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Feb. 10, 2009

ﬁ]ﬁyj off El E@lmm MEETING:

ITEM NO: 1.7

109 FEB -3 A g 59

DATE: January 28, 2009

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

FROM: Fire Chief Mike Scott

SUBJECT: FY 08 State Homeland Security Grant Funding

RECOMMENDATION:
That the City Council takes the following action:

1. Authorize the City Manager or designee to accept the FY 08 State Homeland
Security Grant funds in the amount of $83,132.00 and to execute any grant
documents and agreements necessary for the receipt and use of these funds;

2. Appropriate the State Homeland Security Grant Program funds in the amount of
$83,132.00.

BACKGROUND:

Since the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001 there has been a heightened concern
over the potential for an act of terrorism to occur again within the borders of the United
States. The Federal Government, through the Department of Homeland Security, has
provided communities throughout the Country with hundreds of millions of dollars for the
fight against terrorism.

This grant funding will be utilized to purchase equipment and provide training for the
police and fire departments. The equipment purchase for the fire department includes
$36,391.00 for Personnel Protective Equipment to ensure first responders have the
equipment necessary for response to incidents involving chemical, biological, radiological
and nuclear emergencies. The equipment purchase for the police department includes
$37,609 for mobile field communications equipment for enhanced interoperability. This
grant will also provide $7,722.00 to attend training to ensure first responders and
dispatchers have the training necessary for multidiscipline response to terrorist events.
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FISCAL IMPACT:

This funding will be used for one time purchase of equipment and training. This grant will
provide $83,132.00 to the General Fund. (Budget # 221629).

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
, N _
M (,QC W kj&ffa {-4634&1 Lo,
Mike Scott Kathi Henry
Fire Chief CITY MANAGER
2
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Office of Homeland Security

FY08 Grant Assurances
(All HSGP Applicants)

city of El Cajon

Name of Applicant:
Address: 200 Civic Center Wy

6£19-441-1780

Telephone Number: Fax Number:

E-Mail Address: khenry@ci.el-cajon.ca.us

As the duly authorized representative of the applicant, I certify that the applicant named above:

1. Has the legal authority to apply for federal assistance, and has the institutional, managerial and
financial capability to ensure proper planning, management and completion of the grant provided
by the federal Department of Homeland Security and sub-granted through the State of California,
Governor's Office of Homeland Security (OHS).

2. Will assure that grant funds are only used for allowable, fair, and reasonable costs and 1s
prohibited from transferring funds between programs (State Homeland Security Program, Urban
Area Security Initiative, Citizen Corps Program, and Metropolitan Medical Response System).

3. Will give the federal government, the General Accounting Office, the Comptroller General of the
United States, the State of California, through any authorized representative, access to and the
right to examine all paper or electronic records, books, papers, or documents related to the
award; and will establish a proper accounting system in accordance with generally accepted
accounting standards or awarding agency directives.

4. Agrees that funds utilized to establish or enhance state and local fusion centers must support the
development of a statewide fusion process that corresponds with the Global Justice/Homeland
Security Advisory Council (HSAC) Fusion Center Guidelines and achievement of a baseline
Jevel of capability as defined by the Fusion Capability Planning Tool.

5. Will provide progress reports and such other information as may be required by the awarding
agency, including the Initial Strategy Implementation Plan (ISIP) within 45 (forty-five) days of
the award, and update via a report in the Grant Reporting Tool (GRT) twice each year.

6. Will initiate and complete the work within the applicable time frame after receipt of approval
from OHS.

7. Will comply with FEMA's codified regulation 44 Part 13, Uniform Administrative Requirements
for Grants and Cooperative Agreements to State and Local Governments, including part 13.1
regarding the payment of interest earned on advances.
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10.

11

12.

13.

Will establish safeguards to prohibit employees from using their positions for a purpose that
constitutes or presents the appearance of personal or organizational conflict of nterest, or
personal gain for themselves or others, particularly those with whom they have family, business
or other ties.

Agrees that to the extent contractors or subcontractors are utilized, grantees and subgrantees shall
use small, minority, women-owned, or disadvantaged business concerns and contractors or
subcontractors to the extent practicable.

Will comply with 2 CFR 215.25, and will notify OHS of any developments that have a
significant impact on award-supported activities, including changes to key program staff.

Will comply, if applicable, with the Lead-Based Paint Poisoning Prevention Act (42 U.S.C. §§
4801 et seq.) which prohibits the use of lead based paint in construction or rehabilitation of
residence structures.

Understands and agrees Federal funds will not be used, directly or indirectly, to support the
enactment, repeal, modification or adoption of any law, regulation, or policy, at any level of
government, without the express prior written approval from FEMA.

Will comply with all federal statues relating to Civil Rights and Nondiscrimination. These
include but are not limited to:

a. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352), as amended, which prohibits
discrimination on the basis of race, color or national origin.

b Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972, as amended (20 U.S.C. §§ 1681-1683
and 1685-1686), which prohibits discrimination on the basis of gender.

c. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended (29 U.S.C. § 794) which
prohibits discrimination on the basis of handicaps.

d. The Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended (42 U.S.C. §§ 6101-6107) which
prohibits discrimination on the basis of age.

e. The Drug Abuse Office and Treatment Act of 1972 (P.L. 92-255) as amended, relating to
nondiscrimination on the basis of drug abuse.

f  The Comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism Prevention, Treatment and
Rehabilitation Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-616), as amended, relating to nondiscrimination on
the basis of alcohol abuse or alcoholism;

g. §§523 and 527 of the Public Health Service Act of 1912 (42 U.S.C. 290 dd-3 and 290
ee-3), as amended, relating to confidentiality of alcohol and drug abuse patient records.

h. Title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. § 3601 et seq.), as amended, relating
to nondiscrimination in the sale, rental or financing of housing.

i, Title 28, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 42, Subparts C, D, E and G.

j.  Title 28, CFR, Part 35.

k. Any other nondiscrimination provisions in the specific statute(s) under which application
for federal assistance is being made, and

| Title 44 CFR Parts 7, 16, and 19 relating to nondiscrimination.

m. The requirements on any other nondiscrimination statute(s) which may apply to the
application.

n. Will, in the event a Federal or State court or Federal or State administrative agency
makes a finding of discrimination after a due process hearing on the grounds or race,
color, religion, national origin, gender, or disability against a recipient of funds, the
recipient will forward a copy of the finding to the Office of Civil Rights, Office of Justice
Programs.
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14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

o. Will provide an Equal Employment Opportunity Plan, if applicable, to the Department of
Justice Office of Civil Rights within 60 days of grant award.

p. Will comply, and assure the compliance of all its subgrantees and contractors, with the
nondiscrimination requirements of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of
1968, as amended, 42 USC 3789(d), or the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention
Act, or the Victims of Crime Act, as appropriate; the provision of the current edition of
the Office of Justice Programs Financial and Administrative Guide for Grants, M7100.1.

Will comply, or has already complied, with the requirements of Titles II and III of the Uniform
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. § 4601 et
seq. (P.L. 91-646) which provides for fair and equitable treatment of persons displaced or whose
property is acquired as a result of federal or federally assisted programs. These requirements
apply to all interested in real property acquired for project purposes regardless of federal
participation in purchases. Will also comply with Title 44 Code of Federal Regulations, Part 25,
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition for Federal and federally-assisted
programs.

Will comply, if applicable, with the flood insurance purchase requirements of Section 102(a) of
the Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (P.L. 93-234) which requires recipients in a special
flood hazard area to participate in the program and to purchase flood insurance if the total cost of
insurable construction and acquisition is $10,000 (ten thousand dollars) or more.

Will comply with all applicable F ederal, State, and local environmental and historical
preservation (EHP) requirements. Failure to meet Federal, State, and local EHP requirements and
obtain applicable permits may jeopardize Federal funding. Will comply with all conditions
placed on any project as the result of the EHP review; any change to the scope of work of a
project will require re-evaluation of compliance with these EHP requirements.

Agrees not to undertake any project having the potential to impact the EHP resources without the
prior written approval of FEMA/OHS, including but not limited to communications towers,
physical security enhancements, new construction and modifications to buildings that are 50
(fifty) years old or more. Any construction related activities initiated prior to full environmental
and historic preservation (EHP) review will result in a non-compliance finding. If ground
disturbing activities occur during the project implementation, the recipient must ensure
monitoring of the ground disturbance and if any potential archeological resources are discovered,
the recipient will immediately cease activity in that area and notify OHS/FEMA and the
appropriate State Historic Preservation Office.

Will ensure that the facilities under its ownership, lease or supervision which shall be utilized in
the accomplishment of this project are not listed in the Environmental Protection Agency's
(EPA) list of Violating Facilities, and will notify OHS and the Federal Grantor agency of the
receipt of any communication from the Director of the EPA Office of Federal Activities
indicating that a facility to be used in the project is under consideration for listing by the EPA.

Will provide any information requested by FEMA/OHS to insure compliance with applicable
laws including the following:
a. Institution of environmental quality control measures under the National Environmental
Policy Act, National Historical Preservation Act, Archaeological and Historic
Preservation Act, Endangered Species Act, and Executive Orders on Floodplains
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(EO11988), Wetlands (11990) and Environmental Justice (12898) and Environmental
Quality (EO11514).

b. Title 44 CFR Parts 9 and 10, referencing floodplain management and environmental
considerations.

c. Notification of violating facilities pursuant to EO 11738.

d. Assurance of project consistency with the approved state management program
developed under the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. §§ 1451 et seq.).

e. Conformity of federal actions to State (Clean Air) Implementation Plans under Section
176(c) of the Clean Air Act of 1955, as amended (42 U.S.C. § 7401 et seq.).

f. Protection of underground sources of drinking water under the Safe Drinking Water Act
of 1974, as amended, (P.L. 93-523).

g. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). California Public Resources Code
Sections 21080-21098. California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3 Section
15000-15007.

h. Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of 1968 (16 U.S.C. §§ 1271 et.seq.) related to protecting
components or potential components of the national wild and scenic rivers system.

i. Applicable provisions of the Coastal Barrier Resources Act (P.L. 97-348) dated October
19, 1982 (16 USC 3501 et seq.) which prohibits the expenditure of most new Federal
funds within the units of the Coastal Barrier Resources System.

. Will comply with all conditions placed on any project as the result of the EHP review;
any change to the scope of work of a project will require re-evaluation of compliance
with these EHP requirements.

k. Agrees not to undertake any project having the potential to impact the EHP resources
without the prior written approval of FEMA/OHS, including but not limited to
communications towers, physical security enhancements, new construction and
modifications to buildings that are 50 (fifty) years old or more.

20. Will comply with Standardized Emergency Management System (SEMS) requirements as stated
in the California Emergency Services Act, Government Code, Chapter 7 of Division 1 of Title 2,
Section 8607.1(e) and CCR Title 19, Sections 2445, 2446, 2447 and 2448.

21. Agrees that all publications created or published with funding under this grant shall prominently
contain the following statement: "This document was prepared under a grant from FEMA's
Grant Programs Directorate, U.S. Department of Homeland Security. points of view or opinions
expressed in this document are those of the authors and do not necessarily represent the official
position or policies of FEMA's Grant Programs Directorate or the U.S. Department of
Homeland Security.” The recipient also agrees that, when practicable, any equipment purchased
with grant funding shall be prominently marked as follows: "Purchased with funds provided by
the U.S. Department of Homeland Security.”

22. Has requested through the State of California, federal financial assistance to be used to perform
eligible work approved in the submitted application for federal assistance and after the receipt of
federal financial assistance, through the State of California, agree to the following:

a. Promptly return to the State of California all the funds received which exceed the
approved, actual expenditures as accepted by the federal or state government.

b. In the event the approved amount of the grant is reduced, the reimbursement applicable to
the amount of the reduction will be promptly refunded to the State of California.

c. Separately account for interest earned on grant funds, and will return all interest earned,
in excess of $100 per federal fiscal year.
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23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Will comply with the Intergovernmental Personnel Act of 1970 (42 U.S C. Sections 4728-4763)
relating to prescribed standards for merit systems for programs funded under one of the nineteen
statutes or regulations specified in Appendix A of OPM’s Standards for a Merit System of
Personnel Administration (5 C.F.R. 900, Subpart F).

Will comply with provisions of the Hatch Act (5 U.S.C. Sections 1501-1508 and 7324-7328)
which limit the political activities of employees whose principal employment activities are
funded in whole or in part with federal funds.

Will comply, if applicable, with P.L. 93-348 regarding the protection of human subjects involved
in research, development, and related activities supported by this award of assistance.

Will comply, if applicable, with the Laboratory Animal Welfare Act of 1966 (P. L. 89-544, as
amended, 7 U.S.C. 2131 et seq.) pertaining to the care, handling, and treatment of warm blooded
animals held for research, teaching, or other activities supported by this award of assistance.

Will comply with the minimum wage and maximum hour provisions of the Federal Fair Labor
Standards Act (29 U.S.C. 201), as they apply to employees of institutions of higher education,
hospitals, and other non-profit organizations.

Will comply, as applicable, with the provisions of the Davis-Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. Section 276a
to 276a-7), the Copeland Act (40 U.S.C. Section 276c and 18 U.S.C. Sections 874), and the
Contract Work Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 U.S.C. Sections 327-333), regarding labor
standards for federally assisted construction sub-agreements.

Agrees that:

a. No federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the
undersigned, to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or
employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or
an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with the making of any federal
grant, the entering into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension, continuation,
renewal, amendment, or modification of any federal grant or cooperative agreement.

b. If any other funds than federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any
person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a
Member of Congress, an officer or an employee of Congress, or employee of a Member
of Congress in connection with the federal grant or cooperative agreement, the
undersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form LLL, “Disclosure of Lobbying
Activities,” in accordance with its instructions.

c. The undersigned shall require that the language of this certification be included in the
award documents for all sub awards at all tiers including subgrants, contracts under
grants and cooperative agreements, and subcontract(s) and that all sub recipients shall
certify and disclose accordingly.

d. This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed
when this transaction was made or entered into. Submission of this certification 1s a
prerequisite for making or entering into this transaction imposed by section 1352, Title

31, U.S. Code. Any person who fails to file the required certification shall be subject to a

civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such failure.

Agrees that equipment acquired or obtained with grant funds:
a. Will be made available pursuant to applicable terms of the California Disaster and Civil
Defense Master Mutual Aid Agreement in consultation with representatives of the
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various fire, emergency medical, hazardous materials response services, and law
enforcement agencies within the jurisdiction of the applicant, and deployed with
personnel trained in the use of such equipment in a manner consistent with the California
Law Enforcement Mutual Aid Plan or the California Fire Services and Rescue Mutual
Aid Plan.

b. Is consistent with needs as identified in the State Homeland Security Strategy and will be
deployed in conformance with that Strategy.

31. Agrees that funds awarded under this grant will be used to supplement existing funds for
program activities, and will not supplant (replace) non-federal funds.

32. Will comply with all applicable Federal statutes, regulations, policies, guidelines and
requirements, including OMB Circulars A-21, A-87, A102, A-110, A-122, and A-133, E.O.
12372 and the current Administrative Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements.
Will also comply with Title 28, Code of Federal Regulations, Parts 66 and 70, that govern the
application, acceptance and use of Federal funds for federally assisted projects.

33. Will comply with provisions of 28 CFR applicable to grants and cooperative agreements,
Including:

Part 18, Administrative Review Procedures.

Part 20, Criminal Justice Information Systems.

Part 22, Confidentiality of Identifiable Research and Statistical Information.

Part 23, Criminal Intelligence Systems Operating Policies.

Part 30, Intergovernmental Review of Department of Justice Programs and Activities.

Part 35, Nondiscrimination on the Basis of Disability in State and Local Government

Services.

Part 38, Equal Treatment of Faith-based Organizations.

Part 63, Floodplain Management and Wetland Protection Procedures.

Part 42, Nondiscrimination/Equal Employment Opportunities Policies and Procedures.

Part 61, Procedures for Implementing the National Environmental Policy Act.

Part 64, Floodplain Management and Wetland Protection Procedures; and Federal laws or

regulations applicable to Federal Assistance Programs.

1. Part 66, Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Cooperative Agreements
to State and Local Governments.

. Part 67, Government-Wide Debarment and Suspension (N on-Procurement).
Part 69, New Restrictions on Lobbying.
Part 70, Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Cooperative Agreements
(including sub-awards) with Institutions of Higher Learning, Hospitals and other Non-
Profit Organizations.

p. Part 83, Government-Wide Requirements for a Drug Free Workplace (grants).

e oae o

T P

©c BB

34. Will comply with Subtitle A, Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) 1990.

35. Agrees to cooperate with any assessments, national evaluation efforts, or information or data
collection requests, including, but not limited to, the provision of any information required for
the assessment or evaluation of any activities within this agreement.

36. Will maintain procedures to minimize the time elapsing between the award of funds and the
disbursement of funds.
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37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

Will comply with the financial and administrative requirements set forth in the current edition of
the Office of Justice Programs (OJP) Financial Guide and the current US Department of
Homeland Security (DHS) Financial Management Guide.

Agrees that all allocations and use of funds under this grant will be in accordance with the FY
2008 Homeland Security Grant Program Guidance and Application Kit, and the California
Supplement to the FY 2008 Homeland Security Grant Program Guidance and Application Kit.
All allocations and use of funds under this grant will be in accordance with the Allocations, and
use of grant funding must support the goals and objectives included in the State and/or Urban
Area Homeland Security Strategies as well as the investments identified in the Investment
Tustifications which were submitted as part of the California FY2008 Homeland Security Grant
Program application. Further, use of FY0R funds is limited to those investments included in the
California FY08 Investment Justifications submitted to DHS/FEMA and evaluated through the
peer review process.

Acknowledges that FEMA reserves a royalty-free, non exclusive, and irrevocable license to
reproduce, publish, or otherwise use, and authorize others to use, for F ederal government
purposes: a) the copyright in any work developed under an award or sub-award; and b) any rights
of copyright to which a recipient or sub-recipient purchases ownership with Federal support. the
recipient agrees to consult with GPD regarding the allocation of any patent rights that arise from,
or are purchased with, this funding.

Will not make any award or permit any award (subgrant or contract) to any party which 18
debarred or suspended or is otherwise excluded from or ineligible for participation in Federal
assistance programs under Executive Order 12549 and 12689, “Debarment and Suspension.”

As required by Executive Order 12549, Debarment and Suspension, and implemented at 28 CFR
Part 67, for prospective participants in primary covered transactions, as defined at 28 CFR Part
67, Section 67.510

a. The applicant certifies that 1t and its principals:

(i) Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible,
sentenced to a denial of Federal benefits by a State or Federal court, or voluntarily
excluded from covered transactions by any Federal department or agency.

(i) Have not within a three-year period preceding this application been convicted of or
had a civil judgment rendered against them for commission of fraud or a criminal offense
in connection with obtaining, attempting to obtaim, or performing a public (Federal, State,
or local) transaction or contract under a public transaction; violation of Federal or State
antitrust statutes or commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or
destruction of records, making false statements, or receiving stolen property.

(iii) Are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a
governmental entity (Federal, State, or local) with commission of any of the offenses
enumerated in paragraph (1)(b) of this certification; and (d) Have not within a three-year
period preceding this application had one or more public transactions (Federal, State, or
local) terminated for cause or default; and
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b. Where the applicant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this certification, he or she
shall attach an explanation to this application.

42. Agrees to comply with the Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988, and implemented at 28 CFR Part
67, Subpart F, for grantees, as defined at 28 CFR Part 67 Sections 67.615 and 67.620 and
certifies that it will or will continue to provide a drug-free workplace by:

(a) Publishing a statement notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture,
distribution, dispensing, possession, or use of a controlled substance is prohibited 1n
the grantee's workplace and specifying the actions that will be taken against
employees for violation of such prohibition.

(b) Establishing an on-going drug-free awareness program to inform employees about:

(1) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace.

(2) The grantee's policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace.

(3) Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employee assistance
programs; and

(4) The penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations
occurring in the workplace.

(¢) Making it a requirement that each employee to be engaged in the performance of the
gag p
grant be given a copy of the statement required by paragraph (a).

(d) Notifying the employee in the statement required by paragraph (a) that, as a condition
of employment under the grant, the employee will

(1) Abide by the terms of the statement; and

(2) Notify the employer in writing of his or her conviction for a violation of a
criminal drug statute occurring in the workplace no later than five calendar days
after such conviction.

(e) Notifying the agency, in writing, within 10 calendar days after receiving notice under
subparagraph (d)(2) from an employee or otherwise receiving actual notice of such
conviction. Employers of convicted employees must provide notice, including
position title, to:

Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs,
ATTN: Control Desk,

633 Indiana Avenue, N.W.,

Washington, D.C. 20531,

Notice shall include the identification number(s) of each affected grant.

(f) Taking one of the following actions, within 30 calendar days of receiving notice
under subparagraph (d)(2), with respect to any employee who is so convicted.

(1) Taking appropriate personnel action against such an employee, up to and
including termination, consistent with the requirements of the Rehabilitation Act
of 1973, as amended; or
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(2) Requiring such employee to participate satisfactorily in a drug abuse assistance or
rehabilitation program approved for such purposes by a Federal, State, or local
health, law enforcement, or other appropriate agency.

(g) Making a good faith effort to continue to maintain a drug-free workplace through
implementation of paragraphs (a), (b), (c), (d), (¢), and ().

43. Will comply with all applicable requirements of all other federal laws, executive orders,
regulations, program and administrative requirements, policies and any other requirements

governing this program.

44. Understands that failure to comply with any of the above assurances may result in suspension,
termination or reduction of grant funds.
As the duly authorized representative of the applicant, I hereby certify that the applicant will comply

with the above certifications.

The undersigned represents that he/she is authorized by the above named applicant to enter into this
agreement for and on behalf of the said applicant.

Signature of Authorized Agent:

Printed Name of Authorized Agent: Kathi Henry

Title: Clty Manager Date: 02/10/2009

Page 9 Initials



oy

A
MLl LM

39 FEB -u A 3T

D City of Ell IO yeerinG: Fen. 10, 2000

ITEM NO: 1.8

Agenda Report
DATE: February 03, 2009

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

FROM: Director of Public Works

SUBJECT: Approval of Plans and Specifications for Proposition 1B
Local Streets Resurfacing/Various Locations
Engineering Job No. 3265/Bid Number 026-09

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council adopt the next RESOLUTIONS in order
to approve Plans and Specifications and direct a Notice Inviting Sealed Bids to be
opened on March 12, 2009.

BACKGROUND: The project was approved by Council action on December 2, 2008,
for the purposes of establishing the use of Proposition 1B money to repair our local
streets. This project will resurface approximately nine (9) miles of residential and
collector streets with new, quieter, rubberized asphalt that will not only improve the
ride of the road, but will also increase the road surfaces’ life expectancy. Plans and
specifications are available for review at the City Clerk’s Office.

CEQA: The proposed new pavement overlay project is categorically exempt from the
provisions of the California Environmental Quuality Act (CEQA) according to Section
15301 (Class 1) (c) of the CEQA Guidelines. Section 15301 provides an exemption for
the maintenance of public streets.

FISCAL IMPACT: The estimated construction cost is $2,000,000 and is included in
the approved Fiscal Year 2008 - 2009 budget.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

D—’\- D c/\...\‘ Wt e Shdeann o

Rob Turner Kathi J. Henry
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS CITY MANAGER
Attachments



STREET LIMITS

ALTOZANO DR. ALTOZANO WAY - CUL-DE-SACS
BLUEBIRD ST. SWALLOW DR. - CUL-DE-SAC
BOYINGTON PL. WHITSETT DR. - CUL-DE-SAC
BROCKTON ST. FLETCHER PKWY. - TAMPA AVE.
CALVIN LN. HOSMER ST. - WITHERSPOON WY.
CORAL ST. ROSELLE AVE. - WAYNE AVE.
DEEM PL. ROBERTA AVE. - CUL-DE-SAC
DOVE ST. SWALLOW DR. - CUL-DE-SAC
EL MIO DR. TRAVELODGE DR. - CUL-DE-SAC
EVILO ST. FIRST ST. - WAYNE AVE.
GARFIELD AVE. FLETCHER PKWY. - S.CITY LIMIT
GRANT AVE. EMERALD AVE. - PEARL PL.
HOSMER ST. CHATHAM ST. - EDWARD ST.
LA SOMBRA CT. LA SOMBRA DR. - CUL-DE-SAC
LA SOMBRA DR. EL MIO DR. - CUL-DE-SAC
LAUREE ST. RENETTE AVE. - PATRICIALN.
LOUISE CT. GARFIELD AVE. - CUL-DE-SAC
MARY ST. FIRST ST. - CUL-DE-SAC
PEARL PL. RENETTE AVE. - GRANT AVE.
RIPPEY CT. RIPPEY ST. - CUL-DE-SAC
RIPPEY ST. 1201 RIPPEY ST. - CUL-DE-SAC
ROBERTA AVE. MADISON AVE. - EVILO ST.
ROSELLE AVE. MADISON AVE. - CORAL ST.
ROSELLE CT. ROSELLE AVE. - CUL-DE-SAC
SANDALWOOD DR. BALLANTYNE ST. - MOLLISON AVE.
WAYNE AVE. MADISON AVE. - EVILO ST.
WITHERSPOON WY, CHATHAM ST. - HOSMER ST.
SHARON WY. FLETCHER PKWY. HACIENDA DR.
SWALLOW DR. HACIENDA DR. CUYAMACA ST.
TRAVELODGE MAIN ST. MURRAY DR.
WESTWIND MAIN ST. FLETCHER PKWY
ALDWYCH WESTWIND WILLIS RD.
TYRONE GALWAY PL. ALDWYCH

0y
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RESOLUTION NO. -09

RESOLUTION APPROVING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS
FOR PROPOSITION 1B LOCAL STREETS RESURFACING/VARIOUS
LOCATIONS. (Bid No. 026-09, Job No. 3265).

WHEREAS, the City Engineer has submitted plans and specifications for the
Proposition 1B Local Streets Resurfacing/Various Locations project, in the City of El Cajon;
and

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

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

1. That the plans and specifications submitted by the City Engineer for the
Proposition 1B Local Streets Resurfacing/Various Locations, in the City of El Cajon are
hereby approved and adopted as the official plans and specifications for said project.

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

2/10/09 (tem 1.8)

Prop 1B Local Streets Resurf apr



RESOLUTION NO.___-09
RESOLUTION ORDERING THE WORK AND DIRECTING
PUBLICATION OF NOTICE INVITING BIDS FOR PROPOSITION
1B LOCAL STREETS RESURFACING/VARIOUS LOCATIONS.
(Bid No. 026-09, Job No. 3265. '

WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been submitted for the Proposition 1B
Local Streets Resurfacing/Various Locations project, in the City of El Cajon; and

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

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

1. That the City Council does hereby order that the Proposition 1B Local Streets
Resurfacing/Various Locations project, be ordered to be done.

2. That Thursday, March 12, 2009, at 2:00 P.M., in the office designated by the
Purchasing Agent of the City of El Cajon, 200 East Main Street, El Cajon, California, is
hereby fixed as the time and place for the opening of bids for said project.

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

2/10/09 (ltem 1.8)

Prop 1B Local Streets Resurf ntc
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DATE: February 03, 2009
TO: Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tem Wells,

Councilmembers Hanson-Cox, Kendrick, and McClellan
FROM: Director of Public Works

SUBJECT: Change Order for Video Inspection and
Cleaning of Trunk Sewers
Engineering Job No. 3162/Bid Number 027-08

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council approve contract Change Order No. 2 that
provides for root removal and video inspection of the City’s 36” outfall sewer located at
Prospect Avenue. The cost of this change order is $25,000.

BACKGROUND: On March 11, 2008 by Resolution No. 22-08, the City Council approved
a contract with National Plant Services to clean and inspect the City’s sewer trunk line
and outfall sewer. The original contract amount was $160,076.62.

During inspection, the Contractor discovered a root inundated pipe segment that poses
significant risk for a sewer backup adjacent to Forrester Creek. The City is seeking to
modify this contract due to unforeseen maintenance problems associated with the
pipeline segment located at Prospect Avenue in Santee east of Atlas View Drive. This
pipeline carries 95% (approximately eight (8) million gallons per day) of all sewage
generated in El Cajon. The root removal work will be completed on a time and materials
basis not to exceed $25,000. All work will be performed at night.

FISCAL IMPACT: This change order will increase the contract by a maximum of
$25,000. Wastewater Funds for this change order are available in the current project
budget.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

S - 5 ﬂ) G HQL ‘)((Jezé{/h [~
Rob Turner® \ Kathi Henry
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS CITY MANAGER

el



Wednesday, February 04, 2009

City of El Cajon

City Counsel of El Cajon
200 E. Madison Street

El Cajon, CA 92020-3996

RE: 1334 Greenfield Drive

This letter is to request the reconsideration of the City Council of El
Cajon’s decision on January % 2009 to demolish the existing dwelling at
1334 Greenfield Drive, El Cajon prior to the first ordinance reading.

We are requesting to occupy the residence located on the property

know as 1334 Greenfield Drive until the recordation of map.

(b2

10612 Prospect Ave ., Suite 101 Santee, CA. 92071 LicHB-489412 p 819.562.8183 f G19.562.1591




PUBLIC COMMENT: None

DRAFT MINUTES

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

100 PLANNED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT 66 AND TENTATIVE
SUBDIVISION MAP 650 — 1335 Greenfield Drive (Report: Director of
Community Development)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council
« Open the Public Hearing and receive testimony
o Close the Public Hearing

PLANNED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT 66
« Adopt the next RESOLUTION in order approving Planned Residential
Development 66 to allow the construction of a SLX/ unit single-family

development, subject to conditions. 7
TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP 650 /-/Z J -
e Adopt the next RESOLUTION in order approving entative Subdivision Map

650 for a six lot single-family subdivision, SUbjéCt to qorditions.

e !

DISCUSSION s

i
L
ik

Mayor Lewis announces thePublrc Heanr;g is now Open.
i
i

| :’
Director of Community De velopment A

e

i
{
yres

7

provndéss a summ/ary of the ltem.

i

Discussion ensues among Councll and' Staff eoncepﬁmg roofing materials and design
improvements rrade‘ Qy the apphcanﬁ wﬁlle‘ seeking approval from the Planning
Commission. 1 | AR

i

1
i
i |
{

. RN
MOTION BY LEWIS, SECOND BY KENDRICK, to Close the Public
Hearing. i e

/ i
L/ / -
/

P

y MOTION CARRIES BY UNANIMOUS VOTE.
e
Discussion contiries among Council and Staff on the following:
¢ Orientation of buildings on the subject property;
e Concerns about the alley access;

e The proposed design of the project.

No additional comments are made.

©>

Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council January 27, 2009
And Redevelopment Agency -23- 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.
DRAFT MINUTES



Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council
And Redevelopment Agency -24-

ITEM 100 (Continued):

MOTION BY LEWIS, SECOND BY KENDRICK to Adopt RESOLUTION
NO. 10-09 approving Planned Residential Development 66 to allow
the construction of a six unit single-family development, subject to
conditions, and modifying condition 3(b) of Planning Commission
Resolution No. 10531 to include the roof of all units shall be
constructed utilizing roof tiles and composite shingles are not
allowed.

MOTION CARRIES. (MCCLELLAN - NO)

MOTION BY LEWIS, SECOND BY KENDRICK, to RESOLUTION NO.
11-09 approving Tentative Subdivision Map 650 for a six lot single-

family subdivision, subject to conditions )

MOTION CARRIES. ([VFCEC LLAN - NO)

S

T

PO

e
-~

\
J

N
-\

p—

DRAFT MINUTES

January 27, 2009
3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.

oY



Cu;yCIerk Date Stamp | EUEVJ @ﬁ E!] ﬁajjgm MEETING: January 27, 2009
a8 - % ITEM NO: 100
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..... Agenda Report
DATE: January 16, 2009
TO: Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tem Wells,
Councilmembers Hanson-Cox, Kendrick, and McClellan
FROM: Community Development Director

SUBJECT: PLANNED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT NO. 66 and TENTATIVE
SUBDIVISION MAP NO. 650 — 1335 GREENFIELD DRIVE

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council

Open the public hearing and receive testimony;

Close the public hearing;

Move to adopt the draft resolution approving Planned Residential Development
No. 66 to allow the construction of a six unit single-family development, subject to
conditions;

4. Move to adopt the draft resolution approving Tentative Subdivision Map No. 650 for
a six lot single-family subdivision, subject to conditions.

@ -

BACKGROUND:

In 2008, the City Council approved Zone Reclassification (ZR) No. 2294 to rezone the
property at 1335 Greenfield Drive from R-2-R zone to PRD — Low zone. The approval
included a condition requiring the demolition of the existing house prior to the first
ordinance reading to officially change the zone. The existing house has not yet been
demolished and the current zoning of the property remains R-2-R. The PRD rezoning
application did not include a site plan showing how the property was intended to be
developed. The applicant has since submitted a PRD application providing the proposed
site plan and home architectural plans. These are the subject of the pending applications
before the City Council.

The Planning Commission considered this item at its November 17, 2008, December 8,
2008 and January 5, 2009 meetings. On January 5, 2009, the El Cajon Planning
Commission approved Resolution Nos. 10531 and Resolution No. 10532 recommending
City Council approval of Planned Residential Development No. 66 and Tentative
Subdivision No. 650, respectively, subject to conditions.

If approved, the developer intends to demolish the existing older home at 1335 Greenfield
Drive and construct six new one-story, single-family homes on the same property and
subdivide the property into six new lots.



City Council Staff Report
Planned Residential Development No. 66 and Tentative Subdivision Map No. 650
January 16, 2009

Lots: Each of the proposed six lots would contain approximately 4,990 square feet and
have frontage on an alley along the east side of the property. No common areas are
proposed for this project. Instead, the applicant has proposed to construct one home on
each lot with each lot having its own private front courtyard and private rear yard.

Homes: Five of the six proposed homes (lots B, C, D, and F on the preliminary site plan)
would have identical 1,573-square foot floor plans, although the plans would be “flipped”
from one lot to the next. The sixth new home (lot A) would have a floor area of 1,470
square feet. All of the new homes have attached two-car garages that would be accessed
from the alley.

The architecture of the proposed homes includes pitched tile roofs, stucco exteriors,
decorative rock wainscoting, colored window and door trim, and decorative shingle-style
siding. All of these materials are included along the front (west) sides of the structures.
Furthermore, the decorative enhancements proposed for the fronts of the homes are
continued, to a lesser extent, on the back and side elevations. The north facing side of lot
A, which faces Greenfield Drive, includes all of the proposed decorative building materials.
The decorative building materials selected for the proposed homes include: beige stucco,
tile roofs in dark brown or slate gray, shingle-style exterior siding in off-white or light green,
fascia and window trim in dark or light brown, and gray decorative rock wainscoting with
warm colors as undertones.

Landscaping: The preliminary landscape plan indicates that the private front and rear yards
of the individual homes would be fenced and landscaped. The vast majority of the
proposed landscaping is turf. Trees and shrubs would be planted near the corners and
along the property lines. Wood bark and gravel are proposed in the yard areas between
the units.

The three-foot high walls separating the front courtyards of the proposed homes from the
alley are proposed to be made of beige stucco with a brown trim cap and regularly spaced
columns. The walls would include a decorative trellis element along the sections adjacent
to the proposed visitor parking.

Parking: In addition to the two-car garage attached to each home, parking would be
allowed on the private driveways in front of the garages. There are also five additional off-
street parking spaces located along the west property line and accessed from the alley that
can be used by residents and / or their guests. (see Planning Commission companion staff
report dated January 5, 2009 for additional information about the project design).

Required Findings: In order for the City Council to approve the proposed PRD plan, the
Council must make the following findings:

1. The proposed density of the planned residential development does not exceed the
density allowed by the underlying General Plan land use designation.

2. The physical design and architecture of the proposed planned residential
development meets the requirements of the Zoning Ordinance as listed in
Chapter 17.10.

20f4
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City Council Staff Report
Planned Residential Development No. 66 and Tentative Subdivision Map No. 650
January 16, 2009

In order for the City Council to approve the proposed tentative map, the Council must
make the following findings:
1. The proposed map is consistent with the General Plan.

2. The design or improvement of the proposed subdivision is consistent with the
General Plan.

3. The site is physically suitable for the type of development.
4, The site is physically suitable for the proposed density of development.
5. The design of the subdivision or the proposed improvements are not likely to cause

substantial environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or
wildlife or their habitat.

6. The design of the subdivision or type of improvements is not likely to cause serious
public health problems.

7. The design of the subdivision or type of improvements will not conflict with
easements, acquired by the public at large for access through or use of, property
within the proposed subdivision.

8. The proposed subdivision provides to the extent feasible, for future passive or
natural heating or cooling opportunities.

In recommending approval of the proposed Planned Residential Development, the
Planning Commission found the project density to be consistent with the applicable
General Plan designation of Low Density Residential (3 — 10 du/ac) and with the applicable
zoning requirements for a Planned Residential Development. Furthermore, the
Commission found the proposed project to be designed in a manner that would be
compatible with surrounding development that consists primarily of single-family, muiti-
family and other planned residential developments. In addition, the Planning Commission
was able to make all 8 findings required above to approve a subdivision.

The Planning Commission is recommending approval of both the proposed PRD plan and
the tentative subdivision map, subject to conditions. See Planning Commission Resolution
Nos. 10531 and 10532 for a complete list. In addition to the standard types of subdivision
conditions, the Commission is recommending that the landscaping facing Greenfield Drive
and the alley as well as the driveways and supplementary parking spaces be owned by the
individual property owners, but that they be maintained by a homeowner’s association.
This condition is being recommended to ensure the landscaping and pavement abutting
the street and alley is well maintained.

30f4
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City Council Staff Report
Planned Residential Development No. 66 and Tentative Subdivision Map No. 650
January 16, 2009

Notice of this public hearing was mailed to all property owners within 300 feet of the project
site, and to anyone who requested such notice in writing, in compliance with Government
Code Sections 65090, 65091, and 65092, as applicable. Additionally, as a public service,
the notice was posted in the kiosk at City Hall and on the city’s website under “Public
Hearings/Public Notices.” The notice was also mailed to the two public libraries in the City
of El Cajon, located at 201 East Douglas and 576 Garfield Avenue.

FISCAL IMPACT:

None.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
/m ‘Z/Q‘“"Q *& o AeD @?Q;\Ll&tu!u_\

Melissa Ayres \ Kathi Henry U

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR  CITY MANAGER

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Draft Council Resolution approving Planned Residential Development No. 66
2. Draft Council Resolution approving Tentative Subdivision Map No. 650

3. PC Resolution No. 10531

4. PC Resolution No. 10532

5. Planning Commission Companion Staff Report Dated January 5, 2009

w/attachments

Excerpt Planning Commission Minutes November 17,2008
Excerpt Planning Commission Minutes December 8, 2008
Excerpt Draft Planning Commission Minutes January 5, 2009
Plans (Council only)

©PeND
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EXCERPTS FROM CITY COUNCIL
AND

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING MINUTES
February 26, 2008 ’

102 ZONE RECLASSIFICATION 2294 - 1335 Greenfield Drive (Report: City
Clerk)

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council

« Open the Public Hearing and receive testimony;

« Close the Public Hearing;

« Approve, Modify or Disapprove Planning Commission Resolution No.
10478 recommending approval of Zone Reclassification 2294 to rezone
property from the R-2-R Zone to the PRD-Low Zone on property addressed
as 1335 Greenfield Drive.

DISCUSSION
Mayor Lewis announces the Public Hearing is now Open.
No one comes forward to speak.

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

MOTION CARRIES BY UNANIMOUS VOTE.

Councilmember McClellan indicates he drove by the subject property.

MOTION BY LEWIS, SECOND BY KENDRICK, to Approve Planning
Commission Resolution No. 10478 recommending approval of Zone
Reclassification 2294 to rezone property from the R-2-R Zone to the
PRD-Low Zone on property addressed as 1335 Greenfield Drive.

MOTION CARRIES BY UNANIMOUS VOTE.

Joint Meeting: El Cajon City Council February 26, 2008
And Redevelopment Agency -1- 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.
EXCERPTS OF MINUTES

1
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Agenda Repar-t.
February 13, 2008

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

FROM: City Clerk
SUBJECT: ZONE RECLASSIFICATION 2294 - 1335 Greenfield Drive

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council
« Open the Public Hearing and receive testimony
« Close the Public Hearing
« Approve, Modify or Disapprove Planning Commission Resolution No. 10478
recommending approval of Zone Reclassification 2294 to rezone property from
the R-2-R Zone to the PRD-Low Zone, on property addressed as 1335 Greenfield Drive.

BACKGROUND:
As a result of Public Hearings on January 28, 2008, the Planning Commission’s
recommendations are forwarded to the City Council for the following reasons:

ZONE RECLASSIFICATION 2294

Al The PRD-Low zone is consistent with the General Plan designation of “Low Density
Residential” (3 to 10 dwelling units per net acre).

B. Though less than one acre in size, the subject property is not constrained by
physical limitations which would preclude a reasonable development scenario.
C. The PRD-Low Zone is compatible with existing zoning and development in the

surrounding area.

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

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:
LG ey Cr

Kathi Henry
CITY CLERK CITY MANAGER

0



RESOLUTION NO. 10478

A RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING APPROVAL OF ZONE
RECLASSIFICATION 2294 TO REZONE PROPERTY FROM THE R-2-R
(TWO-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL RESTRICTED) ZONE TO THE PRD-LOW
(PLANNED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT-LOW DENSITY) ZONE AS
SHOWN ON THE ATTACHED EXHIBIT ‘A", APN: 484-120-19, GENERAL -
PLAN DESIGNATION: LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL.

WHEREAS, the El Cajon City Planning Commission duly advertised and held a
public hearing on January 28, 2008 to consider Zone Reclassification 2294, as submitted
by Snyder for Snyder Family Trust, requesting to rezone property from the R-2-R (Two-
Family Residential Restricted) zone to the PRD-Low (Planned Residential Development-
Low-Density) zone, on property located on the south side of Greenfield Drive between
North Second and Bostonia Streets, and addressed as 1335 Greenfield Drive; and

WHEREAS, the following findings of fact have been made in regard to said zone
reclassification:

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

2. The proposed project is exempt from environmental review in accordance with
Section 15332, Class 32 of CEQA Guidelines; and

3. The Planning Commission determined that said zone reclassification should be
recommended for approval for the following reasons:

A. The PRD-Low zone is consistent with the General Plan designation of “Low
Density Residential” (3 to 10 dwelling units per net acre).

B. Though less than one acre in size, the subject property is not constrained by
physical limitations which would preclude a reasonable development
scenario.

C. The PRD-Low zone is compatible with existing zoning and development in

the surrounding area.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that based upon said findings of fact, the El
Cajon City Planning Commission hereby RECOMMENDS APPROVAL of Zone
Reclassification 2294 to rezone property from the R-2-R (Two-Family Residential
Restricted) zone to the PRD-Low (Planned Residential-Low Density) zone as shown on the
attached Exhibit ‘A’, on the above described property subject to the following conditions:

1l



PC Resolution #10478

The demolition of the existing dwelling on the subject property shall occur prior to
the first ordinance reading. '

The Planning Commission and City Council shall find that the PRD district of less
than one acre is acceptable.

This zone reclassification becomes null and void if the conditions or requirements of
approval are not met within one year from the date of approval by the City Council.

Page 2 of 4



PC Resolution #10478

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

meeting held January 28, 2008, by the following vote:

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

ABSENT: NONE

#
a‘,,

i“; y ./

S
¥

R T g P !;/L"'j'f 7

William D. WELLS, Chairman
ATTEST:

| 7/}/? /- 3 /\LM APPROVED

Melissa AYRES, Secretary

JAN 28 7508
A5 PRESENTED

Page 3 of 4
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Agenda Report

DATE: January 21, 2009

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

FROM: Chief of Police

SUBJECT: STATE CITIZENS’ OPTION FOR PUBLIC SAFETY (CA-COPS)
EXPENDITURE PLAN - SECOND AMENDMENT

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council

1. Open the Public Hearing and receive testimony;

2. Close the Public Hearing;

3. Approve the Second Amendment to the CA-COPS Expenditure Plan,

4. Appropriate an additional $85,783 of available CA-COPS funding to allow
implementation of the amended Expenditure Plan.

BACKGROUND:

On November 13, 2007 (Item 1.4), City Council accepted FY2007-2008 CA-COPS funding
in the amount of $187,012 plus any interest earned. The approved Expenditure Plan
supported on-going communications and technology systems’ upgrade and maintenance.
The technology purchases resulted in a lower than expected cost creating an opportunity
to utilize the savings for another purpose. On March 11, 2008 (Item 1.4), City Council
approved the first amendment to the CA-COPS Expenditure Plan to include training
expenses for a problem solving initiative. Recently, several officer safety concerns and
desirable investigative tools have been identified, which could be addressed with the use
of remaining CA-COPS funding. Those items include, but are not limited to, mandated
high visibility vests, additional tasers (including holsters, batteries, and cartridges),
digital voice recorders and transcription software, a laser measuring device, radio battery
chargers, and cell phone recording devices.

Therefore a budget adjustment is necessary to reflect the use of available funding in the
amount of $85,783 to implement the recommended Expenditure Plan.
1

s



FISCAL IMPACT:

Approval of this item will increase the FY2008-2009 budget appropriation for CA-COPS
funding to $182,283, as summarized below.

Budget Activity No. 215000

Approved Recommended
Expenditure Category Account | FY2008-2009 Requested | FY2008-2009
Increase Amended
Budget
Budget
Officer Safety Items 8160 $-0- $41,800 $41,800
Communications & 8190 $2,000 $6,200 $8,200
Technology Upgrades, 8528 $-0- $600 $600
including Maintenance 9020 $63,5600 $37,183 $100,683
Training, Meetings, & Schools 8594 $31,000 $.0- $31.000
(including overtime) ' ’
Totals $96,500 $85,783 $182,283

The City has already received the FY2007-2008 CA-COPS funding. If not expended or
encumbered by June 30, 2009, it must be returned to the State.

APPROVED BY:
Pat%%c (0] Kathi Henry
CHIEF OLICE CITY MANAGER

16
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ITEM NO: 5.1

DATE: January 26, 2009

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

FROM: Public Safety Facility Financing Oversight Committee

SUBJECT: Annual Report

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council accept the Annual Report from the
Public Safety Facility Financing Oversight Committee.

BACKGROUND: In accordance with El Cajon Municipal Code 2.24.900 Public Safety
Facility Financing Oversight Committee/Powers and Duties:

The Public Safety Facility Financing Oversight Committee was established in
conjunction with the passage of Proposition O on November 2, 2004. The Committee
serves in an advisory capacity and shall make recommendations on matters
pertaining to the expenditure of Proposition O proceeds. Currently, the Committee
Members are Chair Rodgers Smith, Vice Chair John Alley, Nancy Crane, David
DeBaca, John A. Forrest, and James Rue. Our seventh Committee Member, Wendie
Wigginton, resigned on January 12, 2009, to care for a family member. The
Committee is pleased to provide the Mayor and City Council the following report with
findings relative to Proposition O funds for fiscal year 2008 (July 1, 2007 - June 30,
2008).

The Committee met four times in 2008 during which time we were provided financial
reports indicating costs associated with and spent as part of development of the
numerous public safety facilities. In addition, several members of the Committee
attended the dedication ceremony for Fire Station 8 on Madison Avenue and other
community meetings where specifics regarding the status of the Public Safety Center
and other projects were presented to the public.
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In December of 2008, City staff provided the Committee with the attached
Independent Auditors’ Report on the Public Safety Facilities Capital Projects Fund
summarizing the revenues and expenditures for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2008.
The auditing firm of Rogers, Anderson, Malody & Scott, LLP noted no exceptions. On
January 14, 2009, Oversight Members met and confirmed that the detailed financial
reports provided by City staff throughout the year were validated by the Independent
Auditors’ Report. Based on all financial data provided, reviewed and confirmed, the
Committee is prepared to provide the City Council with this written report.

Summary of Revenues and Expenditures

During fiscal year 2008, Proposition O received sales tax revenues from the State of
California totaling $8,577,309.20. This is in addition to investment earnings of
$656,900.90 and rental income of $11,852.78. These funds, when coupled with the
amounts received during fiscal year 2005 through 2007, show total revenue received
of $28,223,401.67.

Some of the significant expenditures related to this undertaking during fiscal year
2008 have been for the Public Safety Center ($3,155,139.83), a new Fire Station 8
($1,569,878.09), and installation of a new roof and HVAC upgrades at Fire Station 6
($986,246.19). Other costs reflected in the statements for 2008 were for program
support ($148,035.21), Animal Shelter ($3,475.00), Fire Station 9 ($38,160.94) and a
needs assessment for Fire Station 7 ($29,550.47). Since inception, $14,194,179.73
has been expended through June 30, 2008, for the Public Safety Facilities Program.

Concerns
None

Conclusions

The Public Safety Facility Financing Oversight Committee has carefully reviewed the
accounting documents provided by the City Manager and the Independent Auditors'
Report on the Public Safety Facilities Capital Projects Fund. The Committee feels
comfortable that the listed expenditures related to the project were expended
appropriately through fiscal year end 2008 and were consistent with the language and
requirements under Proposition O as passed in November 2004. This Oversight
Committee is very proactive and professional in all respects and the members of the
Committee have shown extensive involvement in this important endeavor. The
Committee would like to make special mention and commend Ms. Nancy Palm,
Assistant to the City Manager, and Ms. Sarah Castillo, Financial Operations Manager,
for their exceptional degree of professionalism, dedication and thorough knowledge of
this important effort. Their tireless efforts, expertise and guidance have been
significantly important in assisting and guiding the Committee.
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Respectfully Submitted,
Public Safety Facility Financing Oversight Committee

Fidyyr T owil

RodgersVSmith, Chair

~Z T3 u

John E. Alley, Vice Charr>—

W ﬁ,;/%%,
Nasicy. afie

f&évid Dé’éaca

Jarﬁes Rue
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ROGERS, ANDERSON, MaLopy & Scort, LLP

CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS

JAY H. ZERCHER, C.P.A.
ROBERT B MEMORY, C.P.A.
PHILLIP H. WALLER, C.P.A.
BRENDA L. ODLE, C.P.A.
TERRY P. SHEA, C.P.A.
KiRK A. FRANKS, C.P.A.
MATTHEW B. WILSON, C.P.A.
SCOTT W. MANNO, C.P.A.
LEENA SHANBHAG, C.P.A.

CALIFORNIA SOCIETY OF
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS

NANCY O'RAFFERTY, C.
BRAD A. WELEBIR, C.
MARION M., HABERKORN, C.
TIMOTHY P. HORN, C.
KATIE L. MILLSOM, C.P.A.

JOHN J. BADIA, C.P.A.

Citizens' Oversight Committee and City Council
City of El Cajon
El Cajon, California

Independent Auditors' Report on the
Public Safety Facilities Capital Projects Fund

We have audited the accompanying schedule of revenues and expenditures of the Public
Safety Facilities Capital Projects Fund (Fund 502) of the City of El Cajon for the year ended
June 30, 2008. This financial statement is the responsibility of the City of El Cajon, California’s
management. Our responsibility is to express an opinion on this financial statement based on
our audit.

We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United
States of America. Those standards require that we plan and perform our audit to obtain
reasonable assurance about whether the schedule of revenues and expenditures is free of
material misstatement. An audit includes examining, on a test basis, evidence supporting the
amounts and disclosures in the schedule of revenues and expenditures. An audit also includes
assessing the accounting principles used and significant estimates made by management, as
well as evaluating the overall presentation of the schedule of revenues and expenditures. We
believe that our audit provides a reasonable basis for our opinion.

The accompanying schedule of revenues and expenditures presents only the revenues and
expenditures of the Public Safety Facilities Capital Projects Fund (Fund 502) of the City of El
Cajon.

In our opinion, the financial statement referred to above presents fairly, in all material respects,
the revenues and expenditures of the Public Safety Facilities Capital Projects Fund (Fund 502)
of the City of El Cajon for the year ended June 30, 2008 in conformity with accounting principles
generally accepted in the United States of America.

%@W—,ﬁmmﬂ% VW,LUO

October 20, 2008

MEMBERS

AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS
VANIR TOWER * 290 NORTH "D" STREET ¢ SUITE 300
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92401
(909) 889-0871 * (909) 824-6736 *® FAX (909) 889-5361
Website: www.ramscpa.net
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CITY OF EL CAJON
Public Safety Facilities Capital Projects Fund (Fund 502)
Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures
For the year ended June 30, 2008

Beginning Balance - July 1, 2007 $ 10,713,644
Revenues:
Sales tax (0.50%) 8,577,309
Interest and rents 668,754
Total revenues 9,246,083
Expenditures:
Salaries and benefits 148,433
Consulting services 69,206
Professional and technical services 336,584
Architectural services 2,548,816
Relocation costs 209,921
Equipment costs 78,366
Construction costs 2,507,241
Other 31,918
Total expenditures 5,930,485
Ending Balance - June 30, 2008 $ 14,029,222
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ROGERS, ANDERSON, MaLopY & Scotr, LLP

CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS

Citizens’ Oversight Committee and City Council
City of El Cajon
El Cajon, California

Additional Information Regarding the Audit of the

JAY H. ZERCHER, C.P.A.
HOBERT B. MEMORY, C.P.A.
PHILLIP H. WALLER, C.P.A.
BRENDA L. ODLE, C.P.A.
TERRY P. SHEA, C.P.A.

KIRK A, FRANKS, C.P.A.
MATTHEW 8. WILSON, C.P.A.
SCOTT W. MANNO, C.P.A.
LEENA SHANBHAG, C.P.A.

NANCY O'RAFFERTY, C.P.A.
BRAD A. WELEBIR, C.P.A.
MARION M. HABERKORN, C.P.A,
TIMOTHY P. HORN, C.P.A.
KATIE L. MILLSOM, C.P.A.
JOHN J. BADIA, C.P.A.

Public Safety Facilities Capital Projects Fund (Fund 502) of the City of El Cajon

Our audit of the Public Safety Facilities Capital Projects Fund (Fund 502) of the City of El Cajon
included the procedures identified below, as well as other procedures performed in connection
with our audit of the financial statements of the City of EI Cajon for the year ended June 30,
2008 which resulted in our unqualified opinion that the financial statements of the City were
fairly stated in accordance with generally accepted accounting principles. This information
regarding our audit of the Public Safety Facilities Capital Projects Fund (Fund 502) has been
provided to communicate to the Citizens' Oversight Committee the results of the audit

procedures identified below:

1. We analyzed the following documents in order to gain an understanding of the

requirements stated in the Measure:

e Ordinance No. 4784
e Ordinance No. 4794
¢ Resolution No. 154-04
¢ Resolution No. 155-04

Results: We noted that the City Council placed before the voters of the City of El Cajon
a Public Safety Facilities Bond Measure (the Measure) relating to the imposition of a
one-half of one percent (0.50%) transaction and use tax to fund new and improved
public safety facilities. The election on the Measure was held on November 2, 2004 at
which time the voters were asked whether or not the City should implement a half-cent
sales tax for 10 years to improve public safety and emergency response throughout the
City by replacing aging, overcrowded police and fire facilities with combined
earthquake-safe facilities including the latest public safety technology and an
Emergency Operations Center to coordinate disaster response. The Measure presented
to the voters provided that such bonds would be issued with a citizens' oversight
committee and independent financial audits. Furthermore, the proceeds of the tax
collection are to be used to repay the principal and interest on approximately
$62.000,000 in bonds to fund the new and improved public safety facilities. At the
election on November 2, 2004, the voters passed the Measure, identified as Proposition
O on the ballot, and the results of such election were duly certified by the City Council

by means of resolution at a regular meeting held on November 23, 2004.
MEMBERS

AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS

PCPS THE AICPA ALLIANCE FOR CPA FIRMS
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Citizens' Oversight Committee and City Council
City of El Cajon, California

Page 2

We obtained and reviewed a summary revenue detail report from the City's general
ledger for Fund 502 - Public Safety Facilities Fund for the fiscal year ended June 30,
2008. We reviewed supporting cash receipts to test whether the City had properly
recorded receipts of the voter approved transaction and use tax in the amount of one-
half of one percent (0.50% sales tax) in Fund 502 of the City.

Results: We noted no exceptions as a result of our procedures. All receipts of the voter
approved transaction and use tax in the amount of one-half of one percent (0.50% sales
tax) were properly recorded in Fund 502 of the City as of June 30, 2008.

We obtained an understanding from the City of the methodology used to allocate
investment income. We also tested the computation used to support the allocation of
the amount of investment income and the change in the fair market value to determine if
the same were reasonably allocated to Fund 502 - Public Safety Facilities Fund.

Results: We noted no_exceptions as a result of our procedures. Investment income and
the change in the fair market value were reasonable with respect to Fund 502 - Public
Safety Facilities Fund as of June 30, 2008.

We obtained and reviewed a summary expenditure detail from the City's general ledger
for Fund 502 - Public Safety Facilities Fund for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2008. We
selected individually significant invoices listed in this expenditure detail report and
tested whether adequate supporting documentation (vendor/supplier invoices, receipts,
etc.) existed and whether the expenditure related to the specific projects stated in the
Measure. We also examined the supporting documentation to test whether the amounts
agreed to the City's general ledger and that no unallowable costs were charged to Fund
502 - Public Safety Facilities Fund.

Results: We noted no exceptions as a result of our procedures. Adequate supporting
documentation existed for selected items and the expenditures related to the specific
projects stated in the Measure. In addition, amounts on the supporting documentation
agreed to the City's general ledger and no unallowable costs to Fund 502 - Public
Safety Facilities Fund were detected by our testing.

We obtained and reviewed selected journal entries to test whether the allocation of
salaries to Fund 502 - Public Safety Facilities Fund were reasonable. We obtained an
understanding from the City of the methodology used to allocate salaries, as well as
reviewed documentation supporting these allocations to Fund 502 - Public Safety
Facilities. In addition, we inquired selected employees charged to the Fund to determine
if the salaries allocated were reasonable based upon duties performed.

Results: We noted no exceptions as a result of our procedures. Salaries charged to

Fund 502 - Public Safety Facilities Fund were reasonable in relation to the activities and
duties performed by the related personnel.
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Citizens' Oversight Committee and City Council
City of El Cajon, California
Page 3

This report is intended solely for the information and use of the City Council, management of the
City of El Cajon and the Citizens' Oversight Committee and is not intended to be and should not
be used by anyone other than these specified parties. However, this limitation is not meant to
limit the distribution of this report which is a matter of public record.

R oper, Aodorsss, /ﬂo&ﬁ yfeotf A

October 20, 2008
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BULLETIN ==

EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S UPDATE

n December 4, 2008,
LAFCO  consultant
Harry Ehrlich and Ex-
ecutive Officer Mi-
chael Ott hosted a meeting with the Ex-
ecutive Director of CALAFCO to dis-
cuss organizational and legislative pro-
grams in 2009.

On December 10, 2008, Mi-
chael Ott met with Fire Chief Mark
Baker to discuss the 2009 Fire Districts
Association of California’s spring con-
ference in San Diego.

On December 19, 2008, Harry
Ehrlich convened a meeting of
LAFCO’s Special Districts Advisory
Committee and provided a year-end
LAFCO and legislative update.

On December 19, 2008, the
LAFCO toy drive yielded a record num-
ber of Christmas gifts that were distrib-
uted to needy children.

On January 9, 2009, Michael
Ott conducted the Protest Hearings for
the: (1) Consolidation of the Borrego
Water District and the Borrego Springs
Park Community Services District; and
(2) Pilot Travel Center Annexation to
the Rural Fire Protection District. No
protests were registered and both pro-
posals will be effective in 30-days.

LAFCO CALENDAR

* February 2, 2009: Regular LAFCO ’

Meeting (9:00 a.m. at the County Ad-
ministration Center, Room 302).

Commissioner Andy Menshek
announced that he will not seek re-
appointment to LAFCO at the conclu-
sion of his term in May 2009. Mr.
Menshek has served as a special district
representative on the Commission since
2000. Alternate member John Ingalls
will be seeking the position vacated by
Mr. Menshek.

The February 2, 2009 LAFCO
meeting agenda includes:

Consent Items

® Rancho Serena Road-Gessner An-
nexation to the Rancho Santa Fe Com-
munity Services District

® Tverdoch Annexation to the Leu-
cadia Wastewater District

® Razoky Annmexation to the Spring
Valley Sanitation District

Public Hearing ltems

® Island Annexation to the Alpine Fire
Protection District

®Rose Mountain Reorganization in-
volving annexation to Vista Irrigation
District and detachment from Vallecitos
Water District

®proposed FY 2009-10 LAFCO Budget

Other Business
® Regular and Alternate Public Mem-
ber Term Expiration and Appointment

= Update: Special District Election for
LAFCO Regular and Alternate Member
® Quarterly Self-Approved Claims
Report

San Diego LAFCO
1600 Pacific Highway ¢« Room 452
San Diego, CA 92101
(619) 531-5400 « www.sdlafco.org
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Board Members

Lori Holt Pfeiler, Chair
Mayor, Escondido

o

Jerome Stocks, First Vice Chair AL
Councilmember, Encinitas

Jack Dale, Second Vice Chair
Councilmember, Santee

Matt Hall ZUUQ .

Councilmember, Carlsbad

el

Cheryl Cox
Mayor, Chula Vista

Carrie Downey
Councilmember, Coronado

Crystal Crawford
Mayor, Del Mar

Mark Lewis
Mayor, El Cajon

Jim Janney
Mayor, imperial Beach

Art Madrid
Mayor, La Mesa

Mary Teresa Sessom, Chair
Mayor, Lemon Grove

Ron Morrison
Mayor, National City

Jim Wood
Mayor, Oceanside

Mickey Cafagna
Mayor, Poway

Jerry Sanders
Mayor, San Diego

Ben Hueso
Council President, San Diego

Jim Desmond
Mayor, San Marcos

Lesa Heebner
Councilmember, Solana Beach

Judy Ritter
Councilmember, Vista

Dianne Jacob
Chairwoman, County of San Diego

Pam Slater-Price
Chair Pro Tem, County of San Diego

Advisory Members

Victor Carrillo, Supervisor
tmperial County

Will Kempton, Director
California Department
of Transportation

Harry Mathis, Chairman
Metropolitan Transit System

Hon. Dave Roberts, Acting Chairman
North County Transit District

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

U.S. Department of Defense

Laurie Black, Commissioner
San Diego Unified Port District

Mark Muir, Commissioner
San Diego County Water Authority

Robert Smith, Chair
Southern California Tribal
Chairmen’s Association

Remedios Gomez-Arnau
Consul General of Mexico

Gary L. Gallegos
Executive Director, SANDAG

6.2
SANDAG

" 'BOARD OF DIRECTORS
AGENDA

Friday, January 23, 2009
9 a.m. to 12 noon
SANDAG Board Room
401 B Street, 7*" Floor
San Diego

AGENDA HIGHLIGHTS

e STATE BUDGET CRISIS IMPACT ON
TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS

« MID-COAST CORRIDOR TRANSIT PROJECT
UPDATE

e DESTINATION LINDBERGH AD HOC AIRPORT
REGIONAL POLICY COMMITTEE 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-making.
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 Association of Governments - 401 B Street, Suite 800, San Diego, CA 92101 -4231
(619) 699-1900 - Fax (619) 699-1905 - www.sandag.org
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SANDAG

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 working days prior to the Board of Directors meeting.

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

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

FRONT AND
SECOND AVE. EXIT
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ITEM #

+1.

+3.

+4.

+5.

BOARD OF DIRECTORS AGENDA
Friday, January 23, 2009

APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES

A. DECEMBER 5, 2008, MEETING MINUTES (meeting held jointly with
Transportation and Regional Planning Committees)

B. DECEMBER 19, 2008, MEETING MINUTES
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 should notify the Clerk of the Board if
they have a handout for distribution to Board members. Speakers are limited to
three minutes. Board members also may provide information and
announcements under this agenda item.

ACTIONS FROM POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEES

This item summarizes the actions taken by the Executive and Borders
Committees on January 9 and the Transportation Committee on January 16,
2009.

CONSENT ITEMS (4 through 8)

FY 2008 AUDITED COMPREHENSIVE ANNUAL FINANCIAL REPORT
(Lauren Warrem)*

In accordance with SANDAG Bylaws, the FY 2008 Comprehensive Annual
Financial Report, including the independent auditor’s financial and compliance
opinions are presented for informational purposes. Copies of the final report will
be distributed to each member agency.

FY 2010 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION APPROPRIATIONS PROPOSALS
(Victoria Stackwick)

In October 2008, the Transportation Committee approved the criteria for
selecting projects for consideration in the FY 2010 federal transportation
appropriations process. Staff has worked with Caltrans, the transit agencies, and
local jurisdictions to develop the priorities for the FY 2010 funding cycle.
Pending Transportation Committee action on January 16, 2009, the Board of
Directors is asked to approve the list of proposed project funding requests for
the FY 2010 federal transportation appropriations cycle.

RECOMMENDATION

APPROVE

APPROVE

INFORMATION

APPROVE
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+6.

+7.

+8.

10.

11.

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY PROGRAM (Melissa Coffelt)

In accordance with SANDAG Board Policy No. 007, this report summarizes
employment and the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program results for
2008 as well as reviews Equal Employment Opportunity Program goals for the
upcoming year.

REPORT SUMMARIZING DELEGATED ACTIONS TAKEN BY EXECUTIVE
DIRECTOR (Renée Wasmund)*

In accordance with SANDAG Board Policy Nos. 003 (Investment Policy),

017 (Delegation of Authority), and 024 (Procurement and Contracting-

Construction), this report summarizes certain delegated actions taken by the
Executive Director since the last Board meeting.

REPORTS ON MEETINGS AND EVENTS ATTENDED ON BEHALF OF
SANDAG (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.

CHAIR’S REPORTS (9 through 11)

PRESENTATION OF AWARD OF RECOGNITION TO SENATOR
DENISE DUCHENY

SANDAG recognizes the work of Senator Denise Ducheny to secure passage of
Senate Bill 1486 (Chapter 720, Statutes of 2008). The bill provides SANDAG the
authority to implement a public toll project to move people and goods along the
State Route 11 (SR 11) corridor, and enables SANDAG to bond against the
toll/user fee revenues to develop and construct the new SR 11 highway and
Otay Mesa East Port of Entry facility.

PRESENTATION OF AWARD OF RECOGNITION TO SENATOR
CHRISTINE KEHOE

SANDAG recognizes the work of Senator Christine Kehoe to secure passage of
Senate Bill 1685 (Chapter 83, Statutes of 2008), which provides SANDAG the
flexibility to expand the uses of sales tax revenues beyond transportation-related
projects for future ballot measures that could include habitat conservation,
water quality, and shoreline preservation.

RECOGNITION OF PAST SANDAG CHAIR

This item will recognize the efforts of Lemon Grove Mayor Mary Sessom, who
served as SANDAG Chair during 2007 and 2008,

INFORMATION

INFORMATION

INFORMATION

INFORMATION

INFORMATION

INFORMATION
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+12.

+13.

14.

REPORTS (12 through 17)

STATE-LOCAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM (Santee Councilmember
Jack Dale, Transportation Committee Vice Chair; José A. Nuncio)*

The Proposition 18 infrastructure bond measure approved by voters in
2006 included $1 billion for the State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP).
Implementing legislation and an initial $200 million appropriation for the SLPP
were approved by the Governor in 2008. This report summarizes the
two elements of the program. The Transportation Committee recommends that
the Board of Directors approve that as the SLPP funds are appropriated by the
Legislature, that 94 percent of the funds set aside under previous Board
direction for TransNet Early Action Program (EAP) projects be programmed on
the next ready to go TransNet EAP project. Further, the Transportation
Committee also recommends that the Board of Directors approve $1 million of
the FY 2008/2009 appropriation (representing the remaining 6 percent not set
aside for TransNet EAP projects) be set aside to match other potential TransNet
funds for the Grossmont Station Pedestrian Enhancements project.

STATE BUDGET CRISIS IMPACT ON TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS
(santee Councilmember Jack Dale, Transportation Committee
Vice Chair; José A. Nuncio)*

The continuing state budget crisis is posing a significant risk to ongoing
transportation construction contracts, including several major TransNet Early
Action Program projects. The Transportation Committee recommends that the
Board of Directors approve a Cash Management option where programmed
federal formula and TransNet funds within the Interstate 15, State Route 52,
and State Route 905 major corridors would be used on Proposition 1B bond-
funded elements of their respective corridors. Implementing this option would
be contingent on California Transportation Commission action to approve the
necessary bond program amendments and Federal Highway Administration
approval of the Regional Transportation Improvement Program Amendment.
This item was not ready at the time of mailout and will be sent out
under separate cover when completed.

FINANCIAL MARKET STATUS (Renée Wasmund and Marney Cox)*

This monthly briefing is designed to keep the Board of Directors informed about
the latest developments in the financial markets, the economy, revenue
forecasts, and the strategies staff is exploring and implementing to minimize
possible impacts to SANDAG.

APPROVE

APPROVE

INFORMATION



+15.

16.

17.

16.

17.

MID-COAST CORRIDOR TRANSIT PROJECT UPDATE
(Santee Councilmember Jack Dale, Transportation Committee
Vice Chair; Leslie Blanda)*

Staff will provide a report on the status of the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit
Project. The report will provide an overview of the project, describe the scope
and schedule of the current phase of project development, and describe the
upcoming project development phases.

DESTINATION LINDBERGH AD HOC AIRPORT REGIONAL POLICY
COMMITTEE UPDATE (Lemon Grove Mayor Mary Sessom and
Santee Councilmember Jack Dale; Dave Schumacher and
Michael Zdon)

This status report will provide an update on the work to date by the Destination
Lindbergh Ad Hoc Airport Regional Policy Committee. Destination Lindbergh is a
collaborative effort among SANDAG, the San Diego County Regiona! Airport
Authority, and the City of San Diego. The purpose of the study is (1) to
determine the ultimate build out of Lindbergh Field; (2) to review the potential
for an Intermodal Transportation Center; and (3) to determine the actions that
would reduce traffic on surrounding arterial streets (e.g. Laurel Avenue, Grape
Street, Hawthorne Street, and Harbor Drive). As part of this planning effort,
improvements that would provide direct access from Interstate 5 into an airport
facility also are being reviewed.

PRESENTATION BY UNITED FOR A HATE FREE SAN DIEGO
(Edgar Hopida, Council on American-islamic Relations, San Diego
Chapter; Rev. Wayne Riggs, Plymouth Congregational Church;
Estela DelosRios, Center for Social Advocacy; and Ashley Walker,
San Diego Human Relations Committee)

State Assembly Speaker Pro Tempore Lori Saldana has requested that the Board
of Directors receive a presentation about hate crimes in San Diego County by
United for a Hate Free San Diego, a coalition of more than 52 community and
faith leaders. Coalition members will report on the ongoing activities to raise
awareness of and address hate crimes in the San Diego region.

UPCOMING MEETINGS
The next Board Policy meeting is scheduled for Friday, February 13, 2009, at
10 a.m. The next Board Business meeting of the Board of Directors is scheduled

for Friday, February 27, 2009, at 9 a.m.

ADJOURNMENT

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

INFORMATION

INFORMATION

INFORMATION

INFORMATION



MAYOR MARK LEWIS
CITY OF EL CAJON

200 EAST MAIN STREET 6 3
EL CAJON CA 92020 .

AGENDA
LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 2, 2009, 9:00 A.M.
ROOM 302, COUNTY ADMINISTRATION CENTER
1600 PACIFIC HIGHWAY
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA

1.  Roll Call

2. Approval of Minutes of Meeting Held December 1, 2008

bG8 Vv €- 83l

3. Executive Officer's Recommended Agenda Revisions
4. Commissioner/Executive Officer Announcements: Presentation of Recognition Plaques
5. Public Comment. Opportunity for members of the public to speak to the Commission on

any subject matter within the Commission's jurisdiction, but not an item on today’s
agenda. Each speaker’s presentation may not exceed 3 minutes..

CONSENT ITEM

. All items listed under the Consent Item(s) have 100% consent of landowners, are considered
routine, and will be enacted in one motion. There will be no separate discussion of these
items prior to Commission action on the motion, unless members of the Commission, staff, or
the public request specific items to be removed from the Consent Agenda.

Districts

6. DA08-24 Proposed “Rancho Serena Road-Gessner Annexation” Approve
to the Rancho Santa Fe Community Services District (2.60 acres)

7. DA08-27 Proposed “Tverdoch Annexation” to the Leucadia Approve
Wastewater District (3.53 acres)

8. DA08-28 Proposed “Razoky Annexation” to the Spring Valley Approve»
Sanitation District (1.37 acres)
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LAFCO Agenda
Page 2
February 2, 2009

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

Public Hearing ltems require expanded public notification per provisions in State Law or
directives of the Commission or Executive Officer.

9. DAD8-18 Proposed “Island Annexation” to the Alpine Fire Approve
Protection District (60.72 acres)

10A. SA08-22 Adoption of a Minor Sphere Amendment to the Sphere of Approve
influence for the Vista Irrigation District

10B. RO08-22 Proposed “Rose Mountain Road Reorganization” (Vista Approve
Irrigation District / Vallecitos Water District) — annexation to the
Vista lIrrigation District, with concurrent detachment from the
Vallecitos Water District (.98 acre)

11.  Proposed FY 2009-10 LAFCO Budget _ Direction/
Approve

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 proposals
(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.

There are no Jurisdictional Information Iitems to be heard by the Commission

OTHER BUSINESS ITEMS

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

12.  Regular and Alternate Public Member Term Expiration and Discussion/
Appointment Direction

13. 2009 Special District Election for LAFCO Regular and Alternate Information
Member

14.  Quarterly Self-Approved Claims Report Ratify

Adjournment — Next Meeting Monday, March 2, 2009, Room 302, County Administration

Center.
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LAFCO Agenda
Page 3
February 2, 2009

POLITICAL REFORM ACT AND LAFCO DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS

The Political Reform Act prohibits a person appointed to the Local Agency Formation
Commission 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 reorganization 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.

LAFCO’s agenda can be found by visiting our web site at www.sdlafco.org
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DATE: February 3, 2009
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Mayor Pro Tem Bill Wells

SUBJECT: Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

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

BACKGROUND:

Government Code Section 53232.3(d) requires members of a legislative body to provide brief
reports on meetings attended at the expense of the local agency at the next regular meeting of the
legislative body.

REPORT:

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

January 27, 2009 - Meeting with El Cajon Community Development Corporation
January 30, 2009 - Meeting with Assemblyman Joel Anderson

February 2, 2009 - Meeting with Saleem Ishaque re: Property on Main Street
February 3, 2009 - Meeting with City Attorney

February 4, 2009 - Meeting with City Manager

February 4, 2009 - Metro Wastewater Task Force Meeting

February 6, 2009 - Pick up Materials from City Hall

February 10, 2009 - Agenda Meeting, City Council Meeting 3:00 p.m.

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

B (ol
I\Bngly‘(luvregrso Tem @

qs



Wed, 01/28/09 -

Thur, 01/29/09 -

Jillian Hanson-Cox

COUNCIL ACTIVITIES
(from Jan 28 to Feb 9, 2009)

Community Meeting to discuss 5-yr Plan

SANDAG Retreat

8.1
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ITEMNO: 941

DATE: February 5, 2009
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Councilmember Kendrick

SUBJECT: Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

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

BACKGROUND:

Government Code Section 53232.3(d) requires members of a legislative body to provide brief
reports on meetings attended at the expense of the local agency at the next regular meeting of the
legislative body.

REPORT:

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

February 7, 2009 - Pick up material from City Hall
February 10, 2009 - City Council Meeting — 3:00 p.m.

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

SUBMITTED BY,

e, Kenglonk
Gary Kefdrick @
Councilmember
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ITEMNO: 101

mFES -3 A 10 30

DATE: February 3, 2009
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Councilmember McClellan

SUBJECT: Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

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

BACKGROUND:

Government Code Section 53232.3(d) requires members of a legislative body to provide brief
reports on meetings attended at the expense of the local agency at the next regular meeting of the
legislative body.

REPORT:

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

January 22, 2009 - Pick up materials from City Hall
February 4, 2009 - MTS Budget Meeting

February 6, 2009 - Pick up materials from City Hall
February 10, 2009 - City Council Meeting — 3:00 p.m.

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

SUBMITTED BY,

Bob McClellan
Councilmember
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IN THIS ISSUE: January 23, 2009
Issue #3-2009

Upcoming Events:  City Managers Department Meeting — Monterey, Feb. 4-6
Personnel & Employee Relations — San Francisco, Mar. 12-13
Public Works Officers Institute & Mini Expo ~ Monterey, Mar. 25-27
Planners Institute & Mini Expo — Anaheim, Mar. 25-27

Page 4: Find a Bill, Legislators, Leg Committee, or Ask League Leg Staff

NEW ADMINISTRATION PROPOSAL TO DEFER LOCAL HIGHWAY USERS TAXES,
PROPOSITION 42 FUNDS AND MANDATE REIMBURSEMENTS
How Will Your City Services Be Affected?

The League needs information quickly about how individual cities would be affected by a new
proposal floated by Gov. Amold Schwarzenegger's Department of Finance (DOF) to offset state
cash flow woes. For more, see Page 2.

000000000000000000000000000008000000

LIGHT AT THE END OF THE BUDGET TUNNEL?

As the budget deficit clock outside Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger's office this week ticked up to
more than $8.4 billion, there was news this week that legislative Republicans may be willing to
consider revenue increases in exchange for what they consider to be solid budget reforms that
control future spending. For more, see Page 3.

000000000000000000000000000000000000

LEAGUE HONORS FOUR MEMBERS OF THE CALIFORNIA STATE LEGISLATURE

Hundreds of city officials were in town this week to honor the four legislators the League
recognized for their support of local government in 2008 at a special reception. The event was
held at the Citizen Hotel in Sacramento following the first day of the 2009 New Mayors and
Council Members Academy. For more, see Page 3.

11.1
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‘Cash Flow’ Continued from Page 1...

Designed as part of a final budget package, the administration drafted legislation that would defer
the payment of the following revenues to cities and counties:

1) Seven-Month deferral of Highway Users Tax Account (HUTA) Funds: These are
revenues paid monthly to cities and counties from the per-gallon motor vehicle fuel tax.
The DOF proposal is to defer the payment of these funds to cities and counties in the
following way:

« Batch #1: Payments to cities and counties for revenues collected in January,
February, March and the first half of April (that would otherwise be paid in
February, March, April and May) would be instead paid in September 2009.
We estimate this deferral would amount to about $162 million for counties
and about $156 million for cities.

o Batch #2: Payments to cities and counties for revenues collected during the
second half of April, May, June and July (that would otherwise be paid in
May, June, July and August) would be instead be paid in October 2009. We
estimate this deferral would amount to about $165 million for counties and
about $160 million for cities.

2) Three-Month Deferral of Proposition 42 Transportation Revenues: These revenues
are paid quarterly to cities and counties from the state sales taxon gasoline. The DOF
proposal is to defer payment of the June 2009 (fourth quarter) local government
allocations until October 2009. This deferral would amount to about $68 million for
counties and $68 million for cities.

3) Two-Month Delay for Mandate Payments: The DOF proposal delays the payment date
for mandate claims from Aug. 15 to Oct. 15, 2009.

4) Seven-Month Deferral of State General Fund Aid to Counties: The DOF proposal
also would defer state General Fund payments to counties for a variety of social service
programs from February to August 2009.

Current Proposal Mirrors 2008 Deferral. City officials will recall that in 2008 HUTA payments to
cities and counties were deferred for the months of April, May, June, July and August and repaid
in September (ABX 3 7, Chapter 5, Statues of 2008), with a total value to cities and counties of
approximately $500 million. Language in that measure authorized Proposition 18 transportation
dollars to be temporarily used to backfill losses, and also authorized the September repayment to
be accrued during the 2007-08 fiscal year.

While the DOF proposal includes similar accrual language and permits Prop. 1B funds to be used
temporarily for HUTA and Prop. 42 purposes, it must be noted that Prop. 1B and other bond
revenues are not being distributed by the state due to inability of the state to issue bonds.

Please Tell Us ASAP: How Will Your City Services Be Affected? While cities were able to
weather the 2008 deferral of HUTA funds, the dramatic decline of our economy has since forced
cities to make many adjustments to their budgets. The League's fiscal consultant, Michael
Coleman, has estimated the city-by-city impacts, available at
hitp://www.californiacityfinance.com#CITY-STATE.

We need your help to fully tell the story of how local services would be impacted by this
proposal. Specifically, what would your city do to manage this proposed deferral of
funds? What programs and projects would be affected? How will this affect your
residents?

Please send a brief response to Dorothy Johnson at diohnson@cacities.org by 5:00 p.m.
Tuesday, Jan. 27.

O]



‘Budget’ Continued from Page 1...

Republicans have indicated for weeks that they would be willing to discuss revenue increases,
but only after the Legislature has passed reforms that cut programs and limit future spending. The
change is that the Republicans are signaling that they would be willing to vote for a
comprehensive package that includes both tax increases and reforms.

Quoted in the Sacramento Bee, Assemblyman Anthony Adams, R-Hesperia, said, “The reforms
have to be there. (We must be able) to tell constituents, 'Look, we had to raise taxes, we had to
go forward, but we've fundamentally altered the way in which Sacramento is going to be
budgeted — and we will not have these problems again because of it.”

Administration Floats Proposal on Deferring Transportation and Mandate Payments to
Local Agencies. The League is asking city officials to provide us with information on how their
city would be affected by an administration proposal to defer payments to local agencies of locat
highway users taxes, Prop. 42 funds and mandate reimbursements. (Visit
http://wvww.californiacityfinance.com/#CITY-STATE for “New Administration Proposal to Defer
Local Highway Users Taxes, Proposition 42 Funds and Mandate Reimbursements”.)

State Controller Chiang Refuses to Go Along with State Worker Furlough. Also this week,
State Controller John Chiang announced that he would not cut state workers' paychecks as
requested by the Governor, unless directed not to do so by the judge hearing a lawsuit brought by
state workers. The lawsuit challenges the Governor’s order to state workers to take off two days a
month without pay.

The controller's decision is welcome news to state workers, but eliminates a budget-cutting tool
the Governor had hoped to use to minimize pressure on the state general fund.

The Governor and “big four” legislative leaders were scheduled to meet today to continue budget
discussions.

Tax Reform Commission Begins Work. Also this week, the Commission on the 21st Century
Economy held the first of three meetings yesterday in La Jolla to formulate a plan to overhaul
California's tax system. The commission plans to focus on changes that will reduce the volatility
in the state's revenue system, due in large part to the state's dependence on income taxes paid
by a relative few high-income taxpayers.

The commission will also consider extending the sales tax to services as a means of ensuring
more long-term growth in its revenues and making the state less dependent on income taxes.

‘Special Reception’ Continued from Page 1...

League President Judy Mitchell, Mayor of the
city of Rolling Hills Estates, presented the
awards honoring Assembly Member Tom
Berryhill (R-Modesto), former Assembly
Member John Laird (D-Santa Cruz), Assembly
Member Lori Saldara (D-San Diego) and Sen.
Lois Wolk (D-Davis). All four were recognized
for their leadership and support of local
government during the 2008 legislative
session.

Assembly Member Berryhill was recognized
for his response to metal theft, an issue that
has been plaguing farmers in his Central

League President Judy Mitchell thanks Assembly
Tom Berryhill for his work with cities during 2008.

Valley district as well as cities around the
state.



Former Assembly Member Laird was recognized
for continuing to keep the needs of cities in mind
during his work on the state budget, and for his
efforts to pass his AB 2466. This law is important to
local government because it generates additional
public investment in renewable power by
authorizing a public agency to receive full credit
against its electric bill for any surplus power
produced by an eligible renewable generating
facility is a legacy for cities and the environment.

Assembly Member Saldafia was honored for her
balanced leadership as chair of the Assembly
Committee on Housing and Community » e Mitchel tanke

: eague President Judy Mitchell thanks former
Deve]Opmen.t' The Leag_ue honor also re‘cogmzes Assembly Member John Laird, now a member of the
her leadership in a}‘th.onng AB 2280, which California Integrated Waste Management Board, for
improves the functioning of Density Bonus Law, an | his work with cities.
incentive-based law designed to reward developers
of affordable housing.

Sen. Wolk was recognized for her solid support of local government during her six years in the
California State Assembly. In 2008, then Assembly Member Wolk assisted cities with the passage
of AB 642, which allows cities to use one firm to both design and build projects such as waste
water facilities, solid waste management facilities or water recycling facilities.

The four legislators were also featured in the January issue of Western City magazine, which can
be accessed at www.westerncity.com.

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

Visit (and bookmark!) the League’s Legislative Resources Web page

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

ok



IN THIS ISSUE: January 30, 2009
Issue #4-2009

Page 7: Upcoming Legislative Hearing to Address Group Homes
Page 8: 2009 League of California Cities Planners Institute, March 25 - 27
League Forms Water Task Force
Page 9: Assembly Committee Appointments Announced
Helen Putnam Awards: Celebrating Excellence in City Government
Page 10: Find a Bill, Legislators, Leg Committee, or Ask League Leg Staff

FEDERAL ECONOMIC STIMULUS PACKAGE PASSED BY HOUSE
SENATE VERSION INTRODUCED

Wednesday afternoon the U.S. House of Representatives passed their version of the American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Act) (HR 1 hitp:/ffrwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cdi-
bin/getdac.cgi?dbname=111_cong_bills&docid=f:h1eh.ixt.pdf) by a vote of 244-188. The cost of
the package totals $819 billion, and consists of nearly $550 biltion for upgrades to transportation,
infrastructure, construction, health care programs, education and housing assistance, and energy
efficiency projects, and $275 billion in personal and business tax credits. For more, see Page 2.

....Q...Q.'..'0....OO.Q..O......Q...

NO BUDGET DEAL

There may be progress on the State budget, but it's not visible to the thousands of Capitol
watchers waiting for news that a deal is near.

“Big Five” discussions occurred several days this week. The pressure to reach a solution is
growing, as the state approaches the beginning of February — the month that State Controller
John Chiang identified as a time when he expects the state to run out of cash sufficient to pay all
its bills. Without a budget solution, Chiang has said that some vendors will receive |OU’s instead
of actual payment, as he juggles the available funding to cover as many priority obligations as
possible. For more, see Page 5.

0000000000000 00000008000000060000000

AB 32 IMPLEMENTATION UPDATE

With the passage of the AB 32 Scoping Plan by the California State Air Resources Board (ARB)
in December 2008 (see “Air Board Adopts Climate Change Scoping Plan” — Priority Focus, Dec.
12, 2008) we now begin the two year process to implement the proposals outlined in the plan.
Yesterday, the ARB provided an updated timeline of those ideas for 2009 and beyond. For more,
see Page 6.

[ oY



‘Federal Stimulus’ Continued from Page 1...

The Act did not receive any support from House Republicans, who cited concerns with the cost of
the plan, the transparency of the process, and whether tax cuts or spending would be more
helpful to reviving the economy.

General provisions of the Act include preferences for infrastructure projects that can be obligated
within 120 days and unprecedented reporting and transparency requirements.

Release of Senate Version

The Senate released their version of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (S
336 htip:/frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-
bin/getdoc.cqi?dbname=111_cong_bills&docid=f:s336pcs.ixt.pdf) late this week. At this time, the
bill is not in print, and less is known about the specifics of the proposal.

Next steps
Senate committees are expected to hear the Senate version early next week and plan to have it
considered before the full Senate by the end of the week.

Following passage of the Act in the Senate, it will be sent to Conference, where the House and
Senate will reconcile any differences in the bills.

Below is a brief comparison of funding included in the Act that may be important to cities. These
are preliminary numbers based on what we know of the two proposals, and does not include
information on the distribution process for most funds. This information will continually be updated
and refined as the Act is finalized. Please visit our Federal Economic Stimulus Updates webpage
for information provided by the National League of Cities, as well as future information and full
side-by-side comparisons of the House and Senate legislation.

WATER/FLOOD PROTECTION

Watershed and Flood Prevention Operations
House:
e $175 million to purchase and restore floodplain easements; and
e $175 million for watershed and flood prevention projects
Senate:
e $275 million total

Watershed Rehabilitation

House:
¢ $50 million
Senate:
e $120 million
Rural Community Advancement Program
House:
« $1.5 billion for Rural Water and Waste Disposal Direct Loans
Senate:

e $1.37 billion for Rural Water and Waste Disposal Direct Loans

Drinking Water State Revolving Loan Fund

House:

« $2 billion to states via formula to finance drinking water infrastructure improvements.
States are required to use 50 percent of the amount of the grant in the form of a subsidy
to municipalities, including forgiveness of principal, negative interest loans, and grants for
projects included on the State’s priority list.

Senate:

« $2 billion to the Drinking Water State Revolving Loan Fund




Clean Water State Revolving Loan Fund

House:

$6 billion to states via formula to finance publically-owned wastewater infrastructure
improvements. States are required to use 50 percent of the funds as subsidies to
municipalities for forgiveness of principal, negative interest loans, and grants for projects
on the State’s priority list. Twenty percent (20%) is required to be used for projects to
address water-efficiency goals, energy-efficiency goals, mitigate storm water runoff, or
encourage environmentally sensitive project planning, design, and construction.

Senate:

%4 billion for the Clean Water State Revolving Loan Fund

PUBLIC SAFETY

Wildfire Management

House:

$300 million for hazardous fuel reduction, forest health, wood-to-energy grants, and
rehabilitation and restoration activities on federaf lands

$550 million for state fire assistance hazardous fuels projects, volunteer fire assistance,
cooperative forest health projects, city forest enhancements, and wood-to-energy grants
on state and private lands

Senate:

$300 million for hazardous fuel reduction, forest health, wood-to-energy grants, and
rehabilitation and restoration activities on federal lands

$350 million for state fire assistance hazardous fuels projects, volunteer fire assistance,
cooperative forest health projects, city forest enhancements, and wood-to-energy grants
on state and private lands

Law Enforcement
House:

[ 2

$3 billion for Byrne JAG (formula) grants. These funds can be used for a variety of
purposes, including equipment, operations and support for other associated law
enforcement personnel (such as prosecutors, public defenders, etc.). These funds can
also be used to pay overtime expenses of officers on multi-jurisdictional task forces.

$1 billion for competitive COPS hiring grant program to support the hiring of about 13,000
new police officers for three years. The grantee is responsible for at least 25 percentin
matching funds and must commit to use its own funds to keep the officer on board fora
fourth year.

Senate:

o $1.5 billion for Byrne JAG (formula) grants

$1 billion for competitive COPS hiring program

$100 million for State and Local Law Enforcement Assistance (Southwest Border)

$150 million for State and Local Law Enforcement Assistance (Rural)

$440 million for State and Local Law Enforcement Assistance (Prevention,

- Intervention, and Prosecution)

o $300 million for State and Local Law Enforcement Assistance (Violence Against
Women)

«  $100 million for State and Local Law Enforcement Assistance (Victims Assistance)

»  $50 million for State and Local Law Enforcement Assistance (Internet crimes against
children)

ENERGY

Energy Efficiency and Renewable Enerqy

House:

$6.2 billion for the Weatherization Assistance Program
$3.5 billion for Energy Efficiency & Conservation Block Grants

Senate:

$2.9 billion for the Weatherization Assistance Program
$4.7 billion for Energy Efficiency & Conservation Block Grants

[06



Institutional Loan Guarantee Program

House:

« $1 billion for loans to institutional entities for identifying, designing and implementing
sustainable energy infrastructure projects and grants for energy efficiency innovative
technologies projects on grounds and facilities of institutions. Local governments are
included in the definition of institutions.

Senate:

o No funds for institutional loan guarantee program

ENVIRONMENT

Diesel Emissions Reduction Act Grants and Loans (new program)
House:
«  $300 million for grants and loans to states and local governments for projects that reduce
diesel emissions
Senate:
«  $300 million for grants and loans to states and local governments for projects that reduce
diesel emissions

Brownfields
House:
«  $100 million for site assessment and clean-up grants, revolving loan fund and job training
Senate:
«  $100 million for site assessment and clean-up grants, revolving loan fund and job training

TRANSPORTATION

Airport improvement Projects
House:
«  $3 billion for grants. Grantees must enter into contracts or other binding commitments for
no less than 50 percent of the funding within 120 days of enactment.
Senate:
e $1.1 billion for grants

Highway Infrastructure
House:
«  $30 billion, $804 million of which will go to roads and roadways on Indian Reservations
and national parks.
o Funds will be distributed in the following manner:

1. 55 percent (316.058B) directly to State DOTs

2. 45 percent ($13.138B) mirrors the Surface Transportation Program
a. 10 percent (31.314B) set aside for transportation enhancements
b. 90 percent ($11.824B) spilit:

i. 62.5 percent ($7.39B to MPOs) suballocated by population
ii. 37.5 percent ($4.434B) to State DOTs
» Approximately half of the $30 billion is under a 120-day “use it or lose it” requirement; if a
state has not obligated half of its apportionment within 120 days the difference between
the obligated amount and 50 percent will be taken back by FHWA and redistributed to
other states. (note: Money suballocated to a MPO has a “use it or lose it” requirement 30
days shorter than the state requirement. If a MPO has not obligated at least 50 percent of
its allocations within 90 days of allocation, it gives the money back to the state so that the
state can obligate before the state’s 120-day deadline. The same thing happens to the
remaining half of the money on July 1.)
«  Priority will be given to projects that can award contracts within 120 days are included in
an approved state and/or local TIP are projected for completion within a 3-year time
frame and are located in economically distressed areas.

|0



Senate:
« $27 billion for highways, streets, and roads investments. The majority of the funding will
be distributed as grants using a formula set in current federal law, and will be distributed

in fwo parts:
o The first half will be provided to state governments to be obligated within 180
days of distribution.

o The second half will be split 20 percent to states, and 80 percent to regional
transportation agencies. These funds must be obligated within one year of
distribution.

« $5.5 billion for competitive grants to state and regional governments for transportation
investments. The projects are required to have a significant impact on the nation, a
region, or a metropolitan area.

Public Transit

House:

«  $9 billion for supplemental grants for public transit investment

« Grantees must enter into contracts or other binding commitments for no less than 50
percent of the funding within 120 days of enactment

Senate:

« $8.4 billion for public transportation. This funding will be distributed by formula to local
areas using current federal formulas. The funds will be distributed in two parts, with
requirements for the first half to be obligated within 180 days, and the second half to be
obligated within one year of distribution.

HOUSING/COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

Public Housing Capital Fund
House:
o $5 billion total. $4 billion will be distributed by formula, and $1 billion will be distributed
through competitive grants to public housing authorities
Senate:
« $5 billion total

Community Development Block Grants
House:
« $1 billion to be distributed using the FY 2008 distribution formula
« Priority to be given to projects that can award contract within 120 days of receipt of funds
Senate:
« No funds for Community Development Block Grants

Neighborhood Stabilization Program
House:
o $3.4 billion competitive grant program for state, local governments, and non-profits
Senate:
s $2.25 billion total

MISCELLANEOUS

Wireless and Broadband Deployment Grant Program (new program)

House:

o $1 billion for Wireless Deployment Grants

« $1.8 billion for Broadband Deployment Grants

« Eligible local governments are those who are, or intend to be, a provider of wireless voice
service, advanced wireless broadband service, basic broadband service, or advanced
broadband service.

Senate:

« No funds included for Wireless and Broadband Deployment Grants




‘State Budget’ Continued from Page 1...

Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger Wins: State Worker Furloughs Can Proceed. The Governor
won an important victory Wednesday, when a Sacramento superior court judge rejected
arguments from two state employee unions that the Governor lacks the authority to furiough state
workers as a means of reducing state costs. The judge said the state's current budget crisis and
tack of funds represented an emergency and the Governor's order was "reasonable and
necessary under the circumstances.” He ordered the State Controller, who had sided with the
unions and refused to cut state worker paychecks, to implement the Governor’s plan by cuttings
state workers' paychecks by ten percent. The move will save the state an estimated $1.3 billion.

League Alerts Administration of Impacts of Local Funding Deferrals. Information provided by
more than 40 cities this week made it possible for the League to provide information to the
Governor’s administration budget and transportation officials about specific local impacts that
would likely occur if a plan to delay payments to local agencies of funds from several sources
became part of the final budget-balancing package.

As reported last week in Priority Focus, the proposal is defer local payments of Highway Users
Tax Account (HUTA) funds for seven months; Proposition 42 transportation funds for three
months; and mandate payments for two months. The League asked cities to provide information
on what impact these deferred payments would have on their ability to provide services.

More than 40 cities responded, providing specific examples of how deferral of these funds will
directly translate into local project delays. In a transmittal sent to administration officials, League
Legislative Director Dan Carrigg wrote:

“Several frustrated respondents described [the proposal as] an ‘anti-economic stimulus.” For
some cities this means waiting up to a year on street rehabilitation and for others, stopping
construction on major infrastructure projects indefinitely because of the costs to stop construction
and start again. Public works officers also point out that these delays will occur during the
spring/summer construction period, and also at a time when they have been receiving lower bids
that would allow these projects to be stretched further. In addition, some cities report a delay in
HUTA payments would mean losing staff in their municipal public works/transportation
departments.”

While sympathetic with the state’s cash flow challenges, Carrigg urged the administration officials
to consider approaches that minimize the amount of disruption cities would experience as they
work to stimulate important economic activities at the local level.

‘AB 32’ Continued from Page 1...

In 2009 and 2010, the focus of the climate change work at the ARB and other state agencies will
be to adopt regulations implementing the Scoping Plan. ARB plans to continue to use their formal
structure of public workshops, draft regulations and formal comment periods for these
regulations. Under existing law, the regulations developed in the next two years, will go into effect
no later than Jan. 1, 2012.

The key requirements for any regulations developed in this process must meet the following:

Use open public process for new regulations

Minimize costs and maximize benefits

Protect low-income communities

Complement existing smog and air toxics programs

Minimize greenhouse gas emission leakage and administrative burdens

The following measures contained within the ARB Scoping Plan and adopted by the ARB as
discrete early action items are expected to go before the ARB Board for adoption in 2009:
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| AB 32 Scoping |

Plan Key Local Government Implementation Measures

. Projected Date Million Typg of
Scoping Plan Responsibie Measure to be Projected Tons of Act:or} ) .
Measure Lead State Adopted b Impiement GhG (Regutlation, Link to Regulations
Agency P Y ation Date | Reductions Voluntary,
Lead Agency
by 2020 etc)
Pavley tailpipe ARB Sep 2004 2009-2016 | 27.7 Regulation www arb.ca.govice/coms/c
emissions (AB cms.htm
1493)
Ship Electrification | ARB Dec 2007 2010 0.2 Regulation www.arb.ca.qov/portsishor
at Ports™* epower/shorepower him
Tire Pressure ARB Feb 2009 2010 0.1 Regulation www arb.ca.qovice/tire-
Program™* pressure/tire-pressure him
Low Carbon Fuel ARB April 2009 2010 15 Regulation hitp:/fwww.arb.ca.govifuels
Standard™* lefs/icts him
Landfill Methane ARB April 2009 2012 1 Regulation hitp:/iwww.arb ca.govice/la
Control™ ndfills/andfilis.htm
Green Buildings DGS, ARB, Ongoing unknown 26 NA hitp://www . bsc.ca.qov/pips
CEC, CPUC, d_stds/default.htm
HCD

Commercial CiwmMB 2010 unknown 5 Mandate www ciwmb.ca.goviclimale
Recycling /Recycling/default.htm
Regional ARB, Local Sep 2010 Settargets | 5 NA hitp://www arb.ca.gov/ce/rt
Transportation Government by 2010. ac/rtac htm
Related Regional
Greenhouse Gas Ptanning
Targets Agencies
ARB- California State Air Resources Board
CEC- California Energy Commission
CPUC- California Public Utilities Commission
DGS- California Department of General Services
HCD- California Department of Housing and Community Development
** Discrete Early Action ltems are required under AB 32 to be enacted and enforceable by
January 1, 2010.

A full timeline of all ARB implementation measures can be found at:
hitp://www.arb.ca.gov/ce/scopingplan/meetings/012909/sp_measures_implementation timeling 0

12909.pdf

Upcoming Legislative Hearing to Address Group Homes

Mark you calendars now for the Wednesday, Feb. 18 informational hearing of the Assembly
Human Services Committee, from 1:30 — 5 p.m. at the State Capitol. The hearing will focus on
siting of residential facilities for people with disabilities and children.

The siting and location of residential group homes is a major concern for many of California’s
cities. The staff of the Assembly Human Services Committee has been working with League staff
on the scope of the hearing, and quite a bit of thought and consideration has gone into the
construction of the agenda.

While the final agenda has yet to be released, the hearing will consist of several different issues
presented by group homes. Topics to be addressed include perspectives from the State of
California; local governments, including cities and counties; and providers of group homes.

Local government participation is a critical portion of this hearing, especially with regard to the
notion of local concerns, local planning efforts to address siting issues and potential future
recommendations. While the League has identified a number of cities with experiences to share
about the challenges of siting of group homes in neighborhoods, we are looking for additional
examples, and possible witnesses to testify at such a hearing. Specific issues include over-

concentration of group homes in neighborhoods, code violations, and disproportionate increases
in public safety calls.
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If your city has examples to be shared, please contact League staff, Lucas Frerichs, at
ifrerichs@cacities.org.

2009 League of California Cities Planners Institute, March 25 - 27

Don’t miss out on this year’s Planners Institute, filled with educational sessions designed to meet
the priorities of planning professionals, as well as invaluable strategy sessions and networking
opportunities. The Institute will be held on March 25-27 in Anaheim at the Marriott Hotel and
Convention Center. You will want to attend if you are a: Planning Director, Redevelopment
Director, Planning Commissioner, Planning Staff, Community Development Director, Mayor or
Council Member

Mark your calendar to come see Keynote Speaker Van Jones, the Founder/CEO of Green For All
in Oakland. Jones testified before Congress at a hearing on Jan. 15 that focused on creating jobs
and stimulating the economy through renewable energy and energy efficiency. Jones’ testimony
can be read at http://www.greenforall.ora/blog/areen-for-all-testifies-before-congress-green-the-
stimulus-and-create-a-clean-enerqy-corps#testimony-before-the-select.

Below are featured workshops you won't want to miss out on!

California Environmental Quality Act 101 (CEQA Basics)

Preparing and Adopting Effective General Plans

Using Prop 1C and Other State Funds to Achieve Housing Element Goals
Urban Design: What Cities Can Do for You and What You Can Do for Your City
Group Homes vs. The Neighborhood — Can They Get Along?

Planning Cities for a New Era

SB 375 — the Intersection of Climate Change, Land Use and Transportation
Housing Elements and Housing Laws: What Every Commissioner Should Know
Development Blueprint: A Look at Mixed-Use in Downtown Anaheim

Practical Solutions for Production of Affordable Workforce Housing

Using Performance Measurement to Deliver Efficient, Quality Development Review
Services

e Best Practices in Local Affordable Multi-family Housing Preservation Strategies
e Bridging the Gap: City Planning and Available Water Supplies

e o & o & & & 8 o 0o

Register online today at www.cacities.org/events. The registration and housing deadline is
Tuesday, March 3. You must first register online before you will be sent the link to reserve hotel
nights. The Anaheim Marriott Hotel & Convention Center has lowered their housing price from
$189 to $169 (plus applicable state & local taxes per room night). If you have already registered
for the hotel, they will honor the lower price.

League Forms Water Task Force

Over the last year, water supply, conveyance, quality and conservation have been actively
discussed at League meetings. Last summer, the League Board of Directors created a specific
forum for consideration of water policy issues by approving a new Water Task Force. The scope
of the new Task Force is broad: water supply, conveyance, conservation, quality, wastewater and
stormwater. The board’s direction to the Task Force is two-fold: first, what should be the League’s
involvement in statewide water policy discussions? Second, if the League should be involved,
then should the Task Force develop policies or principles to assist in that involvement, to be
voted on by League Policy Committees and the Board of Directors?

There has been strong membership interest in the new task force, as indicated by the
overwhelming number of city officials the League has received since last summer, requesting
appointment to the group. The League has been reviewing and coordinating membership
requests, and identifying topics for the task force to review. Recently, the Board Executive
Committee voted to approve two members per League regional division as voting members and
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encourage all other interested city officials to participate, but not as voting members. Task force
member selection was delegated to each regional division.

The first Task Force meeting is tentatively scheduled for Thursday, April 16 from 11 a.m. - 3 p.m.,
at the Sheraton Grand Hotel in Sacramento. This meeting will coincide but not conflict with the
League’s Legislative Action Days and League Board Meeting in Sacramento that day.

If you have further questions or would like to participate on the Task Force, please contact your
League Regional Public Affairs Manager. League Policy Analyst Lucas Frerichs
(frerichs@cacities.org) or League Legislative Representative Kyra Ross (kross@cacities.org) are
also available to answer questions.

Assembly Committee Appointments Announced

Assembly Speaker Karen Bass this week announced her appointments to all Assembly legislative
committees. The chairmanships had been announced the week of Jan. 16, but the information on
the memberships of the various committees had not yet been made public.

Senate committee chairs and members were announced by Sen. President Pro Tem in
December 2008.

A listing of all Senate committee members can be found on the Senate Web site at
http://lwww.senate.ca.gov/i~newsen/committees/standing.htp.

Assembly committee members can be found on the Assembly Web site at
hitp:/;Awww.assembly.ca.gov/acs/acsframeset8text.asp.

The following members will comprise the Senate and Assembly Local Government Committees.
City officials should review these lists carefully and take note of members that represent their
cities. You will want to maintain contact with these members about city issues and concerns in
the weeks and months ahead.

Assembly Local Government Committee

Chair: Assembly Member Anna M. Caballero, D-Salinas
Vice-Chair: Assembly Member Steve Knight, R- Palmdale
Mike Davis, D — Los Angeles

Michael Duvall, R- Brea

Mary Hayashi, D — Hayward

Paul Krekorian, D — Burbank

Nancy Skinner, D ~ Berkeley

Senate Local Government Committee
Chair: Sen. Patricia Wiggins, D — Santa Rosa
Vice Chair: Sen. Dave Cox, R ~ Fair Oaks
Samuel Aanestad, R — Grass Valley

Christin Kehoe, D — San Diego

Lois Wolk, D - Davis

Helen Putnam Awards: Celebrating Excellence in City Government
Enter Your City’s Innovative Program Today and Compete for Statewide Recognition

Each year the League of California Cities honors outstanding work in cities across the state
through the League Partner-sponsored Helen Putnam Awards for Excellence. If your city has
done remarkable, innovative work in any of the 10 categories listed below now is the time to get
your deserved recognition. It is an opportunity to thank your employees and collaborators, gain
the appreciation of your residents and feel proud of outstanding contributions made to better your
city.
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The award recognizes the successes of California cities as demonstrated by beneficial
innovations, resourceful efficiencies, improved public service, and overall enhanced public trust
and support. The award also provides a great opportunity to have a community celebration of the
good work you are doing.

Categories for the 2009 Helen Putnam Awards
1. Community Services and Economic Development
2. Enhancing Public Trust, Ethics and Community involvement
3. Health and Weliness Programs
4. Housing Programs and Innovations
5. Internal Administration
6. League Partners Award for Excellence in City-Business Relations
7. Planning and Environmental Quality
8. Public Safety
9. Public Works, Infrastructure and Transportation
10. Ruth Vreetand Award for Engaging Youth in City Government

Additionally, this year will mark the first President's Advocacy Award. This prestigious award
honors a distinguished program that best advocates for the League Board's annual strategic
priorities. One outstanding winner will be chosen from the ten categories. Additionally, as in past
years, a Cities, Counties and Schools (CCS) Partnership Award will be given to the applicant that
exhibits a proven effort in demonstrating a culture of collaboration among local jurisdictions. The
CCS Partnership is a collaboration of the League, California State Association of Counties and
California School Boards Association.

To qualify, simply demonstrate that your city offered a program or service that has proven
measurable and successful within a minimum of one year of actual implementation.

The submission deadline is April 9. For your convenience, applications and more information is
also available at www.cacities.org/helenputnam. New this year, applications can be submitted
electronically.

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

Visit (and bookmark!) the League’s Legislative Resources Web page
(www.cacities.org/legresources). You'll find a roster and contact information for the League’s
legislative staff; the online Bill Search program, background materials on lobbying your
legisiators, and more.
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13.1

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING AN AMENDMENT OF SPECIFIC PLAN NO. 341
TO ADD A MANAGEMENT OFFICE / RECREATION ROOM AND FIVE GARAGES TO
AN EXISTING 40-UNIT APARTMENT COMPLEX LOCATED ON
THE EAST SIDE OF FANITA DRIVE, BETWEEN FARRINGTON DRIVE AND
PROSPECT AVENUE, AND ADDRESSED AS 2525-2585 LUND STREET

The City Council of the City of El Cajon does ordain as follows:

SECTION 1. On December 16, 2008, the City Council held a public hearing on a
request by Lund Street, L.L.C. to amend Specific Plan No. 341 to add a management
office / recreation room and five garages to an existing 40-unit apartment complex on
property located on the east side of Fanita Drive, between Farrington Drive and Prospect
Avenue, and addressed as 2525-2585 Lund Street (APN: 386-330-24). The applicant has
complied with all recommended pre-ordinance conditions of approval set-forth in Planning
Commission Resolution No. 10527 and the amended mylar modifying Specific Plan No.
341 has been received by the City.

SECTION 2. The City Council finds that the proposed amendment of Specific Plan
No. 341 to add a management office / recreation room and five garages to an existing 40-
unit apartment complex is consistent with and will still promote the systematic execution of
the General Plan, in that the proposed development follows sound design practices, and
that proper facilities and rights-of-way are recognized and respected on the development
plan.

SECTION 3. The City Council hereby amends Specific Plan No. 341 to add a
management office / recreation room and five garages to an existing 40-unit apartment
complex on property located on the east side of Fanita Drive, between Farrington Drive
and Prospect Avenue, and addressed as 2525-2585 Lund Street, as presented in the
revised specific plan site plan previously approved by the City Council on 12-18-2008.

SECTION 4. This ordinance shall be effective thirty days following its passage and
adoption.

2/10/09 (tem 13.1)
SP 341 Amendment

02/10/09-First Reading
02/24/09-Second Reading



14.1

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING AMENDMENT OF SPECIFIC PLAN 51
TO REMOVE PROPERTY FOR COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT LOCATED
ON THE NORTH SIDE OF OAKDALE AVENUE WEST OF NORTH
SECOND STREET, AND ADDRESSED AS 1278 OAKDALE AVENUE.

The City Council of the City of El Cajon does ordain as follows:

SECTION 1. On December 18, 2007, the City Council held a public hearing on a
request by Thomas Paden to amend Specific Plan 51 for the purpose of removing the
property located on the north side of Oakdale Avenue west of North Second Street, and
addressed as 1278 Oakdale Avenue (APN: 489-310-020) (the “Property”) from those
regulations. The Property currently includes a motel, a restaurant, and an automotive
service use. The applicant has complied with all recommended pre-ordinance conditions
of approval set forth in Planning Commission Resolution No. 10466 and the amended
mylar adjusting Specific Plan 51 has been received by the City.

SECTION 2. The City Council finds that the proposed amendment of Specific Plan
51 to remove the Property from Specific Plan 51 is consistent with and will still promote the
systematic execution of the General Plan, in that future development of the Property will
still be subject to applicable General Plan goals, policies and the General Retail
Commercial land use designation.

SECTION 3. The City Council hereby amends Specific Plan 51 to remove Assessor
Parcel Number 489-310-020 from the plan.

SECTION 4. This ordinance shall be effective thirty days following its passage and
adoption.

2/10/09 (tem 14.1)
SP 51 Amendment Ord

1/27/09-First Reading
2/10/09-Second Reading
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14.2

ORDINANCE NO. __

AN ORDINANCE REPEALING CHAPTER 10.36 OF TITLE 10
OF THE EL CAJON MUNICIPAL CODE TO ELIMINATE
MANDATORY BICYCLE LICENSING IN THE CITY OF EL CAJON.

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

SECTION 1. Chapter 10.36 of Title 10 of the El Cajon Municipal Code,
consisting of sections 10.36.010 through 10.36.120, inclusive, is hereby
repealed.

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect thirty days following its
passage and adoption.

2/10/09 (item 14.2)

1/27/09 - First Reading
2/10/09 - Second Reading

Repeal of Bicylce Licensing 012109



