership process for the Wisconsin

Cottages Project.
BACKGROUND:

On July 13, 2004, the El Cajon Redevelopment Agency (“Agency”) entered into an Affordable
Housing Agreement (“Agreement”) with the El Cajon Community Development Corporation
("ECCDC"} for the purposes of developing an in-fill affordable housing project. A vacant lot on
Wisconsin Avenue was selected due to its size and on-going demand for police and fire services.
This project is now known as the Wisconsin Cottages (“Project”). The Project consists of seven
single family cottage-style homes affordabie to low and moderate income first-time home buyers.

For the past year Agency and ECCDC staff have conducted a series of community outreach and
educational seminars open to the public as a means of advertising and marketing the Wisconsin
Cottage units. Attendance at these sessions was very good, returning over 200 preliminary survey
responses with an inquiry for Project home ownership applications.

As Project construction nears compiletion, only 15 pre-qualification applications were received
yielding 11 qualified families eligible to participate in the lottery. Having received more qualified
applicants than available housing units, a loftery seemed the most reasonable means of
determining which families will continue through the home ownership process and the completion
of escrow.

Staff recommends that the Mayor draw the first name, then the Mayor Pro-Tem, continuing in

succession with each Council Member until all 11 names have been drawn. The first seven names

will determine the order of the sale of each unit, with the remaining four families serving as

alternates in the event any of the first seven qualified households become ineligible to complete
_ the home ownership process.
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FISCAL IMPACT:

No impact to the General Fund. Agency participation in the Wisconsin Cottages derived from the
low and moderate income housing fund.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

Kathi J. Henry 5

Director of Redevelopment and\Housing  CITY MANAGER/EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
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DATE: May 7, 2008

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

FROM: City Attorney
SUBJECT: Analysis of Citizens’ Initiative Being Circulated for Signatures
RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council receive the report.

BACKGROUND: Earlier this year resident voters of the City gave notice of their
intent to circulate petitions for two citizens’ initiatives, with the intent of gathering
enough signatures to place the measures on the November 4, 2008, regular
municipal election ballot. The two initiatives relate to term limits for the Mayor
and Council Members, and to establish campaign regulations for local elections.

At its regular meeting of March 25, 2008, the City Council directed the City
Attorney to provide an analysis of the term limits initiative. Specifically the City
Council had requested an analysis of whether the measure can be legally enforced
where it provides that it applies to Mayor and Council Members serving at the
time it is adopted (assuming voter approval).

The City Council did not request an analysis of the measure to establish campaign
regulations for local elections choosing, instead, to appoint an ad hoc committee
to provide an analysis of both proposed initiatives. Therefore, this report will not
address the initiative seeking to establish campaign regulations for local elections.

Legal Authority for Term Limits

General law cities, such as El Cajon, may limit the number of terms that may be
served by members of the city council and an elected mayor. Ordinances adopting
term limits need not apply to both the office of mayor and council, but typically
do. The authority for term limits for general law cities is found at Government
Code section 36502.

“Section 36502 was added by legislation (S.B. 2} in 1995. S.B. 2 acknowledged
that the law in effect at that time “does not authorize the imposition of limitations
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on the number of terms that persons may serve on governing bodies of local
governmental entities.” (Legislative Counsel’s Digest, Stats. 1995, c. 4342.) At
that time the only requirements for holding office in a general law city were that
the official be an elector and registered voter of the city {i.e., a resident elector).
There were also disqualifying events that could be imposed at that time, which
remain true today (e.g., the failure to attend meetings, conviction of a felony or
certain misdemeanors, etc.).

Even though (prior to 1996) a general law city could not adopt an ordinance
imposing term limits on elected officials, a 1993 appellate court decision affirmed
term limits imposed by a city charter, recognizing that such a limitation was a
“municipal affair,” beyond the reach of any state legislation. Cawdrey v. City of
Redondo Beach (1993) 15 Cal. App.4th 1212. Thus charter cities could always
impose term limits in the manner approved by their charter. This is consistent
with the “municipal affairs” doctrine reserved by charter cities.

As a general law city the City of El Cajon can only impose term limits in the
manner authorized by State law.

Government Code Section 36502
Section 36502 provides, in pertinent part, as follows:

(b)  Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the city council of a
general law city . . . may adopt or the residents of the city may
propose, by initiative, a proposal to limit . . . the number of terms a
member of the city council may serve on the city council, or the
number of terms an elected mayor may serve.

Subdivision (b) of section 36502 further provides that “[ajny proposal to [impose
term limits] shall apply prospectively only and shall not become operative unless
[approved by the voters] at a regularly scheduled election . ” (Emphasis
added.)

The Legislative Counsel’s Digest for S.B. 2 also stated that any term limits
authorized pursuant to the legislation being adopted would apply prospectively,
only. (Legislative Counsel’s Digest, Stats. 1995, c. 4342, par. 3.)

Application of Section 36502 to Proposed Citizens’ Initiative

The power of electors to propose legislation is reserved to the citizens by the
California Constitution. See Cal. Const. Art1l, sec. 8(a). Such power, however, is
limited to legislative acts on matters that are within the powers of the legislative
body, unless the State legislature has committed such actions solely to the
discretion of the legislative body. There are other limitations on such powers, too,
-but they are not relevant to this analysis.
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Thus the Constitution would allow El Cajon registered voters to adopt term limits
as a “legislative action.” In fact, section 36502 not only specifically authorizes the
citizens of a general law city to adopt term limits by initiative; it also requires voter
approval, even if the legislation is adopted by city council action. Cal. Govt. Code
§36502(b).

Prohibition against consecutive terms of combined service in office.

The proposed citizens’ initiative (the “Initiative”) would add Chapter 2.19 to the El
Cajon Municipal Code. The pertinent provisions in the Initiative are found in
section 2.19.020, which provide term limits of two consecutive terms in office,
exceeding two years and one day, and also provides that the limitation applies not
only to the office held by the official (i.e., the office of Mayor, or the office of
Council Member), but to terms of the other office as well. In other words, using
our present makeup of the El Cajon City Council, and assuming voter approval of
the Initiative, the terms of office to which Mayor Lewis is re-elected as Mayor
would count toward the limitation even if he were to choose to run for office as a
Council Member in a future election once he was “termed out” as Mayor; similarly,
if Council Member McClellan becomes “termed out” as a result of the Initiative, he
would be prohibited from running for the office of Mayor without “an intervening
hiatus in service.” (Initiative, sec. 2.19.020, subsections (C), (D) and (E).)

It is well settied that the offices of Mayor and Council Members are separate and
distinct. While election to one of two available seats as a council member does not
require declaring a candidacy for a particular seat, a person cannot
simultaneously seek election to the offices of both the Mayor and Council Member.
Section 36502 recognizes this by providing that term limits may be made
applicable to those persons holding the office of council member, or those persons
holding the office of a directly elected mayor. If the State legislature had
considered both offices as the same, for the purpose of term limits, it would have
stated so in S.B. 2. An easy way to do so would have been to state that term
limits could apply to both the mayor and council members, as members of the
legislative body collectively referred to as the “city council.”

It is my opinion, therefore, that the Initiative provision found at subsection (D) of
section 2.19.020, which disqualifies a “termed out” Council Member from holding
office as Mayor, without an “intervening hiatus in service,” is prohibited by section
36502, and is unconstitutional. Similarly it is my opinion that subsection (E) of
section 2.19.020, which disqualifies a “termed out” Mayor from holding the office
as a Council Member, without an “intervening hiatus in service,” is also unlawful.

Application of Initiative to sitting Mavor and Council Members.

The Initiative also provides, in subsection (F), that the limitation on terms in office
on the City Council “shall apply to the Mayor and members of the City Council
“who are serving at the time [the] measure is adopted.” (Initiative, sec. 2.19.020,
subsection (F).) Subsection (F) further provides that any person holding the office

3 el
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of Mayor or Council Member at the time of adoption of the Initiative, who would
otherwise have exceeded the term limits contained in the Initiative, or will meet
the limits at the end of his or her present term, would be allowed to finish his or
her existing term, but would be prohibited from running for office — either as
Mayor or as a Council Member.

Government Code section 36502 clearly provides that any term limits imposed by
voter approval applies prospectively. “Prospectively,” is defined as “of or in the
future.” (Webster’s Unabridged Dictionary of the English Language (200 1).) By any
interpretation given to section 36502, and the Legislative Counsel’s Digest
accompanying S.B. 2, the term limits proposed by the Initiative would only apply
“in the future.” The clear intent of the Initiative, however, is to apply term
limitations considering all terms in office, not just those “in the future.”
Subsection (F) attempts to require past and current terms, which were served
consecutively, to count toward the limitation. Past and current terms are not “in
the future.”

The attempt, therefore, to count current and past terms toward the term limit
calculation found in subsections (A) and (B} of the section 2.19.020 is beyond the
authority granted to the City Council and the electorate under Government Code
section 36502, and it is my opinion that subsection (F) is unlawful and
unconstitutional,

Challenging Validity of Initiative

Even though my conclusions are that portions of the Initiative are unlawful and
unconstitutional, it is not my recommendation that the City Council take action to
keep the measure off the ballot. The Initiative contains a severability clause,
which saves the lawful portions of the Initiative, if those portions are truly
severable and can stand on their own. Arguably subsections (A), (B) and (C) might
stand on their own, establishing legal term limits on the offices of Mayor and
Council Members. This is enough for a court to deny a request to keep the
measure off of the November 4, 2008, ballot (assuming that it otherwise qualifies),
and requiring a challenge to occur after the election process.

If the Initiative (1) qualifies for the November 4, 2008, ballot, and (2) receives a
majority vote of the City’s electors, then in that event the City Council might
consider authorizing my office to seek an order declaring all or part of the
Initiative as unlawful, unconstitutional, invalid and unenforceable. Until these
two conditions are met, however, it would be fruitless for the City to spend the
time and effort to obtain judicial relief.

PREPARED BY:
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AGENDA HIGHLIGHTS

e FY 2009 PUBLIC SAFETY WORK PROGRAM AND
BUDGET

s 2007 CRIME IN THE REGION STATISTICS

» TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS AND PUBLIC SAFETY

PLEASE TURN OFF CELL PHONES DURING THE MEETING

YOU CAN LISTEN TO THE PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE .
MEETING BY VISITING OUR WEB SITE AT WWW.SANDAG.ORG

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



SANDA

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

This agenda and related staff reports can be accessed at www.sandag.org under meetings on
SANDAG’s Web site. Public comments regarding the agenda can be forwarded to SANDAG via the
e-mail comment form also available on the Web site. E-mail comments should be received no later
than noon, two working days prior to the Public Safety Committee 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 517 or see 511sd.com for route information.
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PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

April 18, 2008

ITEM # ' RECOMMENDATION
1. ROLL CALL
+2. APPROVAL OF FEBRUARY 15, 2008, MEETING MINUTES A APPROVE

3. PUBLIC COMMENTS/COMMUNICATIONS/MEMBER COMMENTS

Members of the public will have the opportunity to address the Public Safety Committee
on any issue within the jurisdiction of the Commitiee. Speakers are limited to three
minutes each and shall reserve time by completing a “Request to Speak” form and
giving it to the Clerk prior to speaking. Committee members also may provide
information and announcements under this agenda item.

REPORTS

4, REPORT FROM THE CHIEFS'/SHERIFF'S MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE INFORMATION
{Pam Scanlon)

A member of the Chiefs'/Sheriff's Management Committee will report on the March 5,
and Agpril 2, 2008, meetings of the Chiefs'/Sheriff's Management Committee.

+5.  PRELIMINARY FY 2009 PUBLIC SAFETY WORK PROGRAM AND BUDGET RECOMMEND
(Pam Scanlon and Cynthia Burke)

The SANDAG Board of Directors approved the distribution of the draft Budget and
Overall Work Program for FY 2009 to member and funding agencies for review and
comment at its March 28, 2008, meeting. As part of the Budget and Overall Work
Program, staff has proposed a FY 2009 Public Safety Work Program and Budget that
encompasses the activities, priorities, expenses, and revenue sources for ARJIS and the
Criminal Justice Research Division. The Chiefs’/Sheriff's Management Committee
reviewed this final draft at its April 2, 2008, meeting. The Public Safety Committee is
asked to review and discuss the Public Safety Work Program and Budget and
recommend that the Board of Directors accept it as part of the final FY 2009 Budget
and Overall Work Program at its May 23, 2008, meeting.

’ 151



ITEM # RECOMMENDATION
+6. CRIME IN THE SAN DIEGO REGION 1983 - 2007 (Cynthia Burke) INFORMATION

As part of a cooperative agreement with local law enforcement agencies, the Criminal
Justice Research Division compiles regional violent and property crime statistics on a bi-
annual basis to track changes and trends in crime rates and numbers. This information is
useful in determining how crime varies across jurisdictions and how it is impacted by
prevention and enforcement strategies. Twenty-five years of crime trend data from the
region (1983 through 2007), which was released earlier this month, will be presented,
including viclent and property crime rates and numbers for the nation, region, and local
jurisdictions.

7. OVERVIEW OF TRIBAL NATIONS AND PUBLIC SAFETY (Carlene Chamberlain, INFORMATION
Southern California Tribal Chairmen’s Association (SCTCA); Jane Riquelme,
SANDAG Tribal Liaison)

The U.S. Constitution recognizes tribal nations as domestic sovereign nations within the
territorial United States. Carlene Chamberlain, representative of the SCTCA to the Public
Safety Committee, will provide an overview of the key public safety issues in Indian
Country and the challenges tribal nations face in protecting their citizenry. She will
highlight some policy areas which might be appropriate areas ‘of coordination between
SANDAG and the SCTCA.

8. UPCOMING MEETINGS INFORMATION

The next meeting of the Public Safety Committee is scheduled for Friday, May 16, 2008,
at1p.m.

9. ADJOURNMENT

+ Next to an item indicates an attachment



ITEM #

1.

+2.

+5.

PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE
Friday, April 18, 2008 1:00 - 3:00 p.m.

ROLL CALL

APPROVAL OF FEBRUARY 15, 2008 MEETING MINUTES

PUBLIC COMMENTS/COMMUNICATIONS/MEMBER COMMENTS

Members of the pubiic will have the opportunity to address the Public Safety
Committee on any issue within the jurisdiction of the Commiitee. Speakers are
limited to three minutes each and shall reserve time by completing a “Request to
Speak” form and giving it to the Clerk prior to speaking. Committee members also
may provide information and announcements under this agenda item.

REPORTS

REPORT FROM CHIEFS'/SHERIFF'S MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
(Chief Clifford Diamond, Chair, Chiefs'/Sheriff's Management Committee)

Chief Diamond will present on the March 5, 2008 and April 2, 2008 meetings of the
Chiefs'/Sheriff's Management Committee.

PRELIMINARY FY 2009 PUBLIC SAFETY WORK PROGRAM AND
BUDGET (Pam Scanlon and Cynthia Burke)

The SANDAG Board of Directors approved the distribution of the draft budget and
Overall Work Program for FY 2009 to member and funding agencies for review and
comment at its March 28, 2008 meeting. As part of the budget and Overall Work
Program, staff has proposed an FY 2009 Public Safety Work Program and budget
that encompasses the activities, priorities, expenses, and revenue sources for ARJIS
and the Criminal Justice Research Division. The Chiefs'/Sheriffs Management
Committee reviewed this final draft at its April 2, 2008 meeting. The Public Safety
Committee is asked to review and discuss the Public Safety Work Program and
Budget and recommend that the Board of Directors accept it as part of the final FY
2008 Budget and Overall Work Program at its May 23, 2008 meeting.

6.2

RECOMMENDATION

APPROVE

INFORMATION

RECOMMEND
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+6.

CRIME IN THE SAN DIEGO REGION 1983 - 2007 (Cynthia Burke)

As part of a cooperative agreement with local law enforcement agencies, the
Criminal Justice Research Division compiles regional violent and property crimes
statistics on a bi-annual basis to frack changes and trends in crime rates and
numbers. This information is useful in determining how crime varies across
jurisdictions and how it is impacted by prevention and enforcement strategies.
Twenty-five years of crime trend data from the region (1983 through 2007), which
was- reieased earlier this month, will be presented, including violent and property
crime rates and numbers for the nation, region, and local jurisdictions.

OVERVIEW OF TRIBAL NATIONS AND PUBLIC SAFETY (Carlene
Chamberlain, SCTCA; Jane Riquelme, SANDAG Tribal Liaison)

The U.S. Constitution recognizes tribal nations as domestic sovereign nations within
the territorial United States. Cariene Chamberlain, representative of the SCTCA to
the Public Safety Committee, will provide an overview of the key public safety issues
in Indian Country and the chailenges tribal nations face in protecting their citizenry.
She will highlight some policy areas which might be appropriate areas of coordination
between SANDAG and the SCTCA.

UPCOMING MEETINGS

The next meeting of the Public Safety Committee is scheduled for Friday, May 16,
2008 at 1:00 p.m. ‘

ADJOURNMENT

INFORMATION

INFORMATION

INFORMATION

16D



FAK NO. 618 234 3407 P. 02/04

6.3

APR-21-2008 MON 08:22 AM MTDB

Matropulitan Transit System

1255 Imperial Avenue, #1000 *Revised
San Diego, CA 92101-7480
619:231,1466 FAX §12.234.3407 Ag enda

**JOINT MEETING AND FINANCE WORKSHOP**

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

April 24, 2008

»» 8:00 a.m. « «

‘ James R. Mills Building
Board Meeting Room, 10th Floor
12535 Imperial Avenue, San Diego

This information will be made availabie in alternative formats upon request. To request an agenda in an
alternative format, please call the Clerk of the Board at Jeast 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
FINANCE WORKSHOP - 8:00 a.m. RECOMMENDED

1. Roll Call

2. MTS: FY 2009 Budget Development

Action would receive a report on the FY 2009 operating budget and provide Possible Action
guidance.

3 Public Camments - Limited to five speakers with three minutes per speaker.
Others will be heard after Board Discussion jterns. If you have a report to
present, please give your copies to the Clerk of the Board.

4, Adjournment

Plaase turn off cell phones and pagers
during the meeting :

Metropolitan Tramsit System (MTS) it a Calfornia public agancy and‘i,s comprised aof San Dwgo Translt Corperation and San Disgo Trolley, e, nonproft pubRc banefit enrmorutions,
In cooperation with Ghuks Vista Yransit and National City Transit, MTS'is 1he taxicab sdminlstrater for aigne cillés and Hie owner of Lhe San Dlego and Arizona Eastern Railwary Company.

MT 3 mambar agencies inchude: Clty of Chuls Vigta, City of Caronado, City of B Cojon, City of impenal Baact, City of La Mewa, City of Lamon Grova, ity of National City, City of Poway,
City of San Diege, Chy of Santes, and tha Caunty of San Disgo.

[ O]
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BOARD MEETING - Meeting will begin when the Finance Workshop ends.
4. a RoflCall

b.  Approval of Minutes - April 10, 2008 Approve

- ¢ 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 furish a copy to the
Clerk of the Board.

CONSENT ITEMS

6. MTS: Job Access and Reverse Commute Grant Approve
Action would approve Resolution No. 08-6 authorizing the CEO to submit

applications for fiscal year 2006 Job Access and Reverse Commute (JARC)
for Nonurban (Rural) areas - Federal Transit Administration funding 5318.

CLOSED SESSION

24. a. MTS: CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL ANTICIPATED Possible Action
LITIGATION SIGNIFICANT EXPOSURE TO LITIGATION
Pursuant to Californla Government Code section 54966 .9(a)

Case Names Unspecified (Disciosure Would Jeopardize Negotigtions)

*b. SDTC: CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS : Possible Action
Pursuant to California Government Code Section 549576
Agency-Deslgnated Representative - Jeff Stumbo
Employee Organization - Amalgamated Transit Unlon Local 1309

Orai Report of Final Actions Taken in Closed Session

NOTICED PUBLIC HEARINGS
25. None.
DISCUSSION ITEMS

30. MTS: Trolley Wraps Approve
Action would approve wrapping five additional trolleys with "green” imagery,
MTS ridership messages, and (imited corporate branding by third parties as
official wrap sponsors.

31.  MTS; Senior and Disabled Lift Replacement Project - Fund Transfer and Approve
Cantract Award

Action would: (1) approve a fund transfer request from Capital Improvement
Programs (CIPs) 11216 and 11221 to CIP 11148: and (2) authorize the CEQ
to execute MTS Doc. No. L0826.0-08 with Complete Coach Works, Inc. to

furnish and install senior and disabled lifts on the fleet of 52 SD 100 light rail

vehicles (LRVs),
2 122!
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32.  MTS: Fare Box Support Equipment - SANDAG MQOU and Fund Transfer
Action would autherize the CEO to: (1) execute a memorandum of
understanding between the San Diego Association of Governments
(SANDAG) and MTS to transfer capital project funds for fare box support
equipment; and (2) transfer funds from various MTS projects to Capital
Improvement Program (CIP) 11198 (MTS Contract Services SBMF
Miscellaneous Equipment) for fare box equipment.

33. SDTC: Pension Obiigation Bonds

“Action wouid direct the CEOQ to work with Public Financial Management
(PFM) to replace MBIA, MTS's pension obligation bonds (POB) insurer, with
a Letter of Credit to reduce the impact on MTS's variable rate caused by
current liquidity probiems within the bond markets. A finai strategy will be
presented to the Board for action on April 24,

REPORT ITEMS

45, MTS: Year-to-Date Operations Budget Status Report through February
2008

Action would receive the MTS Year-to-Date Operations Budget Status
Report through February 2008,

80. Chairman's Report

61.  Audit Oversight Committee Chalrman's Report

62. Chief Executive Officer's Report
63. Board Member Communications

64.  Additignai Public Comments Not on the enda
If the limit of & speakers is exceeded under No. 3 (Public Comments) on this
agenda, additional speakers will 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 itemns may not again be addressed under Pubijc

Comments.

65 Next Meeting Date: May B, 2008
66. Adjournment

P. 04/04

Approve

Approve

Receijve

Information
Information

Information
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Board Members

Mary Teresa Sessom, Chair
Mayor, Lemon Grove

Leri Holt Pfeiler, First Vice Chair
Mayor, Escondido

Jerome Stocks, Second Vice Chair
Mayor, Encinitas

Matt Hall
Counciimember, Carlshad

Cheryl Cox
Mayor, Chula Vista

Phil Monroe
Councilmember, 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
Councilmember, San Diego

Jim Desmond
Mayor, San Marcos

Jack Dale
Councilmember, Santee

Lesa Heehner
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
Califomia Department
of Transportation

Harry Mathis, Chairman
Metropolitan Transit System

Ed Gallo, Chairman
North County Transit District

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

U.S. Department of Defense

Laurie Black, Commissioner
San Diego Unified Port District

Marilyn Dailey, Commissioner
San Diego County Water Authority

Robert Smith, Chair
Southemn California Tribal
Chairmen’s Assaciation

Remedios Gémez-Arnau
Consul General of Mexico

Gary L. Gallegos
Executive Director, SANDAG

| 6.4
SANDA

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
AGENDA

Friday, April 25, 2008
9 a.m. to 12 noon
SANDAG Board Room
401 B Street, 7*" Floor
San Diego

'~ AGENDA HIGHLIGHTS

e TransNet ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION
PROGRAM: PROCESS AND CRITERIA FOR
FY 2008 LAND MANAGEMENT GRANTS

e 2006 RTIP AMENDMENT FOR PROP 1B TRADE
CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT FUND PROJECTS

» INTERSTATE 15 CORRIDOR UPDATE

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-rmaking.
SANDAG builds consensus, makes strategic plans, obtains and allocates resources, plans, engineers,
and builds public transit, and provides information on a broad range of topics pertinent to the
region's quality of life.

San Diego Assaciation of Governments - 401 B Street, Suite 800, San Diego, CA 92101-4231
{619) 699-1900 - Fax (619) 699-1905 - www.sandag.org l (0



SANDA

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

This agenda and related staff reports can be accessed at www.sandag.org under Meetings on 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 werking 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
SECOND AVE. EXIT

DOWNTOWN SAN DIEGO

4 H
g "
NI [sANDAG]} -~
[T 401 B STREET Hi
SUITE 800

STREET

-------

- rpp—— C s

ROUTE 952 8US !'%ROM_A!RPO&T




BOARD OF DIRECTORS
F[iday, April 25, 2008

ITEM # RECOMMENDATION
+1. APPROVAL OF MARCH 28, 2008, MEETING MINUTES APPROVE
2. PUBLIC COMMENTS/COMMUNICATIONS/MEMBER COMMENTS

Members of the public shall have the opportunity to address the Board on any
issue within the jurisdiction of SANDAG. Anyone desiring to speak shall reserve
time by completing a “Request to Speak” form and giving it to the Clerk of the
Board prior to speaking. Public speakers shouid 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.

+3. ACTIONS FROM POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEES APPROVE

This item summarizes the actions taken by the Regional Planning Committee on
April 4, the Executive Committee on April 11, and the Transportation and Public
Safety Committees on April 18, 2008.

CONSENT ITEMS (4 through 6)

+4. REPORT SUMMARIZING DELEGATED ACTIONS TAKEN BY EXECUTIVE INFORMATION
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.

+5. REPORTS ON MEETINGS AND EVENTS ATTENDED ON BEHALF OF INFORMATION
SANDAG (Kim Kawada)

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

meeting,

+6. REGIONAL HABITAT MANAGEMENT AND FIRE SAFETY FOLLOW-UP INFORMATION
{Keith Greer)

The SANDAG Board of Directors requested the Environmental Mitigation Working
Group (EMPWG]) host a forum to discuss how the region can better accommodate
fire safety zones in areas where the habitat preserve interfaces with urban
development. This report summarizes the discussion at the March 11, 2008,
forum held by the EMPWG.

3 (bl



+7.

+8.

+9.

REPORTS (7 through 15)

TransNet ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION PROGRAM: PROCESS AND
CRITERIA FOR FY 2008 LAND MANAGEMENT GRANTS* (Lemon Grove
Councilmember Jerry Jones, Regional Planning Committee Chair;
Keith Greer)

On February 22, 2008, the SANDAG Board of Directors approved $2.9 million in
TransNet Environmental Mitigation Program (EMP) funding for fand management
activities related to improving the regional habitat conservation plan preserve
areas. The Board also established that the funding would be allocated through a
competitive grant process. The Regional Planning Committee recommends that
the Board of Directors approve: (1) the proposed process for allocating FY 2008
EMP land management funds; and (2) the proposed process for eligible land
management activities and rating criteria for considering grant proposals.

2006 RTIP AMENDMENT FOR PROPOSITION 1B TRADE CORRIDOR
IMPROVEMENT FUND PROJECTS* (San Diego Council President Pro
Tem Jim Madaffer, Transportation Committee Chair; Jose Nuncio and
Sookyung Kim)

The California Transportation Commission has recommended $400 million in
Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund funding for several projects in
the San Diego region. As part of a commitment to secure the funding, the region
must provide matching funds for several projects. The Independent Taxpayer
Oversight Committee and the Transportation Committee recommend that the
Board of Directors; (1) approve programming of $33.425 million of TransNet
funds from the Border Access Improvements and the Interstate 5 Corridor within
the TransNet Major Corridor Improvement Program; and (2) adopt Resolution
No. 2008-24, approving Amendment No. 14 to the 2006 Regional Transportation
Improvement Program.

INTERSTATE 15 CORRIDOR UPDATE* (San Diego Council President
ProTem Jim Madaffer, Transportation Committee Chair;
Gustavo Dallarda, Corridor Project Director)

Caltrans and SANDAG are jointly developing the Interstate 15 Managed Lanes/Bus
Rapid Transit {I-15 ML/BRT) project included in the TransNet Early Action Program.
This project includes construction of four Managed Lanes, operational
improvements, implementation of the region’s first BRT service, and expansion of
the existing FasTrak® system. This report provides an overview of project progress
and an update of the project budget. The Transportation Committee recommends
that the Board of Directors approve a‘transfer of funds in the amount of
$1.9 million from the I-15 North Segment (CIP No. 1201503) to the I-15 Middle
Segment (CIP No. 1201502). The total Corridor budget would remain unchanged
at $1.3 billion.

APPROVE

APPROVE

APPROVE

11



+10.

+11.

+12.

+13.

Status of TransNet MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT AUDITS* (San Diego
Council President Pro Tem Jim Madaffer, Transportation Committee
Chair; Renée Wasmund)

The Independent Taxpayer Oversight -Committee and the Transportation
Committee recommend that the Board of Directors approve the maintenance of
effort (MOE} base level for the City of San Diego. This will conciude the process of
setting the MOE base levels for all the jurisdictions under the TransNet Extension.

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION CONGESTION IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM - REVIEW OF FUNDING PROGRAMS SUBMITTED BY
JURISDICTIONS* {San Diego Council President Pro Tem- Jim Madaffer,
Transportation Committee Chair; Charles “Muggs" Stoll; and
Marney Cox) :

The TransNet Extension Ordinance requires that local jurisdictions submit Regional
Transportation Congestion Improvement Program (RTCIP} funding programs for
approval. The Board of Directors is asked tc approve the attached Funding
Program submittals from all 19 jurisdictions in the San Diego region (Attachment
3) for purposes of compliance with the RTCIP requirements within the TransNet
Extension Ordinance (Comymission Ordinance 04-01)..

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN SANDAG AND
NATIONAL CITY REGARDING TransNet COMMERCIAL PAPER
PROGRAM (San Diego Council President Pro Tem lJim Madaffer,
Transportation Committee Chair; Sookyung Kim; and Maryam Babaki,
City of National City)

The City of National City has a planned $6.5 million street resurfacing program in
Fy 2009. The City's TransNet revenues amount to approximately $1 million per year,
and it s seeking an additional $4.5 million in debt financing through the SANDAG
Commercial Paper pragram to keep up its resurfacing program and the integrity of
its local transportation infrastructure. The ITOC and the Transportation Committee
recommend that the Board of Directors approve the use of the TransNet
Commerdcial Paper program for the City of National City and authorize the Executive
Director to execute the MOU in substantially the same form as attached to the
report.

FIRST READING OF AN AMENDMENT TO ORDINANCE NO. 04-01
(SAN DIEGO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
ORDINANCE AND EXPENDITURE PLAN) TO REVISE ENVIRONMENTAL
MITIGATION PROGRAM PRINCIPLE NO. 10* (First Vice Chair
Lori Pfeiler; Rob Rundle)

The TransNet Extension Ordinance and Expenditure Plan Environmental Mitigation
Program Principle No. 10 requires the Board of Directors to act on additional
regional funding measures to meet the long-term requirements for implementing
habitat conservation plans in the San Diego region no later than four years after
the passage of the TransNet Extension (November 2008). Due to economic
conditions and tasks necessary to successfully meet that obligation, the Board of

- Directors is asked to conduct the first reading of an amendment to the TransNet

Ordinance to extend that deadline by two years.

APPROVE

APPROVE

APPROVE

FIRST READING
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6.5

MeTRO WA
WASTEWATER JPA
- % cf_??
. 3
Meeting of the Metro Commission - T Fo
and Metro Wastewater JPA TooZm
DRAFT AGENDA > =z
0P
. 25
Thursday, May 1, 2008 2: ;Cg
o .

12:00 p.m.

City of Coronado City Hall Building
1825 Strand Way
Coronado, CA

“The mission of the Metro Commission is to create an equitable partnership with the San Diego City Gouncil on
wastewater issues in the San Diego region that ensures fair rates for participating agencies, concem for the
environment, and regionally balanced decisions through data analysis, collaboration among all stakeholders,

and open dialogue.”

Documentation

Included .
1. ROLL CALL
2. PUBLIC COMMENT
X 3 ACTION - APPROVE MINUTES OF APRIL 3, 2008

4, METRO TAC UPDATE
ACTION - REVIEW, CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON PROPOSED

5.
INTERIM AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF CHULA VISTA AND THE METRO
WASTEWATER JPA FOR ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT

6. IROC UPDATE

7. BYLAWS REVIEW AD HOC COMMITTEE
8. FINANCE AD HOC COMMITTEE

9, WAIVER AD HOC COMMITTEE

PROPO.SED AGENDA ITEMS FOR THE NEXT METRO COMMISSION/WASTEWATER

10.
JPA MEETING (May 29, 2008)

|4



1. METRO COMMISSIONERS' AND JPA BOARD MEMBERS' COMMENTS

12. ADJOURNMENT OF METRO COMMISSION AND JPA

*Item 2 - This portion of tha agenda provides an opportunily for members of the public to address the Commissicn andfor JPA ltems within the
jurisdiction of the Commission and/or JPA that have not previously been before the Commission and/or JPA. Comments are limited to three (3} minutes
per indlvidual. Note: Any member of the Public may address the Commission and/or JPA on any Agenda item. Please complete a Speaker's Slip in
advance of the specific item being called. For alternative agenda format or disabled access to Metro Commission, please call M. Barrett at (518) 236-
6585. "The Metro Commission and/or JPA may take action on any item listed in this Agenda whether or not it Is listed "For Action.” All items are for
Metro Commission and JPA consideration unless otherwise specified. '

May 1, 2008 Metro Commission/Metro
' Wastewater JPA Agenda

|70



LAFCUL

EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S UPDATE

On April 7th, the Commission dis-
cussed LAFCO’s role with water ser-
vice and delivery issues. The discussion
was very spirited and centered on four
themes: (I) Need for a LAFCO water
policy; (2) Expansion of LAFCO’s legis-
fative program to adequately cover wa-
ter issues; (3) Evaluation of LAFCO’s
regulatory authority; and {4) Need for
coordination with stakeholders. A
meeting of LAFCO’s Special Districts
Advisory Committee has been sched-
uled for May 16th to obtain additional
feedback on the water subject prior to
returning to the full commission.

On April 25th, Michael Ott partici-
pated in a planning meeting for the An-
nual CALAFC_O Conference. The state-
wide event will be held in Los Angeles
from September 3-5. In addition to
serving as a panelist on a regional gov-
ernment session, Mr. Ott is coordinat-

BULLETIN

April-May
1008

ing a general session on disaster-driven
decision-making.

On April 25th, LAFCO staff issued
a “Call for Nominations” to 63 inde-
pendent special districts in San Diego
County. This year, there will be one
(1) Regular Member position on
LAFCO and eight (8) Special District
Advisory Committee positions up for
election. The incumbents are: Regular
LAFCO member Bud Pocklington, and
Special Districts Advisory Committee
members Jo Mackenzie, James Alkire,
Gary Arant, Ron Fuller, Keith Lewinger,
Augie Scalzitti Dennis Shepard, and
Diana Towne.

The May 5, 2008 LAFCO meeting
agenda includes the following items:

Public Hearing ltem
Erreca Reorganization and Sphere

of Influence Amendment (Lakeside
Sanitation District and Lakeside
Water District)

|urisdictional Information ltem
Oak Creek RY Park Annexation
(Lakeside Sanitation District)

Other Business ltems
May 2008 Legislative Update

Third Quarter Budget Update FY
2007-08

Quarterly Expense Claims Report

San Diego LAFCO
{600 Pacific Highway, Room 452
San Diego, CA 92101
(619) 531-5400 + www.sdlafco.org

u



~. MAYOR MARK LEWIS
2 CITY OF EL CAJON 6- 7
200 EAST MAIN STREET

EL CAJON CA 92020

AGENDA __
LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION oM SSION -
MONDAY, MAY 5, 2008, 9:00 AM. . .
ROOM 302, COUNTY ADMINISTRATION ENTER
1600 PACIFIC HIGHWAY: = ' |
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA

1. Roll Calf
2. Approval of Minutes of Meeting Held Apni 7 2008
3. Executive Officers Recommended Agenda Rev:swns

4. Commissioner/Executive Officer Announcements

5. Public Comment: Opportunity for members of the publi -speak to the Com
any subject matter within the Commission’s jurisdiction; but not an item:
agenda. Each speaker's presentation may not exceed 3'minutes. - Please note-that
an item on today’s agenda, speakers should fill out a. speaker ‘slip .and- address
commission when the agenda item is discussed and their name: is. called

CONSENT ITEMS-'

All items listed under the Consent ltem(s) have 100% consent of Iandowners are. cons;dered‘
routine, and will be enacted in one motion. There will be no’ ‘separate discussion- of these g
items prior to Commission action on the motion, unless members of the Comrmssro VS ff or.. e
the public request specific |tems to be removed from the- Consent Agenda ) ' o

There are no Consent ltems to be hea-rkc.litiyc-tﬁ Iéo:mmi's'sion:

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMé

Public Hearing Items require expanded public notification. per"'prowsmns in Sta'
directives of the Commission or Executive Officer. = - &~ .o

Rc

6A. SA08-06 Adoption of an Amendment to the Sphere of Inﬂuence for
the Lakeside Water District R

6B. RO08-06 Pfoposed “Erreca Reorganization (Lakesxd: Sanltatlon o
District, Lakeside Water District) (22 71 acres) N o



LAFCO Agenda
Page 2
May 5, 2008

JURISDICTIONAL INFORMATION ITEMS

Jurisdictional Information Items are placed on the agenda for information purposes only per
provisions in State Law or Local Policy/Procedures. Consequently, no Commission action
can be taken on these items. Affected agencies should note that certain proposais
(annexations to districts initiated by property owners or registered voters, or detachments
from cities) trigger a 60-day period in which the subject agency (district or city) may adopt a
resolution terminating proceedings.

7. DA08-08 Proposed “Oak Creek RV Park Annexation” to the Information
Lakeside Sanitation District (8 acres) .

OTHER BUSINESS ITEMS

Other business items involve administrative, budgetary, legislative, or personnel matters and
may or may not be subject to public hearings.

8. May 2008 Legislative Report Receive/
: Discuss/

Direction

9. Third Quarter Budget Update FY 2007-08 Receive/
Ratify

10.  Quarterly Self-Approved Expense Claims Report Accept/
Ratify

Adjournment — Next Meeting Monday, June 2, 2008, Room 302, County Administration
Center.
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* LAFCO Agenda
Page 3
May 5, 2008

POLITICAL REFORM ACT AND LAFCO DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS

The Political Reform Act prohibits a person appointed to the Local Agency Formation
Commiission from soliciting or accepting campaign contributions of more than $250 within the
preceding 12 months from parties, participants, or their agents while a proceeding is pending
before LAFCO and for three months following the decision. LAFCO commissioners who
receive such contributions are required to disqualify themselves from participating in the
proceedings. Both commissioners and contributors who are parties to the proceeding are
required to disclose the contributions received or made. '

In addition to the disclosure requirements discussed above, expenditures for political
purposes related to a change of organization or recrganization proposal which has been
submitted to the Commission, and contributions in support of or in opposition to such
measures, shall be disclosed and reported to the same extent and subject to the same
requirements - as provided for local initiative measures presented to the electorate
(Government Code Section 56700.1)

ACCESSIBILITY OF MEETINGS AND AGENDA MATERIALS

LAFCO agendas and documents included in the agenda packet are available in alternative
formats, to persons with disabilities, as required: by Section 202 of the Americans with
Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. Sec. 12132) and California Government Code 54954.1.
Writings that are public records as described in California Government Code Section
54957.5 (a), that are distributed during a LAFCO meeting are available following the meeting
in alternative formats upon request by a person with a disability, as required by Section 202
of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. Sec. 12132). Please notify the
LAFCO office, in writing, at 1600 Pacific Highway, Room 452, San Diego, CA 92101, of your
request. Any request for mailed copies of agendas or agenda packets are valid for the
calendar year in which the request is filed, and must be renewed following January 1 of each

year.

Individuals requiring sign language interpreters should contact the Americans with Disabilities
Coordinator at (619) 531-5205, in advance of the meeting, to make arrangements. Assistive
Listening Devices (ALDs) are available and may be obtained at the Clerk of the Board of
Supervisors' Reception Desk located in Room 402 of the County Administration Center, or by
calling the LAFCO office at 531-5400, in advance of the meeting, so that arrangements may
be made. The ALD must be returned to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors Reception Desk
at the end of the meeting. )

Materials related to an item on this Agenda submitted to the Commission after distribution of
the agenda packet are available for public inspection in the LAFCO Office at 1600 Pacific
Highway, Room 452, San Diego, CA 92101 during normal business hours. Such documents
are also available on the San Diego LAFCO website at www.sdlafco.org subject to staff's

ability to post the documents before the meeting.

LAFCOQO’s agenda can be found by visiting our web site at www.sdlafco.org
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Jillian Hanson-Cox

COUNCIL ACTIVITIES
(from April 18 to May 06, 2008)

Fri,l04l1 8/08 - Meeting withifgﬁfﬁdggazine

Tue, 04/22/08 - City Council

Thu, 04/24/08 - Le_ague of CA Cities dinner

Fri, 04/25/08 - City Hall

Mon, 04!28!68 - Meeting with Tony Ambrose

Tus, 04/28/08 - Chambers Politics and Pasta

Wed, 04/30/08 -Conrad Presbys event

Thu, 05/01/08 - City Hall

Fri, 05/02/08 - Ribbon Cutting / Hacienda Restaurant '
Sat, 05/03/08 - Meeting with “Seniors on the Move”
Sun, 05/04/08 - Meeting with David Mirisch

Mon, 05/05/08 - Lions Spring Roar event

Tue, 05/06/08 - Grossmont Healthcare “Heroes Award”

7.1



| City Clerk Date Stamp l}:_!ltry @Jtl' E_l IE}a ]lﬂ"_l . MEETING: 5/13/08

ReCtiviu CivlCE OF ITEM NO: 8.1
CITY CLERK
EL EAJON CA

2008 MAY -b A IG: 35

DATE: May 6, 2008
TO: Mayor and City Councll
FROM: Councilimember McClellan

SUBJECT: Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City Council accept and file the following report of Council/Mayor abtivities 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 behalif of the City of El
Cajon:

April 24, 2008 - LCC Quarterly Dinner Meeting

May 5, 2008 - Pick up materials at City Hall

May 8, 2008 - MTS Meeting re: Transit

May 9, 2008 - Pick up materials at City Hall

May 13, 2008 - Harry Griffen Park Meeting

May 13, 2008 - Council Advisory Meeting re ECPAC
May 13, 2008 - City Council Meetings — 3:00 p.m.

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

SUBMITTED BY,

Lo Wa%

Bob McClellan
Councilmember
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City Clerk Date Stamp [E!Iﬁ_Vj @‘!:r E_] EJa _I m - MEETING: _5/13/08

RECEIVED ¢F 5 Of ITEM NO: 9.1

CITY CL?’;?#‘
EL CAJON CA

e MAY -b A (3 35

Jll_ll,ﬁlil_@ HiB,,J‘th

DATE: May 6, 2008
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Counciimember Kendrick

SUBJECT: Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

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

BACKGROUND:

Government Code Section 53232.3(d) 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 foilowing events on behaif of the City of El
Cajon:

April 23, 2008 - LCC Quarterly Dinner Meeting
May 10, 2008 - Pick up Materials at City Hall
May 13, 2008 - Council Advisory Meeting
May 13, 2008 - Council Meeting at 3:00 p.m.

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

SUBMITTED BY,

G Lk
Garyw}l(;hd:'%w @
Councilmember
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Anstysis, Commentacy and Updates on Legislative and Pollcy lsgwes thot Mfect Katiloroia {itiss

PRIORITY

FOCUS

e eergpgESl AN b

IN THIS ISSUE: . April 25, 2008
Issue #16-2008

Page 6: Coalition Condemns Deceptive Prop. 98 Radio Campaign
Page 7: League Urges City Opposition of AB 2676
Page 8: Senate Budget Committee Examines Legisiative Analysts’ Parole Reform Proposal
Page 9: Letters Needed in Support of AB 642 Design-Build Contracting Legistation
City Officiats Urged to Complete Illegal Dumping Survey by May 16
City Officials Encouraged to Take Local Streets and Roads Assessment Survey Now
Page 10: Cities Should Apply for Prop. 1B Local Street and Road Funds Now
Western City Magazine Wins Three CAPIO Excellence in Communications Awards
Sustainable Cilies Feature: Lincoln's NEV Transportation Plan
Page 11: Court Validates Cooperative Purchasing Through U.S. Communities
Page 12: Legislature Weicomes Two New Leaders This Spring
Page 13: Govemor Appoints New Secretary of the Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation
Find a Bill, Legislators, Leg Committee, or Ask League Leg Staff

i

2008 LEGISLATIVE ACTION DAYS DRAWS HUNDREDS OF CITY
OFFICIALS TO SACRAMENTO
Budget, Climate Change and Infrastructure Top Issues

The League of California Cities annual Legislative Action Days occurred April 16-17 in
Sacramento. The two-day event was well attended with over 350 city officials coming to lobby in
the Capitol and hear about pressing legislative issues. For more, see Page 2.

S40400000000000080409000008040000008

LEAGUE BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETS IN CONJUNCTION WITH
LEGISLATIVE ACTION DAYS

The League board held its second meeting of 2008, April 17-18 at the Sheraton Grand
Sacramento. The Sacramento-based meeting provided an opportunity for the board to hear from
some of the state's top officials. For more, see Page 4.

00050800080 0000000008 008000080800 00

STATE TREASURER LOCKYER BRIEFS LEAGUE BOARD ON
MUNICIPAL BOND RATING SYSTEM
Board Unanimously Supports Reform Effort

Aithough municipal bonds carry a very low defauit risk for investors, their ratings are subject to
higher. standards than corporate bonds, mortgage-backed securities and other debt investments.
That fact has prompted Catifornia Treasurer Bill Lockyer, 10 other state treasurers and financial
officers from a number of local agencies, including the city of Los Angeles, to call for rating
agency reform. For more, see Page 5.
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‘Legislative Action Days’ Continued from Page 1...

The League’s legislative briefings were held at the Sacramento Convention Center on April 16
and the Sheraton Grand Hotel Sacramento on April 17. League President Jim Madaffer’s
welcoming remarks on the first day were foillowed by a long list of impressive speakers from Gov.
Amold Schwarzenegger's Administration and the Legislature.

The budget was the topic du jour for all the speakers with the Governor delivering his May Budget
Revise on May 15.

Finance Director Mike Genest
readily acknowledged the very
tough position California is in this
year. He provided a historical —..os - |
perspective on the state’s budget
between 1998 and today to help
explain why California has a cash-
flow problem for the current fiscal
year (FY 2007-08) and a significant
budget deficit for the budget year
that starts July 1 {(FY 2008-09).

“We should have been cutting, but it
is not embedded in the DNA of the

budget process,” said Genest as he
explained why the Governor is - | Depariment of Finance Direclor Mike Genest
working to enact a constitutional
amendment to create a “rainy day” fund to smooth out future state budget turbulence.

Assembly Member Anna Caballero, chair of the Local Government Committee, recalled her days
as mayor of Salinas when she would come to Sacramento to lobby. She commented to her
former local government colleagues that the budget will only be solved through bipartisan
cooperation.

Senator Alan Lowenthal spoke about
S8 974, legislation he's introduced
which would give the Ports of Long
Beach, Los Angeles and Oakland the
authority to collect a $30 fee per
container {o fund congestion
management and air quality
improvement projects related to the
ports. He conveyed to the audience his
frustration about the tell that
transporting goods from California ports
out of state has on our infrastructure.

On the budget, the senator, who chairs
a budget subcommittee, remarked,
Sen. Alan Lowenthal (D-Long Beach) “Cuts won't be enough to solve our
budget problems. We nead more

revenues.”

(8~



Sen. Alex Padilla, former League
president, spoke about Proposition 1A
protections. "I'm fighting to not have the
state make locals pay for state cash
flow problems,” Padilla told the
audience.

New Senate Republican Minority
Leader Dave Cogdill addressed the
League, expressing his admiration for
local government. He served on the
Modesto City Council years ago and
told the audience that they have the
hardest job in government.

Sen. Alex Padilla (D-Los Angeles “This budget crisis makes previous

ones pale in comparison,” said Sen.
Cogdill in his remarks about the state budget. He told the city officials present that the
Republicans are looking to find ways to make cuts where they make sense to make California
more efficient and find revenues—outside of tax increases—to stimulate the economy.

Speaker-Elect Karen Bass closed the Wednesday general session. She will assume her new post
May 13, just two days before the May Revise is delivered. The assembly woman from Los
Angeles told the city officials gathered that, “It will take a unified effort by the Legislature, cities
and counties coming together to figure out how to get out of this mess.”

Climate Change and Budget Issues Dominate Day Two General Session

The second day of Legislative Action Days, April 17, featured two key speakers: Cynthia Bryant,
deputy chief of staff and director, Office of Planning and'Research and James Tilton, secretary,
California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation, '

Bryant, a member of the Governor's Administration since its earliest days, spoke about new
developments related to implementing the Global Warming Solutions Act (AB 32) and the
potential for achieving better planning through regional blueprints, regional transportation plans
and the regional housing needs allocation process.

She told the audience that the Governor frequently refers to local government as his partner and
this partnership extends to work on climate change. “Land use has becore sexy and everyone
wants to be involved,” Bryant said.

Her outline for how state and local government can work best on greenhouse gas (GHG)
emission reduction included:

¢ Coordinating planning efforts;
¢ Addressing planning resources; and B
« Aligning infill infrastructure investments with GHG reduction goals.

The Governor, Bryant remarked, has been quoted as saying “The local level is where all the
answers are.” ‘

California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation Secretary James Tilton was the final
Legislative Action Days speaker.

Tilton, who had announced his retirement just days before he addressed the general session,
reflected on his accomplishments and provided perspective on his agency’s work. He told the
audience that Corrections is the largest provider of mental health services in the state.

The secretary’s remarks concluded with a discussion of the challenges of the state budget.

The issue papers prepared for Legisiative Action Days are available on the League’s Web site.

3
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. State Budget http:/iwww.cacities.org/resource files/26742.FINAL Issue Paper State
Budget.rtf
 Climate Change htip:/www cacities.org/resource files/26740.FINAL Issue Paper Climate

Change.rff
¢ Infrastructure and Economic Stimulus
hittp://www.cacities. orgiresource files/26741 .FINALIssuePaperinfrastructureandEcchomi

cStimlus.rtf

‘April Board Meeting’ Continued from Page 1...

State Budget Discussion

Mike Genest, director, Dep‘artrﬁéi’if of Finance, Diane Cummins, Office of Senate Pro Tem Don
Perata and Rick Pratt, assistant executive director, California School Boards Association,
conducted a panel discussion on the looming state budget crisis. Each provided insight based on
their expert perspectives.

Genest, who addressed the Legislative Action Days' Wednesday general session, acknowledged
the difficulty of this year's budget. He spoke about the Governor's proposed constitutional
amendment which would create a rainy day fund to capture revenues during boom years to save
for years like this one. Part of the Governor's plan includes creating a mechanism to reduce
spending faster than is possible now to help stave off such a large projected deficit.

The Finance director said that borrowing Prop. 1A funds would be terrible for California because
the pay-back period is so short it would make recovery more difficult. Although right now the
Governor is leaving all budget options on the table, he said that he hopes 1A won't be used.

Diane Cummins said the day of reckoning is here. As a 30-year veteran of state budget
negotiations, she said she's never seen a worse budget, largely because all of the easy solutions
have already been used.

Speaking to the board, Cummins commented “We have to close the gap and are going to make
major reductions. If we can’t get revenue then those cuts are going to be more devastating.”

Rick Pratt said that although schools had weathered previous budget shortfalls, nothing
compares to this year's budget. He toid the board that school boards had to send out pink slips
March 15 because they have to finalize their budgets for the coming year by July 1, even if the
state fails to finish its own. Echoing Cummins remarks, Pratt commented that we need a
balanced approach to the budget because cuts can’t solve the problem entirely.

The board had a preliminary discussion of a proposed League policy-statement on the state
budget crisis. It will meet next week by conference call to finalize the statement.

State Treasurer Bill Lockyer briefed the board on his work to reform the municipal bond rating
system. Please read “State Treasurer Lockyer Briefs League Board on Municipal Bond Rating
System,” on page 1 for a full discussion of his presentation.

Strategic Priorities

The board was briefed on the League’s strategic priorities. The short update on the priority to
“protect funding for vital community services,” preceded the budget presentation by Genest,
Cummins and Pratt.

The board was briefed on the second priority, “support green and sustainable cities,” with a

discussion on the Institute for Local Government's (ILG) work on climate change and an update
on the League's work on SB 375 (Steinberg).
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ILG’s Climate Action Network has a recognition component to celebrate how cities are reducing
emissions. The program is designed to recognize cities based on the percentages they reduce to
allow for the difference in size between cities.

The board was also advised that staff and a group of local and regional agencies are continuing
discussions on SB 375 with author Sen. Darrel Steinberg and the bill's sponsor, the California
League of Conservation Voters. When the negotiations are compiete, League policy committee
chairs with jurisdiction on the bill will work with the board to review the package of recommended
changes.

Over the past few months, the League has been convening mestings of local and regional
stakeholders with the author's representatives and sponsor in an effort to hammer out a
responsible set of amendments to the bill.

In the briefing on the League’s third priority this year to “expand infrastruciure investment,” the
board was advised that cities are beginning to receive Proposition 1B Local Street and Road
funds. As of mid-April, 235 cities have received their FY 2007-08 allocations.

Finally, the board learned how its fourth pricrity to “enact honest and responsible eminent domain
reform” was faring when it received reports on the large coalition that has been formed to defeat

Prop. 98 and pass Prop. 99.

The board learned of the recent opposition to Prop. 98 by the California Chamber of Commerce,
the California Transportation Commission (CTC) and U.S. Representative George Radoncvich
(R-Mariposa). The board was also advised that State Treasurer Bill Lockyer is the first California
constitutional officer to officially oppose 98 and support 99.

Shortly after the meeting it was announced that the board of directors of the California Building
Industry Association voted to oppose Prop. 98. On Thursday, April 24, U.S. Senator Diane
Feinstein (D-CA) announced her opposition to Prop. 98 and support for Prop. 98.

Next Board Meeting
The League of California Cities board of directors will next meet July 25-26 in Santa Cruz.

‘Municipal Bond Rating Reform’ Continued from Page 1ee

Treasurer Lockyer briefed the League’s board of directors during its meeting Thursday, April 17
on his campaign. The board voted unanimously to support the campaign becauss of the
importance to the fiscal vitality of cities, especially given the current budget crisis. The League's
Revenue and Taxation Policy Committee took a support position on this mafter when it met in
early April in Ontario.

Lockyer explained to the board last week that the current rating system discriminates against
local and state agencies which issue bonds which results in public agencies paying a higher
interest on the bonds than private corporations with similar default exposure. The practice
penalizes taxpayers because public money that could be investedin infrastructure is instead
being used to borrow at high interest rates.

Under the current system, municipal bonds that are typically assigned an A rating by Standard &
Poor's, Moody’s and Fitch can by upgraded to AAA if the agencies issuing the bonds purchase
expensive bond insurance. Lockyer estimates that in the past five years, California has spent
$102 million purchasing insurance which is unneeded given the extremely low default rate.

Municipal bonds are extremely safe investments, especially compared to other bonds. Standard
& Poor's has found that the default rate of A-rated municipal bonds is just .023 percent, while
corporate bonds have a default rate of 2.91 percent—or a 13 times greater chance of default than
municipal bonds.

During his presentation, the treasurer spoke about his frustration with the bond rating agencies
which have not answered why municipal bonds are assigned such low ratings. He has reminded



them in correspondence and in his testimony to the House Financial Services Committee in
March that California is the eighth largest economy in the world and has constitutional protection
for debt repayment and that its bonds are extremely secure investments.

The campaign cailing for reform to the municipal bond rating system is getting attention across
the country. Moody's has begun an internal review of its rating practices and is considering a new
global rating scale for all bonds. Lockyer has aiso been encouraged by the public agencies that
have begun to write letters and pass resolutions asking the rating organizations to review their
methodologies and is optimistic that this will ultimately result in significantly lower interest rates
for municipal bonds.

After the League board voted unanimously to support the municipal bond rating reform campaign,
League Executive Director Chris McKenzie notified the three rating agencies of the action. The
League board strongly urges-cities to pass resolutions supporting municipal bond rating reform.

A sample resoiution and letter to the rating agencies is available on the League’s Web site. Links
to each are provided below,

» Sample resolution http://www cacities.ora/resource_files/26738.Lockyer Story Sample
Resolution.rtf

+ Sample letter
hitp://iwww.cacities.orgfresource files/26739.LockyerStorySampleRatingAgencyLetter. rif

A recently launched Web site, www.lreasurer.ca.gov/fairbondratings, with additional information
to support the nationwide effort to reform how Wall Street rating agencies grade bonds issued by
state and local governments.

The site includes features to help interested parties register their support for a fair system that
bases all bond ratings—for both government and corporate issuers—on the risk the issuer will
default. The Web site also includes background information, updates on the latest developments,
a current list of supporters, news articles and opinion pieces.

Priority Focus reported on Treasurer Lockyer's campaign in the April 4 issue. The article is
available on the League’s Web site. hitp://www.cacifies.ora/resource files/26708.april4.pdf

Coalition Condemns Deceptive Prop. 98 Radio Campaign

Rallying at a news conference at the state AARP headquarters in Pasadena on Wednesday, April
23, representatives from AARP, the League of Women Voters of California, and senior and tenant
rights groups blasted new ‘Yes on Proposition 98 radio commercials as a deceptive campaign
being funded by apartment and mobile park landiords who are trying to trick voters into

supporting Prop. 98. The measure is slated for the June 2008 ballot.

The radio ads began airing Tuesday, April 22 in
most media markets. The spots draw on voters’
concerns about eminent domain. However, the ads
intentionally exclude any mention of the real reason
landlords have contributed 80 percent cf the
funding for this campaign—to eliminate rent control
and renter protections.

Additionally, Prop. 98 would abolish local land use

regulations and envirenmental protections and

Groups railying at AARP headquarters in Pasadena. would obstruct future water projects. The League is
- part of a broad coalition opposing Prop. 98.
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The following individuals spoke at Wednesday's event:

Chris Carson, government director, League of Women Voters of California
Larry Gross, executive director, Coalition for Economic Survivial

Elena Popp, tenants rights attorney

Marvin Schachter, AARP California Executive Council Member

Greg Spiegel, housing attorney, Western Center on Law and Poverty

Media Coverage

The Pasadena press conference attracted a great deal of news coverage including:

KNBC-TV 4 (NBC)
KMEX-TV 34 {Univision] ~
KPCC-FM 89.3 (NPR)
KFWB-AM 980

KFBK-FM 90.9

Pasadena Star News
Pasadena Weekly

Chinese Daily Newspaper

Yes on Prop. 99

Prop. 99, the Homeowners Protection Act, also on the June 2008 ballot, offers frue 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 groups, cities, counties and environmentalists.

Visit www.no98ves99.com for more information, fact sheets and news about the No on 88/Yes
on 99 campaign. :

Public Officials Voice Opposition to Prop. 98 and Support for Prop. 99

In recent weeks, a number of high level state and national officials and organizations have
publicly opposed Prop. 98 and or supported Prop. 99 including:

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein opposed Prop. 98 and supports Prop. 99

State Treasurer Bill Lockyer opposes Prop. 98 and supports Prop. 99

Former Gov. Pete Wilson opposes Prop. 98

California Transportation Commission opposes Prop. 98

Speaker of the House, U.S. Rep. Nancy Pelosi {D-San Francisco) opposed Prop. 98 and

supports Prop. 89

U.S. Representative George Radanovich {(R-Mariposa) opposes Prop. 98

« Assembly Member Patricia Wiggins (D-Santa Rosa) opposes Prop. 98 and supports
Prop. 99 )

¢ & & & »

League Urges City Opposition of AB 2676
Bill Would Limit Transit-Occupancy Tax

City officials are urged to review and send letters of opposition on AB 2676 (Calderon). This bill
would prohibit a city or county from imposing a transit occupancy tax (TOT) retroactively in certain
situations. This bill will be heard next Wednesday, April 30 by the Assembly Committee on Local
Government.

A samﬁie opposition letter is available on the League's Web site at www.cacities.org/bilisearch.
Plug in AB 2676 into the bill search function to access the sample letter.
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Letters of opposition should be sent to Assembly Member Charles Calderon, the bill’s author. Fax
the letter to his office at (916) 319-2158.

In addition, please fax a copy of the letter to the following:

¢ Your Assembly Member and Senator

» J.Stacy Sullivan, chief consultant, Assembly Committee on Local Government, fax: (916)
319-3859

+ Dan Carrigg, legislative director, League of California Cities, fax: (916) 658-8240

Background

For many California cities, transient occupancy tax (TOT) has become an important and vitai
source of revenue, which is tolfétted from guests who stay at hotels and similar lodging
establishments. The ordinances implementing these local taxes vary in their wording, and the
level and type of activity that is taxed.

AB 2676 contains four pages of intent language that point to concerns that the sponsors of this
legislation have about the application of ordinances within the City and County of San Francisco,
as well as other matters. These disputes over the interpretation of particular local ordinances are
best settled at the local level, rather than attempt to dictate a state-wide one-size-fits-all approach
outlined in this legislation.

Furthermore, the drafting of this bill could be interpreted to require local governments to amend
their ordinances, as well as interfere with a city’s ability to appropriately audit the tax coilection
practices of hotel owners/operators to ensure they are in full compliance with local ordinances.

Senate Budget Committee Examines Legislative Analysts’ Parole Reform Proposal

On Thursday, April 17, Senate Budget Subcommittee #4 held a hearing to examine the
Legisiative Analyst's Office (LAO) proposal to shift state parole responsibiiity to counties, paying
for it by taking city Propaosition 172 public safety dollars, eliminating the COPS program,
eliminating Booking Fee reimbursements, and shifting special district property tax dollars.

In addition to county and probation representatives, Assistant Police Chief Dan Katz represented
the city of San Jose and provided the local law enforcement perspective on the proposal.
Specifically, Chief Katz pointed out that the frontline impacts of parole realignment would be
devastating to local law enforcement agencies. He supported this by pointing out that city police
provide services to over 80 percent of the state’s population, which includes the vast majority of
inmates who are paroled.

Chief Katz also urged the committee to realize that the LAO proposal should not be assessed in
isolation regarding impacts to law enforcement. The effects of a declining economy are severely
impacting city budgets in all areas as well. Any cuts to services in one area will have a trickle

effect to other areas of city budgets, including funding that is essential for public safety services..

La Mesa Council Member and League Public Safety Policy Committee Chair Dave Allan also
testified during the hearing. His remarks called attention to the fact that in addition to law
enforcement, the LAO proposes to eliminate fire protection funds by eliminating cities’ portion of
Prop. 172 funds.

The League recognizes that tough budget decisions will have to be made during the state’s
economic slowdown. This includes exploring options to realign or reorganize state services,
which is an appropriate policy discussion given the current fiscal crisis.

However, when the state realigns responsibility to another level of government, it should also shift
specific state revenues associated with the new responsibility to fund the program. An
appropriate and available funding source should be identified to fund the shift. Funds relied on to
protect public health and safety should not.
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The subcommittee did not take specific action on the proposal. However, itis anticipated that
discussions regarding parole realignment, and how to pay for it, will continue.

Letters Needed in Support of AB 642 Design-Build Contracting l.egislation

City officials are urged to send in letters of support for AB 642 (Wolk). This legislation would allow
cities, upon approval of the city council, to utilize design-build contracting until Jan. 1, 2019 for
building construction projects as well as wastewater facilities, solid waste management facilities,
or water recycling facilities.

Currently, this method of contracting is available oniy to a handful of California cities. The League
- supports allowing cities flexibility and different options in public works contracting to maximize

timeliness and cost-effectiveriéss “The streamlined design-build method of contracting has shown
it is effective in reducing project cost and expediting project completion. AB 642 would atiow cities
to use design-build if a local agency desired, allowing cities the option of a mare efficient process.

This bill will be heard in the Senate Local Government Committee soon and all support letters
and phone calls must be received by April 30.

A sample letter and talking points in support of AB 642 are available on the League's Web site at
www.cacities.ora/billsearch. Plug AB 642 in to the Bill Search function to find the sample letter.

For more information, please call Liisa Lawson Stark at (916) 658-8249.

City Officials Encouraged to Complete lllegal Dumping Survey by May 16

City managers, in conjunction with other city departments that oversee solid waste issues, are
encouraged to participate in an important statewide survey on illegal dumping and litter
abatement. Developed by the League, the California State Association of Counties (CSAC) and
the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB), the survey is a shortened version
of a similar survey conducted two years ago.

The 2008 survey is critical to local governments. The previous survey produced a significant
database on the costs of illegal dumping to local governments as well as the demographics of
illegal dumping. Thirty-seven cities and 35 counties participated in the 2006 survey which found
that local governments spent $44 million annually on abatement and enforcement.

The 2008 survey must be completed by the extended deadline of Friday, May 16.
To participate in the survey, click here.
http://cacities.qualtrics.com/SE/?SID=SV_5c1w1ztiBze7922&SVID=Prod

City Officials Urged to Take Local Streets and Roads Assessment Survey Now

The Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment project survey is now available online. City
officials should take the survey and report important factors impacting local transportation
systems. The survey is available at www.savecaliforniastreets.org and should be completed by
the end of May.

Participation from every California city will ensure a comprehensive report when the survey
results are presented to Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger and the Legislature as part of a plan to
secure additional infrastructure funding for ocal jurisdictions. :

The survey requests information on the various aspects of local transportafion systems, including
the number of miles of streets and roads, pavement condition ratings, and non-pavement assets
like sidewalks, streetlights and traffic signals. The survey is also looking for information about the
available resources cities have to maintain these resources as well as what funding shortfalls
each city faces.
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Please visit www.savecaliforniastreets.org for more information and to take the online survey.

Cities Should Apply for Prop. 1B Local Street and Road Funds Now

As of mid-April, 235 cities have received their FY 2007-08 Proposition 1B local street and road
funds, according to the Department of Finance (DOF). Cities that have not already submitted their
applications for Prop. 1B local street and road funds should do so immediately.

DOF sent all California cities a lefter in January with Prop. 1B application instructions as well as a
list detailing each city's proportional share of the funds. '

These materials, along withthe*Prop: 1B Implementation Guidelines and a city-by-city list of
funds, are posted on the infrastructure page of the League's Web site at

www.cacities.grafinfrastructure.

Western City Magazine Wins Three CAPIO Excellence in Communications Awards

The League of California Cities’ Western City magazine was honored with three awards from the
California Association of Public Information Officials (CAPIO) on April 17 at its annual conference
in South Lake Tahoe.

CAPIO’s Excellence in Communications Awards recognizes outstanding public agency
information and communications programs.

Western City won in the following categories:

Special Innovation (third place): “How Should California’ Grow?” series. Click here for the series.
http:/iwww.westerncity. com/grow

Writing {second place): “Two Columns about China” by League Executive Director Chris
McKenzie.

Click here for McKenzie's first column.
htip:/iwww.cacities.orafindex.jsp?zone=wemapreviewStory=26851

Click here for McKenzie’s second column.

htto:/fwww. cacities orglindex.jsp?zong=wecmapreviewStory=26959

Writing (third place): “Crisis Leadership” column by |.eague President Jim Madaffer.
Click here for Madaffer's column.
http:ﬂwww.cacities.orqlindex.isp?zone=wcm_&preview8torv=26896

Sustainable Cities Feature: Lincoln’s NEV Transportation Plan

Thanks to a special alternative transportation plan, Neighborhood Electric Vehicles (NEV) are
transforming the way residents get around Lincoln and improving the city’s air quality.

Lincoin, a city of about 38,000 on the eastern edge of the Sacramento Valley, has grown
dramatically since 1997 when the population was just 8,500 residents. That growth is the result of
California’s statewide growth spurt earlier this decade and the development of the Sun City active
adult community in Lincoin.

Sun City sparked the NEV program because the adulit community had a goif cart fransportation
plan sq residents could move around the development in golf carts or NEVs at 15 miles per hour.

However, drivers weren't able to legally access the shopping centers adjacent to the community
because they would have to travel roads with speed limits upwards of 35 mph.
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A NEV Is a four wheeled vehicle which is larger than a golf cart but smaller than a typical light-
duty car, They are defined by the U.S. National Highway Safety Administration’s Federal Motor
Vehicle Safety Standard as having top speeds between 20-25 miles per hour.

At the time, under California laws, NEVs could only be driven in golf cart communities and the city
needed to come up with a strategy to allow the vehicles to move about the entire city. That
strategy ultimately resulted in the Lincoin City Council drafting state legislation (AB 2353) to
create a pilot program whereby Lincoln and its neighbor, the city of Rocklin, could develop NEV
transportation plans. The bill passed in 2004, and August 8 will mark the two year anniversary of
Lincoln’s NEV plan.

In order to safely enable NEVs to drive on roads with speed limits of 35 mph or higher, Lincoln
had to create special signage and lanes. These specially striped lanes are seven feet wide and
are used by both NEVs and-bicyctes: The city has spent about $800,000 on the lanes and
signage. The NEV transportation plan proposes approximately 50 miles of NEV lanes and NEV-
designated routes. So far, Lincoln has completed about six miles of the special striping and
expects to finish by 2009,

Tom Cosgrove, a Lincoln council member, who was ac'tive in getting AB 2353 passed, believes
this program helped make Lincoln a stronger community.

“Most cities are looking for ways to grow that retains the charm of their communities, so0 when
residents asked us to help expand the range of neighborhood electric vehicles within our city, we
saw an opportunity to connect our neighborhoods without adding cars,” he says. “We need to
provide the infrastructure so that we can be sure that NEVS can work in our city and this will also
be an example to other communities on how this can work for them, too.”

Lincoln’s growing reliance on NEVs helps reduce traffic around town and air pollution. These
vehicles use electricity instead of gas so they don’t have the “cold start” problem of a regular car.
Furthermore, NEVs’ energy efficiency is quivalent to 156 miles per gallon of gasoline. Today
there are 600 NEVs in Lincoln and the city wants fo increase that number to 5,000 by 2025. The
NEVs in use in the city today eliminate approximately 10 tons of air pollution annually. According
to John Pedri, public works director, this saves 42,500 gallons of gas each year.

Although originally designed to connect residents of the active adult community with the rest of
Lincoin, NEVs have become popultar throughout the city. A community group in the city has
launched a Web site dedicated to NEVs at www.lincglnhillslsv.com.

Lincoln’s NEV Transportation Plan is available as a PDF online.
http:llwww.ci.lincoln.ca.us/paqedownIoadleinal%ZONEV%ZOTransDortation%ZOPIan.pdf

More information about the city of Lincoln can be found at www.ci.lincoln.ca.us.

Court Validates Cooperative Purchasing Through U.S. Communities

A ruling issued April 10 by a Los Angeles Superior Court judge rejected claims that the city of Los
Angeles violated antitrust and other laws when it agreed to pool its purchasing power with other
agencies through U.S. Communities to procure better pricing in its purchase of copy machines.
The case potentially would have affected the purchasing power of tens of thousands of public
agencies across the U.S. and could have jeopardized millions of dollars in taxpayer savings.

In 2007, Canon Business Solutions-West sued Los Angeles for allegedly engaging in anti-
competitive conduct after the city issued a request for quotations (RFQ) and awarded a master
agreement to another company. Under the city's RFQ, the successful bidder would have to offer
the same price to public agencies nationwide under the U.S. Communities program. Canon did
not want to offer the same pricing nationwide and argued that the U.S. Communities program
invited public agencies to effectively collude on setting national prices. Canon claimed that it was
unfair to force bidders to offer their products at a single price nationwide.
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The city and U.S. Communities demonstrated to the Court that aggregating purchasing
agreements actually benefits competition and resuits in lower costs to local governments. It also
eliminates lengthy and expensive procurement procedures for the agencies that agree to
participate in the program. Los Angeles and U.S. Communities also argued that the agreements
also help suppliers, who, as successful bidders, secure instantaneous access to a broad range of
markets.

The judge denied all of Canon’s claims. As to its antitrust allegations, the Court held that: ‘AN
governing courts and agencies have concluded that group purchasing agreements are pro-
competitive and do not constitute a violation of antitrust laws.”

This case validates the close partnership between U.S. Communities, the city of Los Angeles,
and thousands of other public agencies who are working together to provide unparalleled value in
public procurement. e s 8

Please contact James Hamill with U.S. communities with further questions by e-maii at

jhamill@uscommunities.org.

Visit www.uscommunities.org for more information about the cost-saving contracts available
through U.8. Communities.

Legislature Welcomes Two New Leaders This Spring

April and May bring new leadership to the Legislature with Senator Dave Cogdill (R-Fresno)
assuming his new role as Republican Leader April 15, and Assembly Member Karen Bass (D-Los
Angeles) will become Speaker of the Assembly on May 13.

In his new leadership position, Senate Republican Leader Cogdill will play a key role in the
budget this year. A former Modesto city council member, Sen. Cogdill.was elected to the Senate
in 2006 after serving for six years in the California State Assembly. The senator was first elected
to public office in 1975 as a member of the board of directors of the Bridgeport Fire Protection
District in Mono County.

He is vice chair of the Senate
Public Safety, the Revenue and
Taxation and the Legislative Audit
Committees and sits on a number
of other committees including
Budget and Fiscal Review; Budget
Subcommittee on Health and
Human Services, Elections,
Reapportionment and
Constitutional Amendments,
Human Services, Natural
Resources and Water, Joint
Legislative Budget, and Select
Committee on Air Quality. The
senator has also been very active
in the effort to put together a water

Senate Republican Leader Dave Cogdill {(R-Fresno) supply paCkage for California.

Assembly member Karen Bass will
make history in mid-May when she becomes Speaker of the California Assembly. She will be the
first African American woman to serve in this powerful state legislative position.
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A fong-time community activist,
Speaker-Elect Bass came to the
Assembly in 2005. Listed among her
key legislative interests are affordable
housing and job creation—two issues
of paramount concern to afl California
cities. Speaker Fabian Nifiez selected
her as the Majority Floor Leader for
the California State Assembly during
the 2007-2008 legislative session,
making her the first African American
and the first woman to hold this
leadership position.

B s TR,

During the 2005-2006 legislative
session, the Speaker-Elect served as Speaker-Elect Karen Bass (D-Los Angeles)
the Majority Whip. She also serves as
the chair of the Select Committee on Foster Care. As the vice chair of the Legislative Black
Caucus, Speaker-Elect Bass commissioned a report to research the basic demographic profile of
Black Californians including the basic social and economic conditions.

Governor Appoints New Secretary of the Department of Corrections and
Rehabilitation

Gov. Amold Schwarzenegger appointed Matt Cate as the Department of Corrections and
Rehabilitation (CDCR) secretary, following the announcement that current CDCR Secretary
James Tilton wiil retire May 16 for heaith reasons.

Cate has pledged to work with stakeholders at the state'and local levels and to continue the
projects begun under Secretary Tilton, including those that address re-entry facility placement,
prison overcrowding, and prisoner health.

In March 2004, Gov. Schwarzenegger appointed Cate CDCR inspector general. Prior to this
position, he served as a deputy attorney general with the California Department of Justice from
1996-2004, including as a supervising deputy attorey general from 2002-2004.

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

Visit (and bookmark!) the League's Legislative Resources Web page
(www.cacities.org/learesources). You'll find a roster and contact information for the League’s
legislative staff; the online Bill Search program, background materiats on lobbying your
legislators, and more.
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Page 3: Gov. Amold Schwarzenegger Opposes Prop. 98

Support Letters Needed for Bill To Consolidate Office of Homeland Security and Office of Emergency Services
Page 4: A Reminder on the Upcoming Digital TV Transition
Page 5: Find a Bill, Legislators, Leg Committee, or Ask League Leg Staff

BUDGET ACTION DAY SCHEDULED FOR WEDNESDAY, MAY 21

The League is holding a special one day event on May 21, following the release of the May
Budget Revise, to bring city officials to Sacramento to lobby their legislators and administration
officials on the impact of the budget on cities. The session is designed so city officials can come
just for the day. For more, see Page 2. .
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REGISTER NOW FOR MAYORS AND COUNCIL MEMBERS EXECUTIVE FORUM

Monday, May 12 is the deadiine to register for the League’s 2008 Mayors and Council Members
Executive Forum and Advanced Leadership Workshops. Slated for Wednesday, June 4 -
Saturday, June 6, the annual event will be held at the Resort at Squaw Creek in Squaw Valley.
For more, see Page 2.

ABSENTEE BALLOTS TO BE MAILED NEXT MONDAY
Advise Your Family and Friends Prior to Voting

Ready or not.....here they come. Beginning Monday, May 5, county election officials are expected
to mail ballots to permanent absentee voters. Even though Election Day is June 3, voting by mail
could start as early as next week. Experts project that up to 60 percent of citizens could vote in
June by mailt For more, see Page 2.
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‘Budget Acfion Day’ Continued from Page 1...

With California’s fiscal crisis, the FY 2008-09 budget negotiations are predicted to be extremely
difficult. The final signed budget will likely include a combination of significant cuts and revenue-
generating solutions, and the May Revise (scheduled to be released May 15) will set the tone for
the coming weeks of negotiations. California cities need to join forces to respond to any relevant
May Revise proposals to ensure cities’ needs are heard and understood in the Capitol.

Schedule of Events

10 - 11:30 a.m., May Revise Budget Briefing
Sheraton Grand Hotel Sacramento, Bataglieri Room
1230 J Street

Sacramento, CA 95814 -~ et o

11:30 a.m. — 3:30 p.m., Time for Scheduling Lunch and Lobbying Appointments with
Legislators

3:30 — 4:30 p.m., Post-Lobbying Debrief (Stop by the League offices for light snacks and
refreshments)

League of California Cities

1400 K Street, 4th floor conference room

Sacramento, CA 95814

R.S.V.P.

Please R.S.V.P to League Staff Meghan McKelvey by Wednesday, May 14 at
mmckelvey@cacities.org or (916) 658-8253.

District Budget Meetings .

City officials who are unable to make the trip to Sacramento May 21, are encouraged to contact
their League public affairs manager to schedule a district meeting with their legislator.

‘Executive Forum’ Continued from Page 1...

Created for mayors, mayor pro-tems, council members, city managers and assistant city
managers, the three-day conference is designed to equip city leaders with the skills they need
and offer practical workshops for planning ahead for the chailenges their city is facing. Session
topics include:

Achieve Substantial Water Saving in Your City
Strategies for Council-Manager Conflict Resolution
Gang and Violence Protection

Delivering Messages in the Media Interview

Land Use and Climate Change

a & & & @

Advanced Leadership Workshops will be offered Friday, June 6 — Saturday, June 7. Participants
may choose from one of three workshop tracks: economic development, meeting management or
city finances. A separate fee is required for Advanced Leadership Workshops.

To register online, visit www.cacities.org/events.

For more information, contact Brian Sanders, the League’s education program director, at

bsanders@cacities.org or (916} 658-8238.

‘Ahsentee Voting ' Continued from Page 1...

In addition to congressional and state legislative primaries, the only two statewide ballot
measures are Propositions 98 and 99. The League opposes Prop. 98 because it will undermine
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local land use regulations, water supply development projects, public works projects,
environmental protection laws and affordable housing programs. In contrast, the League supports
Prop. 99 because it protects single-family homes from eminent domain without the hidden

provisions of Prop. 98.

Since early voting could start next week, city officials are urged to get information on these and
other issues on the ballot in order to better advise their friends, family members and constituents.

For more information, see www.cacities.ord.

All communications by city officials should be on city officials’ personal time, using personal
equipment and email accounts. '

Rl A

Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger Opposes Prob. 98

On Friday, April 25, Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger announced his opposition to Proposition 98,
joining a growing bipartisan coalition of California officials and groups opposed fo the measure.
Prop. 98 purports to offer eminent domain reform but in reality would destroy renter protections
and rent control, gut environmental protections and jeopardize the state’s ability to rebuild aging
infrastructure. One of the Governor’s top priorities is water and Prop. 98 would threaten the
adequate supply of clean, safe drinking water for future generations.

Also slated for the June 2008 ballot is Prop. 99, the Homeowners Protection Act. This measure
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 groups, cities, counties and environmentalists.

Along with Gov. Schwarzenegger's opposition to Prop. 98, other high level state and national
officials and organizations have publicly opposed Prop. 98 andfor supported Prop. 99 including:

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein opposes Prop. 98 and supports Prop. 99

State Treasurer Bill Lockyer opposes Prop. 98 and supports Prop. 99

Former Gov. Pete Wilson opposes Prop. 98

Caiifornia Transportation Commission opposes Prop. 98

Speaker of the House, U.S. Rep. Nancy Pelosi (D-San Francisco) opposes Prop. 98 and
supports Prop. 99 '

« U.S. Representative George Radanovich (R-Mariposa) opposes Prop. 98

» Assembly Member Patricia Wiggins (D-Santa Rosa) opposes Prop. 98 and supports
Prop. 99

. = & &

For more information about the two measures, visit www.no98yes99.com.

Support Letters Needed for Bill To Consolidate Office of Homeland Security and
Office of Emergency Services

The consolidation of the Office of Homeland Security (OHS} and the Office of Emergency
Services (OES) into a single Department of Emergency Services and Homeland Security made
positive progress this week as AB 38 (Nava) moved to the Senate Appropriations Committee.

The League supports AB 38 because it would streamline emergency and disaster response
through a single state department, creating a more cohesive and responsive system.

The new department would be responsible for overseeing and coordinating emergency
preparedness, response, recovery, and homeland security activities. These duties were
previously split between OHS and OES, creating confusion and conflict for local agencies in times
of urgency.
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In September 2007, the League board approved a resolution by the League's Public Safety Policy
Committee endorsing combing both departments into one. The Department of Emergency
Services and Homeland Security will put a cohesive system in place to help local agencies
respond to and manage disastrous events,

Take Action!

City officials are urged to send a letter of support on AB 38 to the Senate Appropriations
Committee as well as encourage their city to pass a resolution in support of the bill.

The League’s support letter to the Senate Appropriations Committee is available online at
www.cacities.ora/billsearch. Plug in AB 38 to the bill search function to access the League's letter
of support and a sample letter of support.

The League’s supparting resclution from 2007 can be found online at
www cacities.org/resoluticns.

A Reminder on the Upcoming Digitai TV Transition

TV stations across the country will switch from analog to digital television (DTV) on Feb. 17,
2009, Before this federally mandated transition occurs, however, the public will need information
about how to convert their televisions to the new format, and some may turn to their city for help.
The following is a quick primer on the transition to better serve city residents.

What is Digital TV?

DTV provides crystal clear pictures and higher quality sound as well as the capacity for more
channels. Unlike analog signat, DTV transmits the sound and picture information as “data bits®
similar to a computer. Stations will be able to broadcast multiple channels simultaneously with
this new technology. This technology also offers other features such as enhanced closed
captioning ability.

Switching to DTV

According to the National Association of Broadcasters, approximately 1.99 million California
households use a traditional antenna and will not continue to receive free television after the
conversion date without taking one of three actions:

+ DTV Converter Boxes. Consumers without cable who have a traditional analog TV will
need to purchase a DTV converter box. This is an electronic device that connects to
analog televisions and over-the-air antennas to convert the digital signal to analog. The
cost is expected to be $50-$70.

The National Telecommunications and Information Administration (NTIA} will be issuing
coupons for DTV converter boxes in early 2008. Each household can apply for two
coupons. The coupons are valued at $40 each and can be used towards the purchase of
the DTV converter box. They must be redeemed within three months.

Faor more information about the coupon program please visit
www.ntia.doc.gav/diveoupon.

« Digital TV sets. TVs with a built-in digital tuner will be able to receive digital signals
broadcast by stations. Consumers with these TVs will still get their free programming
without paying a monthly fee.

« ' Paid Service. Consumers who subscribe to a cable, satellite or telephone company
service provider will continue to be able to use their existing TV to receive local broadcast
stations carried by their service.

NAB has set up a Web site with information for consumers at www.dtvanswers.com.
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Find a Bill, Legislators, Leg Committee, or Ask League Leg Staff

Visit (and bookmark!) the League's Legislative Resources Web page
(www.cacities.org!!egresources). 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.

o el
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13.1

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING SPECIFIC PLAN 513 TO PROVIDE
OFF-SITE PARKING IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE PROPOSED
EXPANSION OF AN EXISTING HEALTH CARE FACILITY IN THE

Q-P (OFFICE PROFESSIONAL) AND R-3 (MULTIPLE-FAMILY)
ZONES ON PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF
EAST MADISON AVENUE BETWEEN NORTH MOLLISON AVENUE
AND BALLANTYNE STREET, AND ADDRESSED AS 855 EAST
MADISON AVENUE AND 470 NORTH MOLLISON AVENUE.

PURSUANT to the Planning and Zoning Law of the State of California, the City
Council of the City of El Cajon does hereby ordain as follows:

SECTION 1: That Specific Plan 513, as submitted by MPA Architects, Inc. for
Neighborhood Health Care, requesting to provide off-site parking in conjunction with the
proposed expansion of an existing health care facility in the O-P (Office Professional) and
R-3 (Multiple-Family) Zones on property located oril the south side of East Madison Avenue
between North Mollison Avenue and Ballantyne Street, and addressed as 855 East
Madison Avenue and 470 North Mollison Avenue be, and the same is hereby approved
subject to compliance with the conditions of approval set out in Planning Commission
Resolution No. 10479.

SECTION 2: After the effective date of this ordinance there shall be no buildings,
structures, or other improvements located, erected, or constructed upon the area defined
in said Specific Plan 513.

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

5/13/08 (tem 13.1)

$P 513 Off Site Parking at Health Facility

5/13/08-First Reading
5/27/08-Second Reading
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City Clerk Date Stamp
REGEIVED CITC
CITY CLERK
EL. CAJON CA

008 HAY -1 A 8 28

£ Of

Agenda Repor-t

DATE: May 6, 2008 _

B e

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

FROM: Director of Public Works

SUBJECT: Speed Zone — Melody Lane

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council conduct the first reading of an
Ordinance amending Section 10.20.130 of Chapter 10.20 of the Municipal Code
deleting the existing 35 MPH speed limit on Melody Lane between Main Street and
Third Street. The existing speed limit on Melody Lane from Third Street to Granite
Hills Drive will remain 35 MPH.

BACKGROUND: This street was originally surveyed before this type of exemption
was established under CVC 40802 that allows certain streets meeting the
requirements of this section to be an enforceable 25 MPH residential speed zone
without an Engineering and Traffic Survey.

FISCAL IMPACT: Approximately $100 to change existing speed sign(s).

PRE_PARED BY: APPROVED BY:

s —
me\ v e ey
Rob Turner Kathi J. Henry O
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS CITY MANAGER
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13.2

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 10.20.130 OF
CHAPTER 10.20 OF THE EL CAJON MUNICIPAL CODE
DELETING THIRTY-FIVE MILE PER HOUR SPEED LIMIT ON
MELODY LANE, FROM MAIN STREET TO GRANITE HILLS
DRIVE, AND-ESTABLISHING A THIRTY-FIVE MILE PER
HOUR SPEED LIMIT ON MELODY LANE, FROM
THIRD STREET TO GRANITE HILLS DRIVE.

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

SECTION 1: That Section 10.20.130 of Chapter 10.20 of the EI Cajon
Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as follows:

DELETE, under “Thirty-five Miles Per Hour:

“Melody Lane, from Main Street to Grarite Hills Drive.”
ADD, under “Thirty-five Miles Per Hour”:

“Melody Lane, from Third Street to Granite Hills Drive.”

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

5/13/08 {13.2) - First Reading
5/27/08 - Second Reading

Speed Limit on Melody Lane
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General Information “A”

CRIMINAL JUSTICE

RESEARCH FINDINGS FROM THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE RESEARCH DIVISION

Volume 10 Issue 4

Crime Down In San Diego, but Robbery Continues to Increase

The 2007 Annual Crime Bulletin for the San Diego Region was recently released by SANDAG. As
noted in this report, the San Diego region’s overall FBI Index Crime Rate was 33.40 per 1,000
population in 2007. The violent crime rate of 4.41 was the lowest in the past 25 years and the
property crime rate of 28.99 was the second lowest'. While the lower violent crime rate reflects
positively on the region’s efforts to address crime, the rise in the number of reported robberies is
still a concern for law enforcement. The 4,387 robberies reported in 2007 reflect a 30 percent
increase over the past five years. In addition, the San Diego region has experienced a larger increase
in the number of robberies than either the State or the nation. Specifically, when compared to
available five-year data (2002 to 2006%), robberies in California and the nation had increased less
than ten percent * (Figure 1).
Figure 1
SAN DIEGO REGION EXPERIENCED A GREATER INCREASE
BETWEEN 2002 and 2006 COMPARED TO THE STATE AND NATION
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SOURCE: SANDAG (2008) Twenty-Five Years of Crime in the San Diego Region: 1983 through 2007.

Despite this increase, robbery characteristics have remained constant, with nearly all occurring
either outside in public (e.g., streets, alleys) or at commercial locations (e.g., banks, convenient
stores), and fewer than one in ten taking place in residential settings. In addition, the proportion of
armed robberies (i.e., committed with a firearm, knife, or other dangerous weapon) has also
remained fairly stable, with about two in five classified as armed. Of these, just over one-half
involved firearms.

This increase has the attention of law enforcement and robbery has been identified by the local
Chiefs and the Sheriff as a priority in the region for 2008. Planned reduction efforts include public
information campaigns, crime prevention efforts, and targeted enforcements. For more information
about crime in the region visit SANDAG's Web site at www.sandag.org/cjc .

! Viiolent crime includes homicide, rape, robbery, and aggravated assault and property crime includes burglary, larceny, and
motor vehicle theft).

22007 data are not available from the State or nation. During these 4 years, 5an Diego experience a 28 percent increase.

¥ United States FBI, Crime in the U.5., 2002 through 2006. Available at http:/fwww.thi.goviucr.him#cius,

SANDAG 401 B Street, Suite 800 » San Diego, CA 92101 = {619) 639-1900 » FAX (619) 699-1905 » www.sandag.org
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