




































































































































































Managed Account Security Transactions & Interest

CITY OF EL CAJON - PFA REV BDS 2009 A RES ACCT - 51-00 - (12510522)

For the Month Ending March 31, 2013

03/20/13 03/20/13 FHUl GLOBAL BONOS
DID 02/19/2010 1.625% 03/20/20 13

Transaction Type Su b-Tota l

MATURITY

3133XX7F8 2.525.000.00

2, 525, 000 .00

0.00

0.00

20.515.63

20,5 15.63

20.515.63

20,515.63

03/20/13 03/20/13 FHLB GLOBAL BONDS 3133XX7F8 2.525.000.00 2.525.000.00 0.00 2.525.000.00 5.908.50 0.00
DID 02/ 19/2010 1.625% 03/20/20 13

Transaction Type Sub·Total 2,525,000.00 2,525,000.00 0.00 2,525,000.00 5,908.50 0.00

Managed Account Sub-Tota l 2,525,000. 00 20,515.6 3 2, 545,5 15.63 5,908.50 0.00

Total Security Tra nsactions $2, 525,000.00 $20,515.63 $2,545,515.63 $5,908. 50 $0.00
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~ PFM Asset Management rr,c
Account 51-00
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Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tern Wells,
Councilmembers Ambrose, Kendrick, McClellan

TO:

i" ~

City Clerk Date Stamp

FROM: Purchasing Agent

SUBJECT: Purchase of Information Technology Equipment

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council authorize the Purchasing Agent, in
accordance with Municipal Code 3.20.010.(C)(5), to execute a purchase agreement with
Nth Generation Computing, Inc. in the amount of $109,815.54 for the purchase of
information technology equipment for the Public Safety Center (PSC).

BACKGROUND: As part of the move to the PSC, the Police Department requested an
initial purchase of two Storage Area Networks (SANs) for the purpose of storing network
related files, including but not limited to virtual hard drives for servers, file storage for
electronic files, and backup/recovery. The Police Department is currently using over 75%
ofthe total storage capacity and it is already necessary for the department to purge files in
order to stay within the limitation of the existing SANs. Additionally, the current
configuration does not provide any room for future growth.

Moving to a four node configuration, by purchasing two additional SAN nodes identical to
existing hardware, will allow the Police Department to reconfigure the existing hardware
and recapture available space from the existing two SANs as well as additional space for
new applications.

Hewlett Packard was awarded Western States Contracting Alliance (\iVSCA) California
Contract #B27164-CA. The contract includes a provision for other government agencies to
purchase under the contract via manufacturer authorized resellers. Nth Generation
Computing, Inc. is an authorized reseller for Hewlett Packard. Municipal Code
3.20.010.(C)(3) authorizes the City to acquire equipment in cooperation with another
governmental agency.

Purchasing, in concurrence with the Chief of Police, recommends this purchase be made
from Nth Generation Computing, Inc. in accordance with the State of California \iVSCA
Contract, as being in the best interest of the City.



FISCAL IMPACT: $109,815.54.
Sufficient funding is available in the approved Public Safety Center budget (502900­
PS0010-9020) funded with the J;2 cent sales tax received from Proposition O.

PREPARED BY:

9~'
Dede Porter
PURCHASING AGENT

REVIEWED BY:

'~
Nan-CYWlm
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER/
DIRECTOR OF FINANCE

APPROVED BY:

~~~~
CITY MANAGER
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TO: Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tern Wells,
Councilmembers Ambrose, Kendrick, McClellan
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FROM: Jim Redman, Chief of Police

SUBJECT: Retirement/Relinquishment of PD Service Dog "Dax"

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council transfer sole ownership ofEI Cajon
Police Service Dog "Dax" to Officer Chase, his experienced handler.

BACKGROUND: "Dax" is an 8 year old Belgian Malinois. He and his handler,
Officer Chase, attended the SDSO K9 Academy and have been working together as
a team in the Patrol Division.

"Dax" has reached an age where it would be beneficial to retire him as he has
reached the end of his productive years. Due to the fact that these dogs are highly
trained in the art of detection and apprehension, the disposition of these dogs once
retired is limited. The most favorable option is to allow these dogs to live out their
remaining years with their handler with whom they have formed a subservient
bond. Officer Chase has voluntarily requested that sole ownership and
responsibility of EI Cajon Police Service Dog "Dax" be transferred to him. "Dax" is
no longer suitable for duty and is, therefore, of no value to the City. Officer Chase
agrees to sign an appropriate Hold Harmless letter and Release ofLiability to take
ownership of "Dax."

FISCAL IMPACT: Estimated cost for a replacement canine is $10,000.00. The
industry standard in the region for purchasing canines is to seek dogs that are
Schtuzhund Trained. These canines are fully trained and ready to begin work
after being paired with their human partner. The majority of these dogs are
imported from Europe. Funds for this purchase, in the amount of $10,000.00 are
included in the Asset Forfeiture budget request for 2013-2014.

CITY MANAGER



Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tem Wells,
Councilmembers Ambrose, Kendrick, McClellan
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Director of Recreation

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT: Centennial Event Recognition - Wings Over Gillespie Air Show

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council review the attached letter from Air
Group One and approve the request to recognize the Wings Over Gillespie Air Show,
being held on June 1- 2,2013, as an official El Cajon Centennial Event.

BACKGROUND: Traditionally, City Council has approved events that provide
community-wide benefits to the residents of EI Cajon. Wings Over Gillespie offers
participants the opportunity to learn about the history of El Cajon's Gillespie Field. Air
Group One is a non-profit organization dedicated to preserving the history of the people
and planes of World War II. Selected Centennial Events represent aspects of El Cajon's
history and heritage while commemorating 100 years oflegacy. The City has encouraged
all neighborhood and community groups to register their event as part of the yearlong,
citywide celebration from November, 2012 - November, 2013. Wings Over Gillespie
clearly represents the history of EI Cajon's established air field and involvement during
WWII.

As a designated Centennial Event, Wings Over Gillespie would receive approval of the
following:

• Use of the EI Cajon Centennial Anniversary Logo on promotional materials.
• Listing on Centennial Anniversary Official Web Page and Calendar of Events.
• Exposure in City media, including; news releases, newsletters and social media.

The City will also provide a Centennial display at this event.

FISCAL IMPACT: No additional appropriation is necessary. In-kind services of
Centennial marketing, website and logo use will be absorbed within respective
department budgets.

PREPARED BY: APPROVED BY:

Dougl~s Williford~
CITY MANAGER \

Sara Ramirez
DIRECTOR OF RECREA



AIR GROUP ONE
The San Diego wing of the COMMEMORATIVE AIR FORCE
and home of San Diego's own MILITARY FLYINC MUSEUM

At historic GILLESPIE FIELD· 1905 No. Marshall Ave., Hangar #6 • EI Cajon, CA 92020

Phone: 619.259.5541 • Fax: 619.639.0332 • ag1caf.org

May 1, 2013

Mayor and City Council
City of EI Cajon

Air Group One, the San Diego chapter of the Commemorative Air Force (CAF), will be holding its 18
th

Wings Over Gillespie Air Show June 1 and 2, 2013, at Gillespie Field in El Cajon. We would like
Wings Over Gillespie to be part of the EI Cajon Centennial Celebration.

The principle charter of Air Group One and the CAF is keeping alive the memory of those who helped
keep this country free by building, flying and maintaining military aircraft, especially those of World
War II. In support of that mission the theme of this year's show is "A Salute to the Spirit of San Diego
in WWII." We will feature several aircraft that were built by companies based in the San Diego area.

EI Cajon, and specifically Gillespie Field, actually has a place in WWII history in that Gillespie Field
was established by the US Marine Corps in 1942 as a paratrooper training base. To this day Gillespie
Field remains an important part of EI Cajon.

The gates will open to the public at 9:00 AM and close at 6:00 PM both Saturday and Sunday. Friday
May 31 is an education day for area school children. We expect approximately 10,000 people over
the weekend. The cost varies from free to $20 depending upon level of discount. Parking is free.

We are providing a booth for EI Cajon Centennial display, and could include your celebration in our
PA announcements. We could use Centennial logo and mentions as an attraction for a campaign of
"Help celebrate EI Cajon Centennial at Wings Over Gillespie." We could provide the City with tickets
for contests, raffles, VIP give-a-ways, incentives, etc.

We can mention the Centennial in some of our radio buy scripts, print ads, media interviews and
press releases. We would hope EI Cajon would do similarly in mentioning Wings Over Gillespie dates
and website in your May marketing plans. In essence we are proposing exchanging rights to use
each other's logos and mentions in marketing.

If this meets with your approval we would request to see in advance any press releases and
advertising in order to ensure accuracy and make sure you have the latest information.

Thank you for your consideration of our request.

Best,

Jim McGarvie, Wing Leader
Air Group One-CAF

Air Group One, CAF is a 501(c)(3) nonprofit organization dedicated to the preservation of World War II aircraft
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Council Action Advised by August 2, 2013.

PLEASE NOTE: You are receiving this letter and form earlier than usual because hotel space
near the Sacramento Convention Center for the Annual Conference will be especially tight this
year. As a result, we want to encourage you to make your hotel reservations early.

April 26, 2013

TO: Mayors, City Managers and City Clerks

RE: DESIGNATION OF VOTING DELEGATES AND ALTERNATES
League of California Cities Annual Conference - September 18 - 20, Sacramento

The League's 2013 Annual Conference is scheduled for September 18 - 20 in Sacramento. An
important part of the Annual Conference is the Annual Business Meeting (at the General
Assembly), scheduled for noon on Friday, September 20, at the Sacramento Convention Center. At
this meeting, the League membership considers and takes action on resolutions that establish
League policy.

In order to vote at the Annual Business Meeting, your city council must designate a voting
delegate. Your city may also appoint up to two alternate voting delegates, one of whom may vote
in the event that the designated voting delegate is unable to serve in that capacity.

Please complete the attached Voting Delegate form and return it to the League's office
no later than Friday, August 23,2013. This will allow us time to establish voting
delegate/alternates' records prior to the conference.

Please note the following procedures that are intended to ensure the integrity of the voting
process at the Annual Business Meeting.

• Action by Council Required. Consistent with League bylaws, a city's voting delegate
and up to two alternates must be designated by the city council. When completing the
attached Voting Delegate form, please attach either a copy onile council resolution that
reflects the council action taken. or have your city clerk or mayor sign the form affirming
that the names provided are those selected by the city council. Please note that
designating the voting delegate and alternates must be done bv city council action and
cannot be accomplished by individual action of the mayor or city manager alone.

• Conference Registration Required. The voting delegate and alternates must be
registered to attend the conference. They need not register for the entire conference; they
may register for Friday only. To register for the conference, please go to our website:
www.cacities.org. In order to cast a vote, at least one person must be present at the

-over-



• Business Meeting and in possession of the voting delegate card. Voting delegates and
alternates need to pick up their conference badges before signing in and picking up
the voting delegate card at the Voting Delegate Desk. This will enable them to receive
the special sticker on their name badges that will admit them into the voting area during
the Business Meeting.

• Transferring Voting Card to Non-Designated Individuals Not Allowed. The voting
delegate card may be transferred freely between the voting delegate and alternates, but
only between the voting delegate and alternates. If the voting delegate and alternates find
themselves unable to attend the Business Meeting, they may not transfer the voting card
to another city official.

• Seating Protocol during General Assembly. At the Business Meeting, individuals with
the voting card will sit in a separate area. Admission to this area will be limited to those
individuals with a special sticker on their name badge identifying them as a voting delegate
or alternate. If the voting delegate and alternates wish to sit together, they must sign in at
the Voting Delegate Desk and obtain the special sticker on their badges.

The Voting Delegate Desk, located in the conference registration area of the Sacramento
Convention Center, will be open at the following times: Wednesday, September 18, 9:00 a.m. ­
6:30 p.rn.; Thursday, September 19, 7:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.; and September 20, 7:30-10:00 a.m.
The Voting Delegate Desk will also be open at the Business Meeting on Friday, but not during a
roll call vote, should one be undertaken.

The voting procedures that will be used at the conference are attached to this memo. Please
share these procedures and this memo with your council and especially with the individuals that
your council designates as your city's voting delegate and alternates.

Once again, thank you for completing the voting delegate and alternate form and returning it to
the League office by Friday, August 23. If you have questions, please call Mary McCullough at
(916) 658-8247.

Attachments:
• 2013 Annual Conference Voting Procedures
• Voting Delegate/Alternate Form
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Annual Conference Voting Procedures
2013 Annual Conference

1. One City One Vote. Each member city has a right to cast one vote on matters pertaining to
League policy.

2. Designating a City Voting Representative. Prior to the Annual Conference, each city
council may designate a voting delegate and up to two alternates; these individuals are
identified on the Voting Delegate Form provided to the League Credentials Committee.

3. Registering with the Credentials Committee. The voting delegate, or alternates, may
pick up the city's voting card at the Voting Delegate Desk in the conference registration
area. Voting delegates and alternates must sign in at the Voting Delegate Desk. Here they
will receive a special sticker on their name badge and thus be admitted to the voting area at
the Business Meeting.

4. Signing Initiated Resolution Petitions. Only those individuals who are voting delegates
(or alternates), and who have picked up their city's voting card by providing a signature to
the Credentials Committee at the Voting Delegate Desk, may sign petitions to initiate a
resolution.

5. Voting. To cast the city's vote, a city official must have in his orher possession the city's
voting card and be registered with the Credentials Committee. The voting card may be
transferred freely between the voting delegate and alternates, but may not be transferred to
another city official who is neither a voting delegate or alternate.

6. Voting Area at Business Meeting. At the Business Meeting, individuals with a voting card
will sit in a designated area. Admission will be limited to those individuals with a special
sticker on their name badge identifying them as a voting delegate or alternate.

7. Resolving Disputes. In case of dispute, the Credentials Committee will determine the
validity of signatures on petitioned resolutions and the right of a city official to vote at the
Business Meeting.
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FROM: Deputy City Manager/Director of Finance

SUBJECT: Request from Noah Homes to Support an Acoustic Music Festival
Special Event in Downtown EI Cajon

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council review the attached letter from Noah
Homes and local organizations requesting $10,000 for a two-day music festival to be held
in Downtown EI Cajon in addition to City services and provide direction to staff.

BACKGROUND: Traditionally the City Council has supported special events that
provide community-wide benefit to the residents of EI Cajon. Noah Homes is a non­
profit organization that provides residential care for adults with developmental
disabilities and is taking the lead to implement "Plugged in East County," a music
festival that has the support of Taylor Guitars and Deering Banjo Company. This two­
day event on the Prescott Promenade is scheduled for Friday, September 20 and
Saturday, September 21, with exact times to be determined.

The concept for this event is the result of the East County Chamber of Commerce
Leadership Class of 2013. Besides the economic benefits to the local businesses and the
opportunity to showcase EI Cajon as an events destination, any proceeds are designated
for Noah Homes and St. Madeleine Sophie's Center.

FISCAL IMPACT: If directed by the City Council, $10,000 will be included in the
Special Events Budget Activity #103000 in the Fiscal Year 2013-14 Preliminary Budget
for approval and subsequent adoption on June 25,2013. No additional appropriation is
necessary to provide the City services as this expense will be absorbed within the
respective department budgets. The total value of the services provided will be
determined after the event.

APPROVED BY:

r~~~Douglas Williford
CITY MANAGER

PREPARED BY: 1

'~~f!Y2/771/
Nanc Pa
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER/
DIRECTOR OF FINANCE



May 7,2013

The Mayor and City Council
City of EI Cajon
200 Civic Center Way
EI Cajon, CA 92020

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

We are writing to formally introduce ourselves and request your support of Plugged In
East County, a new high end 2-Day Acoustic Music Festival that will introduce San
Diego's music followers to EI Cajon and raise much needed funds for adults with
developmental disabilities living in East County. Noah Homes, a 501c3 non-profit
organization will sponsor the free 2-day festival to be held on September 20-21,2013 at
EI Cajon's Prescott Promenade near the corner of Main Street and Magnolia Avenue.
The proceeds will benefit organizations taking care of adults least able to take care of
themselves; those with developmental disabilities.

This innovative concept was created by the Economic Team of the LEAD East County
Chamber of Commerce Class of 2013, and has garnered support from the Chamber
and Downtown EI Cajon business partners. Deering Banjo, Taylor Guitars and Viejas
are hosting the event which features the best bands in San Diego, both acoustic and
non-acoustic, but emphasizing talent via a "Best Band San Diego" contest. Proceeds
are designated for East County charities taking care of these fragile adults, specifically
Noah Homes and St. Madeline Sophie's Center, premier providers of services in East
County and the region.

The contest will be run by Deering Banjo and Taylor Guitar and they will determine the
winners. Event components include:

• Video submission on YouTube
• Most popular (by likes) day of event
• Judges provided by Taylor, Deering and Leadership Group
• Winning bands selected by judges

Discussions with sponsors indicate the target audience is adults 35-55 who have
disposable income to attend music festivals and may play themselves. Publicity from on
line concert promoters and music stations will drive the attendance as well as the bands

Providing Residential Care for People with Developmental Disabilities
12526 Campo Road, Spring Valley, CA 91978 PH: 619-660-6200 FX: 619-660-1481



themselves as they rally their supporters to help them win "Most Popular". The timing of
the event will tie in with the EI Cajon Downtown Business Partners End of Summer
Music Concert series. Sponsors indicate we will easily attract 2,000 people. The venue
will include:

• Main stage
• VIP ticketed seating
• Beer and wine garden
• Food tasting from local restaurants
• Auction and raffle sales at event
• Donation boxes at event
• Post-event follow up with registrants

This event will benefit the entire City while helping raise funds for well-established local
charities. We are asking the City to provide full support for permitting, set-up, road
closures, and security and event logistics. We are also requesting a financial
contribution of $10,000 to properly execute the event and make it a yearly destination
for music lovers in San Diego County.

We appreciate your pro-active approach to economic and community development and
we welcome questions and discussions.

Many thanks for your support of this event.

Regards,

~~~
Molly Nocon, CEO
Noah Home, LEAD Team Member

Viola Roth,
LEAD Team Member

Taylor Guitars
Chalise Zolezzi, Marketing Director

Debra Emerson-Turner, Director
St. Madeline Sophie's Center

EI Cajon Chamber of Commerce

Meredith Munger
Munger & Co., LEAD Team Member

Daniel Espinoza, II
LEAD Member, Viejas

Deering Banjo
Jamie Latty, Marketing Director

Daniel Espinoza, II
Viejas

EI Cajon Promenade District

Providing Residential Care for People with Developmental Disabilities
12526 Campo Road, Spring Valley, CA 91978 PH: 619-660-6200 FX: 619-660-1481
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TO:

FROM:

Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tern Wells,
Councilmembers Ambrose, Kendrick and McClellan

City Attorney

SUBJECT: Adoption of New Fees;
Modification and Elimination of Existing Fees; and
Amendment of Schedule of Miscellaneous Fees

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council:
• Open the Public Hearing and receive testimony;
• Close the Public Hearing; and
• Adopt the next RESOLUTION in order to modify and eliminate certain

existing fees, add certain fees, and amend the City's Schedule of
Miscellaneous Fees.

BACKGROUND: City staff annually reviews existing fees and charges, and proposes
changes based on the reasonable anticipation of actual costs to provide City services.
The following generally describes changes in fees recommended by the Building & Fire
and Planning divisions of Community Development, Fire, Police, and Public Works
departments.

The Building and Fire Safety division is requesting that the Building Permit Fee
valuation schedule be changed from "2008-2009" to "2009-2010." This is the most
current valuation multiplier schedule that has been approved by the San Diego
Chapter of International Code Council. It is not directly a fee increase, but is part of
the calculation. As such, it does raise fees a very nominal amount, and also helps the
City to accurately report the City's real construction valuation to the State of
California.

The Building and Fire Safety division is also requesting the addition of a "General
Business Fire Inspection" fee of $30 in order to provide a more cost effective fee for
small businesses that do not require an operational permit. Currently, a minimum fee
of $148 is charged for inspections. The proposed fee is reflective of the fully burdened
rate of.5 hour.



Amendment of Schedule of Miscellaneous Fees
Agenda Date: JVIay 14, 2013 - Item No. 3.1
Page 2 of 3

In addition, the Building and Fire Safety division has proposed an increase in the mall
inspection fee from $219 to $600 to recover actual costs, including the fully burdened
rate for an inspector at approximately $70 per hour, plus a small amount of secretarial
time. The average time to inspect the Westfield Mall including the initial inspection,
follow up inspections, site visits, etc., is approximately 8 hours.

Furthermore, Building and Fire Safety would like to change the term "Microfilming
fee" to "Archive fee" as microfilm is no longer used.

After publication of the notice of this public hearing, the City Manager and the
Planning division of the Community Development department determined that it will
not be necessary to implement the proposed new Substantial Conformance Review fee
to determine conformance with the City's Zoning Code. Accordingly, this proposed fee
has been removed from consideration. However, the "Major/Minor Change" fee should
be renamed "Minor Amendment" for clarification purposes.

The Fire department is requesting the elimination of the Knox Box Installation fee of
$27.50. In order to expedite the process for property and business owners to obtain and
install Knox boxes, and in that the Fire department is requiring the boxes be installed
for rapid access to the property in case of an emergency and returns to properties to
check other requirements, it is felt that a permit fee to check the installation of the
boxes should not be charged.

The Fire department would also like to modify the cost of the Fire Investigation
Narrative fee of $30.00 per report to mirror the City's public records request fee of$.04
per page (plus actual cost of employee's time to copy records). The process of preparing
fire reports has changed, and the reports are now maintained in the Fire Department's
RMS system.

Another change requested by the Fire department is to revise the Patient Care Report
fee of $30.00 per report to also mirror the City's public records request fee of $.04 per
page (plus actual cost of employee's time to copy records) to more accurately reflect the
actual cost of providing the requested records.

The Police department has reviewed fees and expenses relating to animal care, and
recommends increasing fees for unaltered dogs in order to remain in compliance with
State laws.

The Public Works department is proposing the addition offees for services incurred in
the review of building permit applications, including new fees for the inspection of
restaurant fats, oils and grease disposal systems and plans for mandatory trash
enclosures.



Amendment of Schedule of Miscellaneous Fees
Agenda Date: May 14, 2013 - Item No. 3.1
Page 3 of 3

The City Clerk's department is requesting that the term VHS be deleted as copies are
no longer available in that format, and the Recreation department is requesting that
the term "Amphitheater" be changed to "Centennial Plaza" to reflect the new name of
the venue which was re-dedicated in honor of the City's centennial celebration.

The recommended effective date of the proposed fees is July 13, 2013.

FISCAL IMPACT: These changes would modestly increase revenue, achieve Code
compliance, and have a net result in approaching full cost recovery.

PREPARED BY:



RESOLUTION NO. -13

RESOLUTION OF THE EL CAJON CITY COUNCIL AMENDING
RESOLUTION NO. 71-93 PERTAINING TO FEES FOR CITY SERVICES.

WHEREAS, at the City Council meeting on May 14, 2013, staff recommended to
the City Council that in an effort to achieve recovery of staff costs and elimination of
fees no longer applicable, it is necessary to update and revise some of the fees charged
by the City of EI Cajon to provide City services without adversely impacting the City's
general fund; and

WHEREAS, in order to recover these costs, it is necessary to establish new fees,
modify current fees, and eliminate unnecessary fees by amending the Schedule of
Miscellaneous Fees; and

WHEREAS, as required by Article XIII C of the California Constitution and
California law, cities can only charge rates or fees that are equal to or less than the
reasonably anticipated costs of providing the service, conferring a benefit, granting a
privilege, performing regulatory duties, enforcing laws, or as a condition of property
development; and

WHEREAS, in order to recover these costs, it is necessary to adopt new fees
and modify current fees, and by amending the Schedule of Miscellaneous Fees; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has previously, by Resolution No. 71-93, and as
amended by Resolution No. 26-97, Resolution No. 146-99, Resolution No. 65-02,
Resolution No. 19-03, Resolution No. 40-03, Resolution No. 49-03, Resolution No. 142­
04, Resolution No. 202-04, Resolution No. 157-05, Resolution No. 28-06, Resolution
No. 191-06, Resolution No. 28-07, Resolution No. 112-07, Resolution 23-08, Resolution
No. 81-09, Resolution No. 109-09, Resolution No. 97-10, and Resolution 12-11,
adopted a Schedule of Miscellaneous Fees; and

WHEREAS, following a properly noticed public hearing at which oral and written
testimony was received and considered, the City Council has determined that it is in the
best interest of the City to adjust fees for City services.

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

1. The EI Cajon City Council hereby approves adjustment of fees for City
services pursuant to the Schedule of Miscellaneous Fees attached hereto as Exhibit "A"
and made a part hereof by this reference.

2. The Schedule of Miscellaneous Fees, as initially established by Resolution
No. 71-93 and amended as set forth in the recitals above, is hereby amended to include
said fee adjustments. Except as otherwise provided herein, any fees described on the
Schedule of Miscellaneous Fees in conflict with the fees established or increased by
this Resolution shall be void and of no force and effect.

(Continued on Page 2)



Page 2 of 19, Resolution No. _-13

3. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption provided,
however, that the modification of the fees shall take effect on July 13, 2013.



SCHEDULE OF MISCELLANEOUS FEES
Effective May 14, 2013

(Amended by Resolution No. --=.:!1)

Agenda packets

Attestation fee

Certification of documents

Conformed copy of Recorded Document

Copies (Standard size)

Copies of FPPC filings

+ retrieval fee if copies are more than five (5) years
old
Duplicate tapes (audio cassette)

DVDA.lMS

Municipal Code (CD ROM Version of Quarterly
Su lements
Municipal Code (hard copy)

Municipal Code supplements

Public Hearing (including appeals)

Recording fee

Request for appeal to City Council non-public
hearin
Public hearing item that is referred to Planning
Commission/Cit Council for new ublic hearin

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
Buildin & Fire Safet

Copies:

Building permits

Blueprint copies

Microfilming Archive fee

Permit documents

Plans

Up to 8 % "x 14"

Over 8 % " x 14"

CD copy of Plans or Permits

Housing Permit Fee:

$50.00

$10.00

$10.00

County Recorder fee

$.04 per page (plus actual cost of
em 10 ee's time to co records

. $.04 per page (plus actual cost of
em 10 ee's time to co records
$5.00 per request

$10.00 each

$15.00

$100.00

. $360.00

$50.00

$500.00

$13.00 + County Recorder fees

$50.00

$2.00 first page

$1.00 each additional page

$2.00 setup

$5.00 each page

$4.00 (base fee)

$3.50 (base fee)

$.50/sheet

$2.00/sheet

$16.00

$6.00/unit «25)

$5.75/unit (26-50)

$5.50/unit (51-99)

$5.25/unit (100-199)

$5.00/unit (200 or more)

$615.00
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Building Permit Fees:

Valuation (based on the amended and adjusted
2008 20092009-2010 Valuation Schedule as
a roved b the San Die a Cha ter of ICC):
$1.00 to $500.00 .

$501.00 to $2,000.00

$2,001.00 to $25,000.00

$25,001.00 to $50,000.00

$50,001.00 to $100,000.00

$100,001.00 to $500,000.00

$500,001.00 to $1,000,000.00

$1,000,000.00 and up

Plan Check Fee:

65% of Building Permit Fee

Allocated Fees:

Building Permit General Plan

Maintenance Fee Surcharge

Building Permit Code Enforcement Surcharge

Valuation Base Fee Amount

Up to $500 $11.65

$501 to $2,000 $11.65

$2,001 to $25,000 $34.95

$25,001 to $50,000 $195.70

$50,001 to $100,000 $321.89

$100,001 to $468,000 $496.62

Over $468,000 $1,500.00

BUilding Permit Plan Check Fee

Planning Division Surcharge

Electrical Fees:

Issuance Fee without Plan

Issuance Fee with Plan

New Residential by Square Foot

$27.09

$27.09 for first $500.00 + $3.61 each
add'l $100.00 or fraction thereof to &
includin $2,000.00
$81.27 for first $2,000.00 + $16.25 each
add'i $1,000.00 or fraction thereof to &
includin $25,000.00
$455.11 for first $25,000.00 + $11.74
each add'i $1,000.00 or fraction thereof to
& includin $50,000.00
$748.59 for first $50,000.00 + $8.13 each
add'i $1,000.00 or fraction thereof to &
includin $100,000.00
$1,154.94 for first $100,000.00 + $6.32
each add'i $1,000.00 or fraction thereof to
&includin $500,000.00
$3,683.34 for first $500,000.00 + $5.42
each add'i $1,000.00 or fraction thereof to
& includin $1,000,000.00
$6,392.34 for first $1,000,000.00 + $3.61
each add'i $1,000.00 or fraction thereof

$135.00/building permit

Add'i Charge Per Unit

None

$1.55 per unit of 1,000

$6.99 per unit of 1,000

$5.05 per unit of 1,000

$3.50 per unit of 1,000

$2.72 per unit of 1,000

$26.00/building permit

$27.09

$8.13

$0.07
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Swimming Pool Electrical $54.18
Temporary Power $27.09
Miscellaneous Circuit $19.87
Lighting Fixtures up to 20 $1.35

I Lighting Fixtures over 20 $0.81I

I Switches, Outlets, Light Outlets up to 20 $1.35
Fixed Appliances $5.42
Sign Electrical $27.09
Additional Sign Circuit $5.42

Services to 200 Amp $33.41
...• Services 200 to 1000 Amp $67.73

Services over 1000 Amp $135.45

Generators, Transformers, etc. As per services of same amperage rating

,-
Plumbing Fees:

.-

Issuance Fee without Plan $36.12,
Issuance Fee with Plan $18.06

Fixture, Rainwater System $12.64

Building Sewer $27.09

Water Heater $12.64

Gas Pipingto Five Outlets $9.03
,--

Gas Piping Each Additional Outlet $1.81
"-,

Interceptor $12.64
10' Water Piping $12.64
I ...

DrainNent $12.64

Lawn Sprinkler System $12.64

Vacuum Breaker $9.03

Backflow Prevention Device $12.64

Mechanical Fees:

Issuance Fee without Plan $27.09

Issuance Fee with Plan $8.13
-, FAU to 100,000 BTU $16.25

FAU over 100,000 BTU $19.87

Wall Heater/Unit Heater $16.25

Vent $8.13

Air Conditioner/Compressor to 100,000 psi $29.80

Air Conditioner/Compressor over 100,000 psi $40.64

Alter Ducts $11.74

Exhaust Fans/Hoods/Ducts $11.74

Miscellaneous Mechanical $11.74

Variable Air Volume $17.16

Evaporative Cooler $11.74

Air Handling Unit $19.87

Ventilation Fan (Single Duct) $8.13
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Fire/Building Permit Fee Schedule

Description PC/Admin Permit Total Contracted
Fee Services

AirNapor Separator $80.00 $148.00 $228.00 Actual cost +20%

A.G. Tank Installation $80.00 $113.00 $193.00 Actual cost +20%

A.G. Tank Removal $80.00 $113.00 $193.00 Actual cost +20%

Business (General) Fire Insp. $0 $148.00 $148.00 Actual cost +20%

Fire Alarm Sys. <25 devices $160.00 $216.00 $376.00 Actual cost +20%
I

Fire Alarm Sys. 25-75 devices $198.00 $216.00 $414.00 Actual cost +20%

Fire Alarm Sys. >75 devices $238.00 $251.00 $489.00 Actual cost +20%

Fire Sprink.<25 heads New $160.00 $216.00 $376.00 Actual cost +20%

Fire Sprink. 25-75 heads New $198.00 $216.00 $414.00 Actual cost +20%

Fire Sprink. >75 heads New $238.00 $251.00 $489.00 Actual cost +20%

Fire Sprink. <25 heads TI $80.00 $182.00 $262.00 Actual cost +20%

Fire Sprink. 25-75 heads TI $120.00 $216.00 $336.00 Actual cost +20%

Fire Sprink. >75 heads TI $160.00 $251.00 $411.00 Actual cost +20%
.....

Fire Ext. System (hood) $80.00 $113.00 $193.00 Actual cost +20%

Fire Ext. System (other) $80.00 $113.00 $193.00 Actual cost +20%

Install. Compressed Gas Sys. $80.00 $148.00 $228.00 Actual cost +~O%

Miscellaneous Clearance $0 $148.00 $148.00 Actual cost +20%

Miscellaneous Inspection $0 $73.00 $73.00 Actual cost +20%

Miscellaneous Review $73.00 $0 $73.00 Actual cost +20%

Standpipe/Riser/Fire Pump $80.00 $148.00 $228.00 Actual cost +20%

Tent Additional $0 $21.00 $21.00 Actual cost +20%

U.G. Tank Installation N/A $182.00 $182.00 Actual cost +20%

U.G. Water Supply/Private Hydr. $80.00 $113.00 $193.00 Actual cost +20%

,...
Fire Review and Final Fire Clearance of Building Permit Applications

L •••

Description Plan Review Fire Inspection Total

Residential $73.00 $73.00 $146.00

MUlti-Family $169.00 $109.00 $218.00

TI $73.00 $73.00 $146.00

Commercial $109.00 $109.00 $218.00

Technical Report $73.00 $73.00 $146.00

Miscellaneous Review $73.00 $73.00 $146.00

Miscellaneous $73.00 $73.00 $146.00
Clearance

Permit to Operate under California Fire Code
Description Fee
Aerosol Products $146.00

Amusement BUildings $109.00

Aviation Facilities $146.00

Barbeque Pit or Operation (one-time use) $91.00

Block Party (one-time use) $18.00

Carnival & Fairs $146.00

Cellulose Nitrate Film $146.00

Combustible Dust-Producing Operations $146.00

Combustible Fibers $146.00
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Combustible Storage. Miscellaneous $146.00
Compressed Gases $146.00

I Covered Mall BUildings $~600.00

Cryogenic Fluids $146.00
Cutting & Welding $146.00
Dry Cleaning Plants $146.00
Exhibit & Trade Shows $146.00
Explosives $159.00

Fire Clearance Pre-Inspection 25 or fewer people $50.00

I: Fire Clearance Pre-Inspection 26 or more people $100.00
ji Fire Final for Residential Care Facilities - Elderly $60.00

Fireworks $159.00

I Flammable & Combustible liquids $146.00
I.

Floor finishing >350 sq. ft. using Class I or II liquids $73.00

Fruit & Crop Ripening $146.00

Fumigation & Thermal Insecticides Fogging $73.00

Hazardous Materials $291.00

HPM Facilities $146.00

High Piled Storage $146.00

High-Rise (Over 75') $291.00

Hot Work Operations $146.00

Institutional 1-3 (Jails & Detention Centers) $146.00

Industrial Ovens $146.00
,- Large Family Day Care $73.00

Liquefied Petroleum Gas $146.00

liquid or Gas Vehicles or Equipment in Assembly $146.00
Buildinq
Live Audiences $109.00

Lumber Yards & Wood Working Plants $146.00

Magnesium $146.00

-
Motor Fuel-Dispensing Facilities $109.00

Open Burning $73.00

Open Flames & Candles $73.00

Open Flames & Torches $73.00

Organic Coatings $146.00

Place of Assembly A-1 $182.00

Place of Assembly A-2 $109.00

Place of Assembly A-3 $146.00

Place of Assembly A-4 $182.00

-- Place of Assembly A-5 $109.00

Production Facilities $146.00

Pyrotechnic Special Effects Material $159.00

Pyroxylin Plastics $146.00

Refrigeration Equipment $146.00

Repair Garages $109.00

Rooftop Heliports $109.00

Spraying or Dipping $146.00

Storage of Scrap Tires & Tire Byproducts $109.00
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Temp. Membrane Structures, Tents & Canopies
Tire-Rebuilding Plants

Vehicles Indoors

Waste Handling

Wood Products

Operational Permit under Health &Safety Code ­
Descri tion
Apartment, Hotel, Motel Inspections (1-14)

Apartment, Hotel, Motel Inspections (15-50)

Apartment, Hotel, Motel Inspections (51-100)

Apartment, Hotel, Motel Inspections (101-150)

Apartment, Hotel, Motel Inspections (151-200)

Apartment, Hotel, Motel Inspections (201-250)

Apartment, Hotel, Motel Inspections (251-300)

Apartment, Hotel, Motel Inspections (301-350)

Apartment, Hotel, Motel Inspections (351-400)

Apartment, Hotel, Motel Inspections (>400)

Care Facility Annual <25

Care Facility Annual ~25

Care Facility Fire Clearance <25

Care Facility Fire Clearance ~25

Care Facility Pre-Inspection <25 (by State law)

Care Facility Pre-Inspection ~25 (by State law)

Daycarelln-home Care Licensing

High Rise

Institutional (I Occupancy)

Additional Fees:

$128.00

$109.00

$146.00

$146.00

$146.00

Fee
$69.00

$109.00

$158.00

$217.00

$296.00

$335.00

$375.00

$414.00

$454.00

$493.00

$146.00

$219.00

$146.00

$219.00

$25.00

$50.00

$146.00

$291.00

$146.00

Expedited Plan Check Fee - when available, expedited plan check fee will be charged at the rate
of the normal Ian fee Ius 50% to cover cost of overtime.

Condominium Conversion Fee

Demolition Permit Fee

Relocation Permit Fee

Inspections outside of normal business hours:

If extension of workday - minimum one hour at
1.5 times full burdened houri rate.
If not extension of workday, or on weekend ­
minimum two hours at 1.5 times fully burdened
houri rate.

Reinspection fees (normal business hours) - fully
burdened houri rate.
Additional plan review - minimum one hour at fully
burdened houri rate.

General Business Fire Inspection

$146.00/1$ unit
$73.00/additional units
$110.00

$138.00

$30.00
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ICOMMUNITY
I DEVELOPMENT

Planninq
Copies:

General Plan

Text $10.00
I Map $15.00

Zoning Map $15.00

Zoning Ordinance (copy on CD) $10.00

Zoning Ordinance (hard copy) $25.00

1 ' Standard photocopies $.04 per page (plus actual cost of
;'" employee's time to CODY records

i. Administrative Zoning Permit $200.00 (Disabled person license/
placard holders applying for shade
structures are exempt)

.-
Adult entertainment $2,700.00

Agreement Not to Convey Condominium $1,600.00
Conversions
Amend Zoning Ordinance $1,800.00

Annexation $2,000.00 per acre

Appeal - Administrative $250.00

Appeal - Public Hearing $900.00

Certificate of Compliance $1,500.00

Certificate of Modification $600.00

Conditional Use Permit $5,000.00

Conditional Use Permit (Minor) $1,500.00

Development Agreement $Cost ($10,000.00 deposit required)

Environmental Impact Report $Cost ($10,000.00 deposit required)

Extension of Time $500.00

Fish and Game Impact Fee $85.00 + pass-thru costs

General Plan Amendment $3,300.00

Historic Resource Designation $600.00

Landscape Documentation Package Review $160.00

Landscaping and Irrigation Plan Review $50.00 (up to two plan checks)

Lot Line Adjustment $2,200.00
...... MajOOMinor GflaA-ge Amendment $1,000.00

. Mitigated Negative Declaration /Initial Study $4,650.00 + $250.00 for each req'd report
(up to two reviews)

I Negative Declaration /Initial Study $4,650.00 + $250.00 for each req'd report
(up to two reviews)

Notice of Determination $85.00 + pass-thru costs

Partial Release of Lien (duplicate) $32.00 + County Recorder fees

Planned Residential Development $6,200.00

Planned Unit Development $6,200.00

Public Hearing Continuance $75.00

Public Hearing item that is referred to the Planning Varies (actual costs of legal advertising
Commission/City Council and notifyinq property owners)
Reinspection Fee Fully burdened hourly rate
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Sign Application

Director's Review $350.00
Planning Commission Review $700.00

Staff Review $80.00

Site Development Plan $3,600.00

Specific Plan $5,200.00

. Substantial Conformance Re'liew $500.00
Temporary Use Permit $115.00

Tentative Parcel Map $4,000.00 + $25.00/lot

Tentative Subdivision Map $6,000.00 + $70.00/lot

Temporary Subdivision Sign Application $50.00 application fee + $100.00
refundable deposit / sign

Tobacco License Fee $675.00

Variance $750.00

Zoning Letter $120.00

I ..· Zoning Reclassification $3,500.00

~.- -

FINANCE
Administrative processing fee on delinquent sewer $10.00
service accounts
Escrow Demand Lien Release fee $30.00

Returned check fee $20.00

Sewer Lien fee $25.00

FIRE
Site Inspection - Requires On-Site Physical
Insoection:
Fire Hydrant Installation $53.00

Knox Box Installation ~

,

Weed Abatement:

Administrative fee $95.00 per parcel

Mowing $45.18 per hour

Tractor/Loader $45.18 per hour

Weedeater (City crew worker) $14.79 per hour

Weedeater (Summer Youth Program) $7.74 per hour

Hauling - Dump truck $1.53 per mile

Dumpster (hauled by City) $1.46 per yard

Universal Dumpster - 25 yard $119.00 per load

Universal Dumpster - 40 yard $154.00 per load

Emergency Medical Services (EMS):

Non-Transport:

Basic Life Support (BLS) Assessment $335.00

Advanced Life Support (ALS) Assessment $449.00

Advanced Life Support (ALS) Transport $1,184.00

Advanced Life Support (ALS) Transport (Level 2) $1,334.00

Basic Life Support (BLS) Transport $1,047.00
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Transport Mileage

Pre-Hospital Medical Supplies

Insurance co-pay for City of EI Cajon Residents

Records Requests:

Public Records Request (NFIRS)

Patient Care Report

Fire Investigation Narrative

Individual photographs (if available)

Photographs on CD (if available)

,.POLICE
Audio Reproduction Fee

Copies

Employee Witness Fee (Civil SUbpoena)

Fingerprint Fee (Inked)

Fingerprint (L1VESCAN Fee)

Massage License Fee

Police Reports

Private Property Towing Administration Fee

Vehicle Impound Fee:

Release of Impounded Vehicles

Release of Impounded Vehicles
Unlicensed/Revoked/Sus ended

VIN Verification

VISA/Clearance Letter Fee:

Formal Letter

$19.46 per mile

Cost + 60%

First $100.00 waived

$.04 per page (plus actual cost of
em 10 ee's time to co records
$30.00 per report
$.04 per page (plus actual cost of
em 10 ee's time to co records
$30.00 per report
$.04 per page (plus actual cost of
em 10 ee's time to co records)
Actual cost

$10.00 per incident

$45.00

$.04 per page (plus actual cost of
em 10 ee's time to co records)
$150.00

$20.00
$35.00 ..

$300.00

$10.00 per report

$40.00

$135.00

$150.00

$5.00

$15.00

Formal Letter with Notarization

Photograph Reproduction:

Administrative Fee
Research photo files, obtain clearances, package
and mail

Per Unit Charges

Black &White and Color

4x5

5x7

8 x 10

Polaroid - Black & White and Color

Proofs/Contact Sheets - Black & White and Color

$25.00

$25.00

$5.00

$6.00

$8.00

$5.00

$8.00
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Animal Control

License Fees (Altered Animals)

(Not to exceed one-half of license fee):
Half-year $15.00

--

One year $20.00
Two years $25.00
Three years $30.00

License Fees (Unaltered Animals)

Half-year $~30.00

One year $~40.00

Two years $4G,OO 50.00

Three years $~60.00

Late Fee $15.00
..

....
Transfer fee (Change of Ownership/Address) $5.00

Duplicate Tags $5.00

Penalty for Delinquency $15.00

Impound Fees (Altered/Unaltered):

First Impound $40.00

Second Impound $60.00

Third and Subsequent Impounds $80.00

Mandatory State Fines - Unaltered Dogs and Cats
..

(Over and above impound fees)
..

First Impound $35.00

Second Impound $50.00

Third and Subsequent Impounds $100.00

Home Quarantine Fee $20.00

Boarding Fees $8.00 per day

Requiring veterinary care $10.00 per day

Rabies Vaccination Fee $6.00/each

Other Vaccinations $20.00/each

Microchip - for claimed only $24.00

Relinquishment Fee

Inside Jurisdiction - Resident $45.00

Outside Jurisdiction - Non-Resident $55.00

Litter - Puppies or Kittens $45.00

Field - Resident (non-resident not accepted) $45.00

Disposal Fee

Inside Jurisdiction $10.00

Outside Jurisdiction $15.00

Other Agencies $85.00
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Adoption Fees (Not including Spay/Neuter Fee):

Dogs

Cats

Other Animals

Senior Pets 8+ years

Spay or Neuter Refundable Deposit
(if animal cannot be spayed/neutered at time of
ado tion
Dog

Cat

PUBLIC WORKS
1911 Act Petition (up to 5 parcels)

1911 Act Petition (each additional parcel)

Building Permit Review - Estimated Value>
$80,000.00:

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family, Commercial or Industrial

Subdivision Master Building Permit

ButldinqPerrnit Review - Stormwater Fees

Single Family Residential

Multi-Family or Commercial

Subdivision Master BUilding Permit

Certificate of Correction for Subdivision Maps

. Condo ConversionsCC&Rs and/or SW Mtce/Ops
Plan Review
Condo Conversions Stormwater Site Plan and/or
BMP Facilities A reements Review
Copies

Maps

Documents

Drainage Study Review

Dumpster Permit

Encroachment Permit

Curb Cut - Standard

Curb Cut - Non-Standard

Encroachment (Plan Review - each hour)

Encroachment (Inspection - each additional hour)

Encroachment (Other)

Encroachment (each additional hour)

Erosion Control Plans
Remodels, Pools, Additions, Walls

Erosion Control Plan Review when Grading/Drainage
Plan is not re uired
Erosion Control Plan Review when Grading/Drainage
Plan is re uired
Erosion Control (Single Inspection)

Extension of Time for Tentative Subdivision and

$80.00

$80.00

Amount to be set by Chief of Police or
desi nee on an individual basis
$30.00

$40.00

$40.00

$1,150.00

$70.00

$700.00

$1,100.00

$1,100.00

$250.00

$300.00

$300.00

$500.00

$300.00

$300.00

$5.00/sheet

$.04 per page (plus actual cost of
em 10 ee's time to co records
$1,100.00

$75.00

$200.00

$350.00

$100.00

$80.00

$320.00

$80.00

$50.00

$350.00

$800.00

$60.00

$300.00
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Parcel Ma s ~ No Hearin
Extension of Time for Tentative Subdivision and
Parcel Maps - Hearing (includes Notice of Public
Hearin cost
Final Parcel Map Check (up to four (4) lots)

Final Subdivision Map Check (1$ five (5) lots)

Final Subdivision Map Check (each additional lot)

Grading/Drainage Plan Review (includinq precise
grading plans for new structures)

Grading/Drainage Construction Inspection:
with Erosion Control Site Inspection

Hold Harmless Agreement (HHA) preparation

Hydrology Study Limited

Improvement Construction Inspection

Improvement Plan Check (including improvement
plans for private sewer mains

Inspection of restaurant
Annual ins ection re uired

Inspection of Small or Medium High <100,000 sq.ft,
Priority Commercial/Industrial Facilities
Annual Ins ection Re uired

Inspection of Large High Priority >100,000 sq.ft.
Commercial or Industrial Facilities
Annual Ins ection Re uired

Lien Contract Preparation

Lien Contract Release

Outdoor Dining Permit - Annual Fee

Oversize/Overload Permit (max as permitted by
State

Single fee

Annual fee

Public Service Sign (Installation)

Public Service Sign (Replacement)

Quitclaim

Reversion to Acreage

Restaurant FOG Building Permit Fee

Septic Tank Hauler's Discharge Fee

Sewer Wet Tap Fee

Special Event - Prepare Traffic Plan (Major)

Special Event - Prepare Traffic Plan (Minor)

$875.00

$3,800.00

$5,100.00

$140.00

5% of 1$ $50,000 of estimated site
improvement costs + 3% of costs
between $50,000 and $100,000, 2% of
costs between $100,000 and $250,000,
1% of costs above $250,000 (minimum of
$500
3.5% of the estimated cost of construction
with a minimum of $500 + (Erosion
Control Site Inspection $500 + 0.5% of
estimated cost of construction
$665.00

$300.00

3.5% of the estimated cost of construction
(minimum $500.00)
Soil Testin not included

6.5% of 1$ $50,000 of estimated site
improvement costs, 4% of costs between
$50,000 and $100,000,1.5% of costs
between $100,000 and $250,000, and 1%
of costs >$250,000, with a $1,000
minimum; 1% of estimate for each review
after three
$125.00

$275.00

$450.00

$625.00

$30.00

$250.00

Set by State

Set by State

$300.00

$130.00

$825.00

$2,650.00

$225.00

$7.04/100 gallons

$400.00

$1,000.00

$325.00
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Special Event - Traffic Control (per hour per crew)

Special Event - Traffic Plan Review

Street Light Inspection per Light (Amount includes
$90.00 ener izin fee from SDG&E
Street or Public Service Easement Vacation

(with Public Hearing)

(without Public Hearing)

Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
SUSMP

Project Plan Review (required if High Priority
Protect - three 3 Plan Checks min

Conceptual SUSMP Project Plan Review

SUSMP Project Plan Review with Conceptual Plan

Additional Plan Check

SUSMP BMP Inspection

1-3 Features

>3 Features

sWPPP Review (>1 acre)

Subdivision Agreement Preparation

Traffic Control Plan Review .

Traffic Impact Study Review

Trash Enclosure Building Permit Review

PUBLIC WORKS
Parks

Sale of wood

.RECREATION

Recreation Center / Park / Field Fee Schedule

I. Center / Park Basic Use Fees

$1,425.00

$500.00

$1,800.00

$900.00

$900.00

$160.00 each

$150.00

$250.00

$680.00

$1,250.00

$260.00

$400.00

$125.00

$90.00/cord

The following fee schedule shall in all instances apply to classifications 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8. Gymnasium and swimming
001 fees will a I to all classifications exce t Class 1.

a. Center Meeting Room

b. Center Kitchen

c. Center Gymnasium

d. Fletcher Hills Center Backyard

e. Fletcher Hills Swimming Pool

$8.00 per hour or fraction thereof,
minimum $24.00.
$7.00 per use for potluck or light
refreshment.
$20.00 er use for full meal.
$21.00 per hour or fraction thereof,
minimum $42.00. Use must be
com atible with normal mnasium use.
$8.00 per hour or fraction thereof,
minimum $24.00.
$70.00 per hour or fraction thereof,
minimum $140.00, plus Extra City Staff
Services fee. Minimum of two City
certified lifeguards on deck at all times.
Private use fee does not a I.
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g. Wells Center Back Lawn

$20.00 per hour or fraction thereof,
minimum $40.00, plus Extra City Staff
Services fee. Minimum of two staff
required. Light use an additional $14.50
er hour.

$8.00 per hour or fraction thereof,
minimum $24.00.

II. S ecial Use Fees

In addition to the basic rental fees as set forth in the fee schedule, additional fees will be charged for the following
activities or services re ardless of usa e classifications.

a. Dog shows (AKC sanction or practice, but not to
include business meetings where dogs are not

resent
b. Wedding receptions, rummage sales, dances,

rivate arties, communit events, exhibitions

$105.00 per event.

$105.00 per event.

c. Extra City Staff Services
A lies to Classifications 2, 3, 4, 5,6,7 and 8

$17.00 per hour or part thereof per staff
member re uired.

d. Private Parties/Uses (Class 7) $7.50 per hour, in addition to Basic Use
Fee.

e. Commercial Uses (Class 8) $25.00 per hour, $100.00 minimum, in
addition to Basic Use Fee.

f. Cancellation/Dama e/Cleanin
1. Recreation Centers/Parks

osits
$35.00/100 users, minimum $65.00.

2. Recreation Center Cabinets
Concession Stand

$15.00 er ear.
$100.00 er month.

III. Field Basic Use Fees

A lies to Classes 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 for fields controlled b the Recreation De artment.

erhour.

No fee.

$21.50 per hour or fraction thereof,
minimum $60.00.

ue *

a. Day reservation $7.00 per hour or fraction thereof,
baseball, softball, football, soccer minimum $20.00.

d. Base fee $15.00.

Leasable Park Spaces Fee Schedule
Judson Park I Renette Plaza I Kenned Park North Lawn I Hillside U

I. Basic Use Fees
a.
b.

$40.00 er event.
$40.00 per event.
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II. S ecial Use Fees

d.

e.

$160.00 flat fee.
$265.00 flat fee.

$140.00 er event.
$250.00 er event.

All S ecial Use Fees are in addition to Basic Use Fees.

a. Cancellation/Damage/Cleaning Deposit

b.
c.

$50.00/100 people.
$100.00 minimum - $500.00 maximum.
$15.00 er hour additional.
$25.00 per hour additional.
$200.00 minimum per permit (plus other
a licable fees.

d. Extra City Staff Services $17.00 per hour or part thereof per staff
member.

Civic Center Plaza and Centennial Plaza / Prescott Promenade Fee Schedule

$80.00 per event.

$40.00 per event.

2.

b.

a.
I. Basic Use Fees

c.
$100.00 erevent.

Ie, food allowed $240.00 erevent.
d.

$160.00 erevent.
$265.00 er series.

e.
$200.00 erevent.
$400.00 erevent.

f.

$400.00 er series.
$800.00 er series.

II. S ecial Use Fees

AilS
$20.00 per hour / 4 hour minimum.

b. $15.00 er hour additional.
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c. Commercial use $25.00 per hour i

$200.00 minimum per permit (plus other
applicable fees).

d. Extra City Staff Services $17.00 per hour or part thereof per staff
member.

e. Alley Closure "Simple" $75.00 per event.
f. Cancellation/Damage/Cleaning Deposit $50.00/100 people.

$100.00 minimum - $500 maximum.

q. Steam Cleaning Deposit *
1. Spot cleaninq $250.00 per event.
2. Full site cleaning $850.00 per event.

.. * Steam Cleaninq Deposit - User will be charged or credited per actual invoice.

Ronald Reagan Community Center Fee Schedule

All "per hour" fees are charged per hour or fraction thereof.

I. Basic Use Fees

.... a. Full auditorium; includes two (2) patios (4 hours $60.00 per hour.
minimum use)

b. East auditorium; includes one (1) patio (2 hours $40.00 per hour.
minimum use)

c. West auditorium; includes one (1) patio (2 hours $26.00 per hour.
minimum use)

d. Kitchen $60.00 per use.

II. Set-up Fees
I

All set-up and take-down must be done by Ronald Reagan Community Center staff. Equipment includes P.A. system,
podiums, tables and chairs.

a. Full auditorium $65.00.
b. East room $40.00.
c. West room $26.00.

I

III. Special Use Fees
a. Extra City Staff Services (per staff person) $17.00 per hour.
b. Alcohol use (ABC license may be required) $20.00 per hour.

I c. Private use $20.00 per hour.
d. Weekend/Holiday use (5:00 PM Friday through $35.00 per hour.

2:00 AM Monday and all official holidays)
e. Commercial use (with a minimum of $175.00) $32.00 per hour.
f. Non-resident fee (Class 6 and 7 users) $25.00 per hour.
g. Security personnel (per security person) See current schedule.
h. Coffee service See current schedule.

IV. Special Equipment Use
a. Bar $20.00 each.
b. Piano $35.00.
c. Staqe/Backdrops (6 ft. x 8 ft. - includes drapes) $10.00 per section.
d. Dance floor $60.00.
e. Audio-visual equipment $13.00 per system.
f. LCD Proiector $50.00.
Q. Patio furniture $13.00 per set.
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VI. Administrative Fee

$125.00.
$250.00.

$62.50 for $125.00 deposit.
$125.00 for $250.00 de osit.
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YOU CAN LISTEN TO THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
MEETING BY VISITING OUR WEB SITE AT WWW.SANDAG.ORG

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
AGENDA

MISSION STATEMENT
The 18 eities 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.

6.1

AGENDA HIGHLIGHTS

MID-COAST CORRIDOR TRANSIT PROJECT: PROPOSED
CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTING METHOD AND PUBLIC
HEARING: DESIGNATION OF PROJECT AS
SUBSTANTIALLY COMPLEX

LOS ANGELES-SAN DIEGO-SAN LUIS OBISPO RAIL
CORRIDOR AGENCY AMENDED JOINT POWERS
AGREI:MENT

PLEASE TURN OFF CELL PHONES DURING THE MEETING

TransNet ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION PROGRAM:
ECONOMIC BENEFIT: AMENDMENT TO MEMORANDUM
OF AGREEMENT

•

•

•

Friday, April 26, 2013
9 a.m. to 12 noon

SANDAG Board Room
401 B Street, 7th Floor

San Diego

MESSAGE FROM THE CLERK
In compliance with Government Code §54952.3, the Clerk hereby announces that the compensation

for legislative body members attending the following simultaneous or serial meetings is: Executive

Committee (EC) $100, Board of Directors (BOD) $150, and Regional Transportation Commission (RTC)

$100. Compensation rates for the EC and BOD are set pursuant to the SANDAG Bylaws and the

compensation rate for the RTC is set pursuant to state law.

Board Members

Jack Dale, Chair
Couneilmember, Santee

Jim Janney, FirstVice Chair
Mayor, Imperial Beach

Don Higginson, Second Vice Chair
Mayor, Poway

Matt Hall
Mayor, Carlsbad

Cheryl Cox
Mayor, Chula Vista

Michael Woiwode
Couneilmember, Coronado

Terry Sinnott
Mayor, Del Mar

Mark Lewis
Mayor, EI cajon

LisaShaffer
Mayor Pro Tem. Encinitas

Sam Abed
Mayor, Escondido

Art Madrid
Mayor, La Mesa

Mary Teresa Sessom
Mayor, Lemon Grove

Ron Morrison
Mayor, National City

Jack Feller
Couneilmember, Oceanside

Bob Filner
Mayor, San Diego

Todd Gloria
Couneil President, San Diego

Chris Orlando
Couneilmember, San Marcos

LesaHeebner
Councilmember, Solana Beach

Judy Ritter
Mayor, Vista

Greg Cox
Chairman, County of San Diego

Bill Horn
Supervisor, County of San Diego

Advisory Members

Hon. John Renison
Supervisor, District 1
Imperial County

Malcolm Dougherty, Director
california Department
of Transportation

Harry Mathis, Chairman
Metropolitan Transit System

Mark Packard, vice Chairman
North County Transit District

CAPTClifford Maurer, USN, CEC,
Southwest Division Naval Facilities
Engineering Command
U.S. Department of Defense

Ann Moore, Chair
San Diego Unified Port District

Tom Wornham, Chairman
San Diego County Water Authority

Allen Lawson, Chairman
Southern California Tribal
Chairmen's Association

Remedios Gornez-Arnau
Consul General of Mexico

Gary L. Gallegos
Executive Director, SANDAG

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



(SANDAP-r
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'sSlip, which is located in the rear of the room, and then present the slip to the
Clerk of the Board seated atthe front table. Members of the public may addressthe Board on any issue under the agenda item
entitled Public Comments/Communications/Member Comments. Public speakersare limited to three minutes or less per person.
The Board of Directors may take action on any item appearing on the agenda.

In order to keep the public informed inan efficient manner and facilitate public participation, SANDAG also providesaccess to
all agenda and meeting materials online at www.sandag.orgimeetings. Additionally, interested persons can sign up for
e-notifications via our e-distribution list at either the SANDAG Web site or by sending an e-mail request to
webmaster@sandag.org.

Public comments regarding the agenda can be forwarded to SANDAG via the e-mail comment form 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.
Any handouts, presentations, or other materials from the public intended for distribution at the Board of
Directors meeting should be received by the Cleric of the Committee no later than 12 noon, two woricing days
prior to the meeting.

SANDAG operates its programs without regard to race, color, and national origin in compliance with Title VI of the CivilRights
Act. SANDAG has developed procedures for investigating and tracking Title VI complaints and the procedures for filing a
complaint are available to the public upon request. Questions concerning SANDAG nondiscrimination obligations or complaint
procedures should be directed to SANDAG General Counsel, John Kirk, at (619) 699-1997 or John.Kirk@sandag.org. Any person
who believes himself or herself or any specific class of persons to be subjected to discrimination prohibited by Title VI alsomay
file a written complaint with the Federal Transit Administration.

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 (nY), orfax (619) 699-1905.

SANDAG agenda materials can be made available in alternative languages. To make a request call (619) 699-1900 at least
72 hours in advance of the meeting.

Los materiales de la agenda de SANDAG estan disponibles en otros idiomas. Para hacer una solicitud, lIame al (619) 699-1900
al menos 72 horas antes de la reunion.

ttOfl~~, :f\';frJjjJl~JJESANDAGix~t:t1/'4tTIi~PX:Jttth~~.

i~:f:E~i>CWi~p 72 IJ\BtHEl3il!i (619) 699-1900 m:±li~*.

SANDAG offices are accessible by public transit-Phone 511 or see 511sd.com for route information.
Bicycle parking is available in the parking garage of the SANDAG offices.

/.-sEt6W~r~r.~XIT DOWNTOWN SAN DIEGO I
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+1.

BOARD OF DIRECTORS AGENDA
Friday, April 26, 2013

ITEM #

APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES

+A. MARCH 8, 2013, BOARD POLICY MEETING MINUTES
+B. MARCH 22, 2013, BOARD BUSINESS MEETING MINUTES

2. PUBLIC COMMENTS/COMMUNICATIONS/MEMBER COMMENTS

Public comments under this agenda item will be limited to five public
speakers. Members of the public shall have the opportunity to address the
Board on any issue within the jurisdiction of SANDAG that is not on this
agenda. Other public comments will be heard during the items under the
heading "Reports." 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. Public speakers are
limited to three minutes or less per person. Board members also may provide
information and announcements under this agenda item.

RECOMMENDATION

APPROVE

+3.

+4.

ACTIONS FROM POLICY ADVISORY COMMIITEES

This item summarizes the actions taken by the Borders Committee on
March 22, the Transportation and RegionalPlanning Committees on April 5,
the Executive Committee on April 12, and the Transportation and Public
Safety Committees on April 19, 2013.

CONSENT (4 through 6)

2012 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM:
AMENDMENT NO.5 AND FY 2013 PROPOSED BUDGET
AMENDMENT (Michelle Merino)*

On September 28,2012, the Board of Directors adopted the 2012 Regional
Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP), the multiyear program of
proposed major transportation projects in the San Diego region covering the
period FY 2013 to FY 2017. SANDAG is processing Amendment NO.5 to the
2012 RTIP as part of its quarterly amendment cycle in response to requests
for changes by member agencies as well as a proposed update to the State
Route 52 project budget. The Transportation Committee recommends that
the Board of Directors: (1) adopt Resolution No. 2013-19 approving
Amendment No.5 to the 2012 RTIP; and (2) approve the FY 2013 Program
Budget amendment for the State Route 52 project (CIP 1205201).

3
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+5.

+6.

+7.

+8.

REPORT SUMMARIZING DELEGATED ACTIONS TAKEN BY
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR (Andre Douzdjian)*

In accordance with various SANDAG Board Policies, this report summarizes

certain delegated actions taken by the Executive Director since the last Board
of Directors meeting.

REPORT ON MEETINGS AND EVENTS ATIENDED 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.

REPORTS (7 through 11)

MID-COAST CORRIDOR TRANSIT PROJECT: PROPOSED
CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTING METHOD AND PUBLIC HEARING:
DESIGNATION OF PROJECT AS SUBSTANTIALLY COMPLEX
(San Diego Council President Todd Gloria, Transportation
Committee Chair; John Haggerty)*

Staff has evaluated the three primary construction contracting methods used
in the transit industry for delivery of large projects and presented the analysis
to the TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee and the
Transportation Committee. The transportation Committee recommends that
the Board of Directors: (1) adopt Resolution No. 2013-16 authorizing the use
of the Construction Manager/General Contractor construction delivery
method for the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project and be designated as the
body to approve the award of the CM/GC contract; (2) receive public
testimony regarding the Project's complexity and the need for an increased
retention amount; and (3) adopt Resolution No. 2013-17 designating the
Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Projectas substantially complex.

LOS ANGELES-SAN DIEGO-SAN LUIS OBISPO RAIL CORRIDOR
AGENCY AMENDED JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT
(First Vice Chair Jim Janney; Linda Culp)

The Los Angeles-San Diego-San Luis Obispo (LOSSAN) Rail Corridor Agency
seeks to increase ridership, revenue, capacity, reliability, and safety on the
coastal rail line from San Diego to Los Angeles to San Luis Obispo.
Senate Bill 1225 (Padilla, 2012) allows the LOSSAN Rail Corridor Agency to
amend the joint powers agreement to expand the authority of the agency to
permit the administration of state-funded Pacific Surfliner intercity passenger
rail services and elect to become party to an Interagency Transfer Agreement
with the State of California. The Board of Directors is asked to: (1) adopt
Resolution No. 2013-18, approving the LOSSAN amended Joint Powers
Agreement in substantially the same form as attached to the report; and
(2) authorize the Executive Director to execute an agreement with
Metropolitan Transit System and North County Transit District regarding
San Diego member agency voting procedures on the LOSSAN Board of
Directors in substantially the sameform as attached to the report.

4
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+9.

+10.

+11.

TransNet ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION PROGRAM: ECONOMIC
BENEFIT: AMENDMENT TO MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT
(Lemon Grove Mayor Mary Sessom, Regional Planning Committee
Chair; Keith Greer)*

The Regional Planning and Transportation Committees recommend that the
Board of Directors: (1) approve the execution of the amended Memorandum
of Agreement in substantially the same form as attached to the report; and
(2) direct SANDAG staff to develop a competitive grant program for land
acquisition using economic benefit funds for future consideration by the
Board.

PROPOSED FY 2013 BUDGET AMENDMENT: SAN LUIS REYTRANSIT
CENTER CONSTRUCTION CHANGE ORDER AND BUDGET TRANSFER
(San Diego Council President Todd Gloria, Transportation
Committee Chair; John Haggerty and Tim DeWitt)

SANDAG is in the process of constructing the San Luis Rey Transit Center in
Oceanside on behalf of North County Transit District (NCTD). NCTD has
requested that an additional building and facilities be added to provide for
security offices, monitoring and communications equipment, and a backup
generator. The Transportation Committee recommends that the Board of
Directors: (1) approve a sole source construction change order to
Construction Contract 5001829, San Luis Rey Transit Center (CIP 1143600),
in excess of 25 percent of the contract value for extra work to complete the
project at the lowest cost and with the least delay to the public, as permitted
by SANDAG Board Policy No. 024; and (2) approve an amendment to the
FY 2013 Program Budget to transfer $240,000 from the Trestle Bridge
Replacement project (CIP 1143500) to the San Luis Rey Transit Center project
(CIP 1143600) in substantially the same form asattached to the report.

SAN DIEGO FORWARD: THE REGIONAL PLAN: SURVEY RESULTS
AND DRAFT VISION AND GOALS (Lemon Grove Mayor
Mary Sessom, Regional Planning Committee Chair; David Hicks and
Phil Trom)*

Solutions to our region's transportation needs require a comprehensive
planning effort that coordinates land use and transportation and develops an
integrated, multimodal approach. Both current regional plans, the Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) and Regional Comprehensive Plan (RCP), include a
statement of vision and goals aimed at meeting the diverse mobility and
quality of life needs of our growing and changing region. Staff will present
the results of a survey specifically conducted in March for San Diego Forward:
The Regional Plan. The Board of Directors is asked to discuss the survey
results and provide preliminary input on potential vision, goals, and objectives
for the combined regional plan.

5
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14.

12. CONTINUED PUBLIC COMMENTS

If the five speaker limit for public comments was exceeded at the beginning
of this agenda, other public comments will be taken at this time. Subjects of

previous agenda items may not again be addressed under public comment.

+13. CLOSED SESSION: CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL ­
SIGNIFICANT EXPOSURE TO LITIGATION PURSUANT TO
GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 54956.9(d)(2) -
ONE POTENTIAL CASE (John Kirk)

UPCOMING MEETINGS

The next Board Policy meeting is scheduled for Friday, May 10, 2013, at
10 a.m. The next Board Business meeting is scheduled for Friday, May 24,

2013, at 9 a.m.

15. ADJOURNMENT

INFORMATION

+ next to an agenda item indicates an attachment
* next to an agenda item indicates a San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission item
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City Clerk Date Stamp

13 y ---1

MEETING: 5/14/13

ITEM NO: 7.1

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

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City Council accept and file the following report ofCouncillMayor 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, I have attended the following events on behalfof the-City
ofEI Cajon:

April 24, 2013 ­
May 6,2013­
May 7,2013­
May 14, 2013 ­
May 14, 2013 ­
May 15, 2013 -

Auto Dealer Meeting
Meeting wI City Manager
Meeting wI Grossmont Union HS District re: ECPAC
Agenda Meeting at 9:00 a.m.
City Council Meeting at 3:00 p.m.
Auto Dealer Meeting

Bill Wells
Mayor Pro Tern

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

SUBMITTED BY,

OJ! Ddto
~
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BILL NO. SPONSOR SUBJECT
COUNCIL

POSITION COMMITTEE
BILL STATUS /

DATE LAST ACTION DATE

Removes ability to not pay
4/8/2013-Placed on APPR. suspense

SB 7 Steinberg prevailing wages for charter cities 2/26/2013 Oppose Senate file,
for Public Works contracts.

Vehicles: Rules of the road.
Panhandling, soliciting, displaying,

4/27/2013-Action: Set for hearing. Next
SB 604 Anderson selling, vending any merchandise 4/9/2013 Support Senate

or service while in the right-of-way
hearing on 5/6/2013,

of any freeway.
Land use: development project
review. Requires preparation of a 5/6/2013-Action From APPR.: Without

SB 673 DeSaulnier cost benefit analysis for 4/9/2013 Oppose Senate further hearing pursuant to Senate Rule
construction of any retail or other 28,8. To SECOND READING,
commercial facility.

The Legislative Report tracks bills for the 2013-2014 Session of the California Legislature that the EI Cajon City Council/Housing Authority/Successor Agency to the Redevelopment
Agency has voted to monitor, support or oppose. Page - 1 - Updated May 6 at 4:00 p.rn. for the May 14, 2013 City Council Meeting



April 18, 2013
Issue #41

UPDATES

League Releases the 2013 Hot Bills List

Today the League has released the list of 26 "Hot Bills" for 2013 that reflects positions on these
bills as of April 18. While there are hundreds of bills that League is tracking this session, these
bills are the ones that are most critical for our member cities. Legislation can be considered "Hot"
for a variety of reasons, including having major impacts on cities statewide, setting an important
precedent for future legislation, or being particularly controversial in a committee. Cities are
encouraged to send letters in support or opposition to their legislators immediately. This list will
be continually updated throughout the session. For more, see Page 2.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
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'Hot Bills' Continued from Page 1...

The League routinely takes positions on bills throughout the legislative session. Bill's tracked by
the League are marked as "watch" until such time that a policy position is taken. Typically, bill
positions are taken early in the year on bills for which the League has standing policy. These
policy positions can be found in the League's Summary of Existing Policy and Guiding Principles
(www.cacities.org/summary). Bills identified by the League without a standing policy are referred
by League staff to one or more of the League's eight policy committees for a policy
recommendation and the board of directors for a full position.

All League position letters and select sample letters can be found under the bill number in our bill
search function on the website at www.cacities.org/billsearch.

SUPPORT

AB 294 (Holden) I-Bank Investments in Infrastructure
Creates a pilot program to be administered by the California Infrastructure and Economic
Development Bank (l-Bank), which would authorize the l-Bank to partner with local agencies to
make strategic investments in local public works projects that further state policy objectives.

AB 305 (V. Manuel Perez) Income Taxes: Hiring Credits: Investment Credits
Diverts $200 million from the State Hiring Tax Credit to create a New Markets Tax Credit Program
and create jobs by channeling investment into low-income areas for small business and
infrastructure via a 39 percent tax credit for investors. This new tax credit includes both federal
matching funds and the ability to leverage additional private investment monies into low income
areas.

AB 416 (Gordon) State Air Resources Board: Local Emission Reduction Program
Creates the Local Emission Reduction Program. Upon appropriation by the Legislature, provides
funds for grants and financial assistance to develop and implement greenhouse gas emissions
reduction projects.

AB 440 (Gatto) Brownfield Remediation Authority: Cities, Counties & Housing Authorities
Authorizes cities, counties and housing authorities to use the brownfield remediation tools
previously granted to redevelopment agencies under the Polanco Redevelopment Act

AB 574 (Lowenthal) Sustainable Communities Strategies
Creates the Sustainable Community Infrastructure Program to provide funding from the
transportation-related Cap and Trade revenues for integrating transportation and public
infrastructure investments that will result in reduced greenhouse gas emissions.

AB 981 (Bloom) Redevelopment Dissolution: Post 2011 Bond Proceeds
Authorizes bond proceeds issued before June 28, 2011, backed by Low and Moderate Income
Housing funds, to be used for affordable housing. Authorizes successor agencies receiving a
finding of completion to use proceeds from bonds issued before June 28, 2011 for their intended
purposes.

AB 1080 (Alejo) Community Revitalization and Investment Authorities
Authorizes the creation of a new entity at the local level, a Community Revitalization Investment
Authority, to provide a redevelopment option for the most disadvantaged and poorest areas of the
state.

AB 1229 (Atkins) Inclusionary Zoning
Restores cities' zoning authority for inclusionary housing.

ACA 4 (Olson)/SCA 10 (Wolk) Legislative Procedure: Three Day Print Rule
Prohibits the Legislature from taking final action on a bill unless it has been in print for three days,
except in narrow cases to address of a state of emergency declared by the Governor.
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SB 33 (Wolk) Infrastructure Financing Districts
Provides major clarifications and improvements to Infrastructure Financing District Law, enabling
local agencies to use this tool for a wide variety of local infrastructure needs.

SB 64 (Corbett) Proposition 39 Implementation
Requires the California Energy Commission to develop and administer programs to provide
financial assistance to school districts, cities and counties to install energy efficiency and clean
energy technology projects for their facilities.

SB 391 (DeSaulnier) California Homes and Jobs Act
Would provide approximately $500 million annually for affordable housing funded by a $75
recordation fee on every real estate transaction, except for home sales. The League requested
and obtained an amendment to this legislation to support equitable geographic distribution of
future revenues.

SB 470 (Wright) Property Disposal/Brownfield Remediation
Provides cities and counties with enhanced flexibility when disposing of publicly-owned property
for economic development purposes and would provide former Polanco Redevelopment Act
brownfield remediation tools to cities and counties.

OPPOSE

AB 5 (Ammiano) Homeless Person's Bill of Rights and Fairness Act
Creates the Homeless Person's Bill of Rights prohibiting denial of a person's rights, privileges, or
access to public services because s/he is homeless, low income, or suffers from a mental illness
or physical disability.

AB 162 (Holden) Wireless Telecommunications Facilities
Memorializes the Federal Communication Commission (FCC) Shot Clock Rule in state law, but
makes significant changes such as cutting timeframe in half. Adopts FCC guidance regarding the
definition of "significantly change" into law. Also prohibits a local government from requiring proof
of gap in coverage as part of the approval of an eligible facilities request.

AB 185 (Roger Hernandez) Open and Public Meetings: Televised Meetings
Requires local agencies that collect franchise fees to broadcast council and planning commission
meetings of the agency collecting the franchise fees and allows franchise fees to be used for this
purpose. Also increases the retention period for audio and video recordings of open and public
meetings from 30 days to two years.

AB 194 (Campos) Open meetings: Public Criticism: Penalties for Violations
Makes it a misdemeanor for a member of a legislative body, while acting as the chairperson of a
legislative body of a local agency, to prohibit public criticism protected under the Ralph M. Brown
Act. This bill would authorize a district attorney or any interested person to commence an action
for the purpose of obtaining a judicial determination that an action taken by a legislative body of a
local agency in violation of the protection for public criticism is null and void.

AB 325 (Alejo) Housing Element Litigation: Four-Year Statute of Limitations
Expands from one to four years the statute of limitations to sue a city or county over the adoption
of a housing element, the implementation of the housing element, the adoption of a density bonus
ordinance, and other local government decisions related to housing.

AS 537 (Bonta) Meyers-Milias-Brown Act: Impasse Procedures
Authorizes the representatives of a public agency or an employee organization to request
mediation if an impasse is reached. Current law requires the public agency and employee
organization to agree to mediation 'in the event of an impasse. Under this bill, no agreement is
required, and mediation would be mandatory if either party requests it.
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AB 616 (Bocanegra) Local Public Employee Organizations: Factfinding Panel
Destroys the foundation of the Meyers-Milias-Brown Act by eliminating local rules in favor of the
Public Employment Relations Board (PERB) jurisdiction. Specifically, this bill eliminates local
rules on representation petitions and elections, determinations on the appropriateness of units,
and impasse procedures, and instead gives PERB jurisdiction over these matters. The bill also
extends the timeline of when an employee organization can request factfinding from 30 to 60
days and gives PERB authority to determine whether a "genuine impasse" has been reached
before a matter can go to factfinding.

AB 1337 (Allen) Solid Waste: Plastic Bags: Recycling
Prohibits a local jurisdiction from adopting, implementing, or enforcing an ordinance or rule that
prohibits a retail establishment from offering a plastic bag. Prohibits a local jurisdiction from
imposing a fee, tax, or other charge on retail establishments that offer customers single-use
carryout bags.

AB 1373 (John A. Perez) Workers' Compensation: Firefighters and Peace Officers
This bill is a reintroduction of AB 2451 (Perez) of 2012 with one important change. Last year's
measure would have extended the statute of limitations from 240 to 480 weeks for a presumptive
death benefit claim for cancer, tuberculosis, or MRSA to be filed on behalf of a firefighter or peace
officer. This measure leaves open the question of how long the statute of limitations should be by
simply deleting the time line.

SB 7 (Steinberg) Public Works: Charter Cities
Prohibits a charter city from receiving or using state funding or financial assistance for a
"construction project" if the city has a charter provision or ordinance that authorizes a contractor
to not comply with state prevailing wage requirements on any public works contract funded by city
funds.

SB 311 (Padilla) Local Elections: Charter and Charter Proposals
Restricts a cities' ability to govern effectively and efficiently by eliminating the option for charter
amendments and charter proposals to be placed before the voters at statewide primary elections
as well as regularly scheduled municipal elections. By doing so the bill restricts cities' options for
scheduling proposed charters and amendments to just statewide general elections.

SB 388 (Lieu) Public Safety Officers and Firefighters: Investigations and Interrogations
Broadens coverage of the Public Safety Officers Procedural Bill of Rights Act (POBR) to cover
not only investigations of peace officers, but any inquiry or interrogation without an actual
investigation. Provides that an officer's right of representation attaches where an interrogation or
inquiry under any circumstances could potentially lead to punitive action, not merely upon the
filing of formal charges vs. an officer or the launch of an investigation.

SB 673 (DeSaulnier) Local Economic Subsidies: State Review
Prohibits the approval of a retail or commercial facility estimated to receive more than $1 million
in subsidies unless a comprehensive cost-benefit analysis, that includes a review of numerous
land use impacts, is prepared. Recent amendments include a very broad definition of "subsidies"
to include local funds, land donations, state bond funds, federal grants, and tax credits.
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Issue #42

IN THIS ISSUE:
Page 4: Municipal Bond Analysts Assert Redevelopment Dissolution Causing "Havoc" in California Municipal Bond

Market
Page 5: Draft Cap-and- Trade Auction Proceeds Investment Plan Released

Submit Your Session Ideas for the 2014 League City Managers' Department Meeting

Oral Arguments Heard Today in League's
Challenge to AS 1484 Clawback Provisions

Sacramento County Superior Court Judge Michael Kenny heard oral arguments earlier today in
League of California Cities v. Ana Matosantos, the League's challenge to portions of AB 1484,
the 2012 redevelopment budget trailer bill. The League is represented in this matter by Best Best
& Krieger. Judge Kenny has 90 days from today to issue his written ruling. The League is pleased
with the oral argument and cautiously optimistic as to the outcome, but will wait for the court's
ruling. For more, see Page 2.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Legislative Action Day Preview

The League is gearing up for Legislative Action Day next Wednesday, April 24. This annual event
is an opportunity for city officials to join League staff in Sacramento to learn more about currently
proposed legislation and advocate for their cities. The opening general session will cover current
budget issues, the status of new economic development tools, updates on enterprise zones,
pension reform implementation, land use, and public safety realignment. For more, see Page 2.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Innovative State-Local Partnership Helps Create Jobs and Makes Monrovia More
Attractive to Residents, Tourists and Business

Note: With job creation on the minds of public officials across California, the power of state-local
partnerships in creating good paying construction and other private sector jobs and changing the
face of communities' merits attention. This is part of a series of special papers on some
successful partnerships.

Located just 10 miles east of Pasadena, the city of Monrovia offers a shining example of how a
powerful state-local partnership helped create jobs and transform a once-blighted community.
Over the course of four decades, city leaders used tax-increment financing to save Monrovia and
today the city is viewed as one of the most favorable for business in Los Angeles County. This
success story is featured in Monrovia's Strong Cities IStrong State profile.
(www.strongcitiesstrongstate.com/city/monrovia) For more, see Page 3.
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'AS 1484' Continued from Page 1...

The lawsuit contends that AB 1484 contains unconstitutional property and sales tax claw-back
and other provisions that violate the California State Constitution, including both Proposition 1 A
(2004) and Prop. 22 (2010). The petition does not seek to invalidate AB 1484 in its entirety, but it
is being filed to ensure that the wind-down of redevelopment agencies is executed in an orderly
and constitutional fashion without jeopardizing the fiscal stability of cities as they work to faithfully
implement the redevelopment dissolution legislation.

The plaintiffs are: the League of California Cities, the city of Vallejo, the Vallejo Successor
Agency, and League Executive Director Chris McKenzie as the taxpayer plaintiff. The defendants
are: the Department of Finance, the Board of Equalization, the State Controller and the Solano
County Auditor Controller.

In the lawsuit the petitioners contend that AB 1484 lacks sufficient standards to guide and
constrain the Department of Finance's decision making authority in a number of significant areas.
The following provisions are being challenged as unconstitutional:

• The Department of Finance's authority to order the Board of Equalization to withhold
sales tax from those cities whose successor agencies failed to make the July "true-up"
payment and in other circumstances;

• County auditor-controllers' authority to withhold property taxes in certain circumstances;
and

• Those provisions of AB 1484 that establish an unconstitutional delegation of legislative
authority to the Department of Finance.

The League also asserts in the lawsuit that the Department of Finance has not complied with the
Administrative Procedure Act (Act), which provides the procedures by which state agencies must
adopt regulations. The Department of Finance has adopted no regulations under the Act to
implement AB 1484.

The League's lawsuit is one of dozens of lawsuits that have been filed in connection with
redevelopment dissolution. The League is tracking this litigation, and a summary of all the
lawsuits filed so far is available on the League's website (www.cacities.org/RDAcases).

'LAD' Continued from Page 1...

Attendees are encouraged to schedule meetings with their legislators before the afternoon
sessions and evening reception. Most of the activities will occur at the Sacramento Convention
Center.

Schedule

9-10 a.m.: Registration

10 a.m.: Welcome and Introductions, Room 202
• Bill Bogaard, president, League of California Cities, mayor, Pasadena
• Chris McKenzie, executive director, League of California Cities

Budget and Key Issues Briefing
• Dan Carrigg, legislative director, League of California Cities
• Michael Coleman, fiscal policy advisor, League of California Cities
• League Legislative Advocates

10:30 a.m.: Special Legislative Briefing
• Assembly Member Marc Levine (D-San Rafael), vice chair, Assembly Local Government

Committee

11:15 a.m.: Special Briefing on Enterprise Zones
• Kirstin Kolpitcke, legislative representative, League of California Cities
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• Yolanda Benson, California Enterprise Zone Association

11:30 a.m.-3 p.m.: Lunch on your own and meetings in the Capitol

3-3:45 p.m.: Legislative Panel Discussion, Room 202

This will be a bipartisan discussion on efforts to promote job creation, economic development,
and other issues. The panel of speakers is co-sponsored by the League's Latino Caucus.

• Moderator: Jose Cisneros, first vice president, League of California Cities, treasurer, San
Francisco

• Assembly Member Luis Alejo (D-Salinas)
• Assembly Member Chris Holden (D-Pasadena)
• Assembly Member Kristin Olsen (R-Modesto)

5:30-7 p.m.: Legislative Reception, Sacramento Convention Center, West Lobby

'Monrovia' Continued from Page 1...

Mayor Mary Ann Lutz tells a sad joke about the condition of the city she loves back in the 1970s:
"Would the last person in Monrovia please turn out the lights?" But it wasn't really a joke because
the city had become crime ridden and the historic Old Town, with buildings constructed more than
100 years ago, was 80 percent vacant. The city suffered further when the construction of
Interstate 210 in the 1970s cut a section of Monrovia in half.

The city began in the 1970s by using tax-increment financing to invest in the once-vibrant Old
Town. City leaders reimagined the area and ultimately created wider sidewalks, planted
vegetation and installed medians. Then the city took on Huntington Drive, the major thoroughfare
that crosses a number of cities in the San Gabriel Valley. When city leaders moved the area
zoned for car dealerships to another location to provide the visibility needed to thrive, they used
tax-increment financing to repurpose the area. By the mid-1980s, Monrovia had to add major
hotels to serve people visiting neighboring tourist attractions like the Rose Bowl and Arcadia's
race track.

The city focused on the area that had been cut off by 1-210, which was "ugly and scary" in Mayor
Lutz's words, and created a new retail center called Huntington Oaks Shopping Area, anchored
by a grocery store and a department store. Instead of spreading out, Monrovia used tax­
increment financing to revitalize areas of the city in its core through infill development.

These major projects not only brought new businesses to Monrovia but also created new
employment opportunities, similar to such efforts in cities throughout California. On an annual
basis, tax-increment financing supported more than 300,000 full- and part-time private sector jobs
annually statewide, including approximately 170,000 construction jobs.

Today, Monrovia's Huntington Drive can be divided into two distinct and productive segments:
East Huntington is the city's high tech corridor and West Huntington is the commercial corridor.
The city prides itself on the weekly Family Festival that draws 5,000 people and its successful
efforts to sustain "mom and pop" retail as well as attract major high tech and other industries to
the city. Trader Joe's moved its headquarters here, and the international engineering firm Worley
Parsons did too. AeroVironment, a company that manufactures drones, is also located on
Monrovia's Huntington Drive.

"This is where the city thrives, where we get most of our sales tax revenues and where we create
most of our jobs. It put Monrovia on the map," says Darlene Sanchez, senior program coordinator
in Monrovia's Economic Development Division. "The tax-increment tool allowed us to leverage
what we had. In the early days, we couldn't get anyone to build a business in Monrovia. The tool
gave us the ability to purchase land, clear it, restore it environmentally and establish the
collaboration necessary to attract businesses. Today businesses are knocking on our door."

Unfortunately the passage of AB 1484 in 2012 forced Monrovia to stop the city's largest project
using tax-increment financing. What was to be an 80-acre transit-oriented development in the
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southern part of the city remains largely dilapidated with the exception of a corporation yard for
light rail. The Gold Line station is scheduled to reach Monrovia in 2015, but development of the
supporting residential, retail and other businesses in the city's plan won't be realized.

And that's devastating to Mayor Lutz. "Community and economic development takes time. We
were working our way through Monrovia and when we came to the southern part, we lost the tax
increment tool. We need a tool that gives us a funding stream to assemble and prepare blighted
property to attract developers to come into our community and build a project."

It's uncertain what the future will bring for the city's economic development. "Monrovia was truly
saved by the tax increment financing tool. That's not an understatement. We're struggling now to
figure out what is next and we wonder how we'll be able to maintain any growth without it," said
Lutz. .

Municipal Bond Analysts Assert Redevelopment Dissolution Causing "Havoc" in
California Municipal Bond Market

In a blunt assessment, the National Federation of Municipal Analysts (NFMA) has criticized ABx1
26 and AB 1484, the 2012 legislation dissolving redevelopment agencies, as causing havoc in
California's municipal bond market in the name of funding state budget shortfalls. This criticism is
contained in an amicus brief filed by NFMA in the Sacramento County Superior Court on April 8,
in Syncora Guarantee, Inc v. State of California. The Syncora lawsuit involves several
constitutional challenges to the redevelopment dissolution legislation over the treatment of bonds
that were issued by former redevelopment agencies.

NFMA provides a stark assessment as to how the redevelopment dissolution (RDA) legislation
has affected confidence in the California municipal bond market:

• "The RDA Legislation seeks to unwind not only redevelopment agencies, but the layers of
protection granted bondholders, including a pledge of tax revenues, debt service
coverage through excess revenues, exercisable remedies, and continuing disclosure."

• "If California and governments generally, are able to re-prioritize liens and sweep agency
funds to fund statewide budgetary deficits, investors will no longer be able to trust
contractual rights they had bargained for and analysts will have little confidence in the
legal and economic framework that underlies the municipal market."

• "... certain project areas may revert to their prior blighted state and generate less tax
revenue going forward which may result in debts service shortfalls, an outcome contrary
to the stated intention of the RDA Legislation and the principles of tax increment financing
relied on by investors at the time of their purchase of the RDA bonds."

• "The RDA Legislation has eroded investor confidence in the enforceability of
bondholders' rights which has harmed the municipal market."

• "If California and state governments generally are able to alter fundamental bondholder
protections to subordinate debt service to the whims of budgetary needs and raid agency
coffers to fund statewide budgetary deficits, the foundation of municipal finance may be
materially damaged."

NFMA concludes that the end result may be higher borrowing costs for municipalities and
perhaps an inability to access municipal bond markets at all. NFMA's brief and the Syncora
lawsuit highlight the need for the Legislature to take action to correct the damage done by the
RDA legislation to confidence in California's municipal bond market.

NFMA's brief can be found at http://www.cacities.org/Resources­
Documents/News/News/2013/NFMA-amicus-brief. For more information on NFMA read the press
release http://www. cacities.org/Resources-Documents/News/News/2013/N FMA-press-release or
visit their website at www.nfma.org.
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Draft Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds Investment Plan Released

The Air Resources Control Board (ARB) and Department of Finance (DOF) released the draft
Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds Investment Plan: Fiscal Years 2013-14 through 2015-16.
Made public on April 16, this draft investment plan is part of the Cap-and-Trade program
established pursuant to the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 32). AB 32's
primary objective is to reduce greenhouse gases (GHG) emission in California to 1990 levels by
2020 and continue to seek reductions beyond 2020.

The draft investment plan provides a detailed outline of the Gov. Jerry Brown's investment
priorities over the next three years. As expected, particular emphasis has been placed on
distributing auction proceeds to existing programs that focus on the two largest GHG emitters,
transportation and electricity and commercial/residential energy.

The draft investment plan also includes a plan for transportation-related Cap-and-Trade
revenues. The plan would send revenues to transportation-related infrastructure, livable
communities, active transportation, and rail modernization.

ARB has scheduled a hearing on Thursday, April 25, to discuss and receive public input on the
draft investment plan.

Additionally, the draft investment plan highlights several key energy efficiency and residential
weatherization programs, most notably the Property Assessed Clean Energy program and the
Weatherization Assistance Program. These two existing programs have played an important role
in achieving greater energy efficiency and reducing GHGs emissions.

In addition to the draft investment plan, the League would also like to draw attention to two
important Cap-and-Trade pieces of legislation supported by the League:

• AB 416 (Gordon) that creates the Local Emission Reduction Program and allocate
monies to local governments for grants and other financial assistance to develop and
implement GHGemission reduction projects; and

• AB 574 (Lowenthal) that creates the Sustainable Communities Infrastructure Program
and allocate funding from the transportation-related Cap-and-Trade revenues to integrate
transportation and public infrastructure investments to reduce GHG emissions.

Submit Your Session Ideas for the 2014 League City Managers' Department
Meeting
Deadline is May 24

What information and education do city managers need to be successful? What expertise do you
have that could benefit others in your field?

The League is beginning its search for speakers and session topics that can answer these
questions and more for the 2014 City Managers' Department Meeting, Feb. 5-7, in Long Beach.

We are looking for topics that will not only educate our attendees but push the envelope with
cutting edge ideas and innovative thoughts in breakout sessions. We also encourage suggestions
for inspiring and motivating keynote speakers.

Submissions, non-commercial in nature, from any individual, group, business or organization, on
any topic are welcome. The Program Planning Advisory Committee will consider the educational
value of each proposal and the extent to which it presents new and/or significant information.

Friday, May 24 is the deadline to submit proposals to be considered by the committee. Proposals
must be submitted online at www.cacities.org/CityManagersProposal.

Please contact Dayna Casper at dcasper@cacities.org with questions.
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April 22, 2013
Issue #43

UPDATES

Bills in Committee: April 22-26

This is a busy week with the League's Legislative Action Day scheduled for Wednesday, April 24,
the same day many of the League bills are being heard in committees in the Capitol.
For more, see Page 2.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Marketplace Fairness Act Vote This Week
City Officials Urged to Send Support Letters Immediately

Last week, Sen. Harry Reid (D-Nev.) filed cloture on the motion to proceed to a vote on S. 743,
the most recent of three Marketplace Fairness Act bills introduced by Congress this year. Sen.
Reid's action made the bill eligible to be heard on the Senate floor this week.
For more, see Page 2.
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'Bills in Committee' Continued from Page 1...

Also this week, the League will be monitoring committees scheduled to hear bills that will impact
cities, which were on our recently released 2013 hot bills list
http://www.cacities.orqlTop/News/News-Articies/2013/Apri I/Leaque-Releases-the-2013-Hot-Bills­
List). The League will report any actions of significance.

The Assembly and Senate both convened today for a floor session at 12 p.m. Many legislative
hearings are available online for video or audio monitoring. A full listing
(http://www.leqinfo.ca.qov/dayfile.html) of all Senate and Assembly hearings is available online.
Hearing times are subject to change.

Bill language and any available position letters can be found on the League's website at
www.cacitiescom/billsearch by typing the bill number into the search box.

Monday, April 22

Assembly Transportation, State Capitol, Room 4202 at 1:30 p.m.
• HOT BILL - AB 574 (Lowenthal) California Global Warming Solution Act of 2006:

Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund: Sustainable Communities Strategies. League
position: Support.

Tuesday. April 23

Assembly Jobs, Economic Development and the Economy, State Capitol, Room 127 at 9 a.m.
• AB 28 (Perez, V.M.) Economic Development: Enterprise Zones. League position:

Support.
• AB 1079 (Bradford) Enterprise Zones: Energy Management Plans. League position:

Support.

Assembly Judiciary, State Capitol, Room 4202 at 8:30 a.m.
• HOT BILL - AB 5 (Ammiano) Homelessness. League position: Oppose.

Senate Public Safety, State Capitol, Room 3191 at 9 a.m.
• AB 199 (De Leon) Probation: Community Corrections. League position: Support.
• SB 225 (Emmerson) Imprisonment: Sentences Punishable in State Prison. League

Position: Support.

Senate Transportation and Housing, John L. Burton Hearing Room 4203 at 1:30 p.m.
• SB 510 (Jackson) Land Use: Subdivisions: Rental Mobilehome Park Conversion.

League position: Support in Concept.

Wednesday. April 24

Assembly Insurance, State Capitol, Room 437
• HOT BILL - AB 1373 (Perez. J.) Workers' Compensation: Firefighters and Peace

Officers. League position: Oppose.

Assembly Local Government, State Capitol, Room 127 at 1:30 p.rn.
• AB 564 (Mullin) Community Redevelopment: Successor Agencies. League position:

Support.
• HOT BILL - AS 981 (Bloom) Redevelopment Dissolution. League Position: Support.

Assembly Public Employees, Retirement and Social Security, State Capitol, Room 444 at 9 a.m.
• HOT BILL - AB 537 (Bonta) Meyers-Milias-Brown Act: Impasse Procedures. League

position: Oppose.
• HOT BILL - AB 616 (Bocanegra) Local Public Employee Organizations: Dispute:

Factfinding Panel. League position: Oppose.

2



Senate Governance and Finance, State Capitol, Room 112 at 9:30 a.m.
• HOT BILL - SB 391 (DeSaulnier) California Homes and Jobs Act of 2013. League

position: Support.
• HOT BILL - SB 673 (DeSaulnier) Land Use: Development Project Review. League

position: Oppose.

'Marketplace Fairness' Continued from Page 1...

Senators are expected before the vote to offer multiple amendments unrelated to the Marketplace
Fairness Act that could preempt local government taxing authority. It is important to urge our
representatives to support S. 743, but only in the introduced form.

The League issued a support letter in March for S. 336/H.R. 684, the first two Marketplace
Fairness Act bills introduced this year. All of these bills would require out-of-state merchants to
collect use taxes for electronic and mail sales.

The legislation is designed to address the long-standing issue of leveling the playing field
between traditional "brick-and-mortar" establishments and Internet sellers, and ensuring the
proper collection of state and local taxes. For more background, see the March 22 issue of CA
Cities Advocate article "League Supports Federal Marketplace Fairness Act and Amendment into
Senate Budget Resolution" http://www.cacities.orglTop/News/News-Articles/2013/March/League­
Supports-Federal-Marketplace-Fairness-Act-a.

Take Action

City officials are urged send support letters to their senators asking them to support the passage
of the Marketplace Fairness Act on the Senate floor in the introduced form. Urge them to reject all
amendments that may preempt local government taxing authority.

The League's support letter and a sample support letter are available on the League's federal
webpage. (http://www.cacities.orglfederal).
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April 25, 2013
Issue #44

UPDATES

Legislative Action Day Brings Hundreds of City Officials to Sacramento

Wednesday was busy for many members of the League of California Cities with the
organization's annual Legislative Action Day in Sacramento. The event brought approximately
200 city officials from throughout California to the state Capitol for legislative briefings and
meetings with legislators. League First Vice President and San Francisco Treasurer Jose
Cisneros facilitated the morning and afternoon briefings that were held in the Sacramento
Convention Center. For more, see Page 2.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

League-Supported Redevelopment Bills Pass Out of
Assembly Local Government Committee

Two League-supported bills to clarify and provide certainty for the dissolution process for
redevelopment agencies passed out of the Assembly Local Government Committee on
Wednesday afternoon. For more, see Page 3.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Two Land Use Related Bills Heard in Senate Governance
and Finance Committee This Week

Both by Sen. OeSaulnier, One Positive for Cities, One Negative

Wednesday city officials attending the League's Legislative Action Day got a powerful lesson in
state politics as the Senate Governance and Finance Committee heard two bills by Sen. Mark
DeSaulnier (D-Concord) - one that would help local governments and one that would harm them.
For more, see Page 3.
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'Legislative Action Day' Continued from Page 1...

Cisneros welcomed the League members by thanking them for their service and for investing
time to travel to Sacramento to advocate on behalf of their city as well as all the cities of
California. He noted that Legislative Action Day is about building and maintaining relationships
and exchanging information with legislators. The League's officers met in the afternoon with
Assembly Speaker John Perez as well as other legislative leadership.

He urged the assembled city officials to carry two key messages in their meetings. "Cities are
ready to move forward. We need to restore tools to help revitalize communities, help create new
good paying jobs and build affordable housing for our residents. Legislators can also help by
'doing no harm.' Bills that create mandates, contain punitive proposals, attempt to redirect local
revenues or diminish local authority only make it more difficult for cities to fulfill our responsibilities
to our residents."

League Executive Director Chris McKenzie gave an overview of the day's events before
introducing League Legislative Director Dan Carrigg and League Fiscal Policy Advisor Michael
Coleman. Carrigg and Coleman provided a state budget and legislative update. Both noted that
the state budget for FY 2013-14 is projected to be balanced with a small surplus for the first time
in recent years. Coleman stressed to the audience that although the budget may be balanced, the
future is not without risk. He also reported that the Proposition 1A loan from FY 2010 is scheduled
to be repaid by June 13 with 2 percent interest and reminded the audience that most cities
securitized the loan when it was initially made.

Assembly Member Marc Levine (D-San Rafael) joined the assembled city officials and started by
welcoming them to Sacramento. A former member of the San Rafael City Council, Assembly
Member Levine has made local government a priority of his legislative service. "What motivated
me to run? Certainly my council experience in San Rafael," said Levine. Upon assuming office in
December, the former California Civic Leadership Institute alumnus requested placement on the
Assembly Local Government Committee and was appointed vice chair.

The city officials in the audience were pleased to hear Assembly Member Levine's approach to
legislation. He wants to insure that the Assembly Local Government Committee reviews
legislation by considering the unintended consequences for local government. Assembly Member
Levine stressed the nonpartisan nature of local government and promised to remember his roots.
"We have to be fierce advocates for our cities," said Levine close to the end of his remarks. "It's a
pleasure to serve and look out for our (local) issues."

The morning session concluded with a presentation on Enterprise Zones led by Kirstin Kolpitcke,
the League's land use and housing lobbyist, and Yolanda Benson of the California Enterprise
Zone Association. The two discussed the critical role the program plays in California's economy
at the local and state levels. California's 42 Enterprise Zones employed more than 118,000
people in 10,000 companies in 2010. Benson also shared with the audience an important statistic
from the Franchise Tax Board: Small businesses comprise 94 percent of businesses that use the
Enterprise Zone credits and make claims using the Enterprise Zone criteria.

City officials scheduled meetings in the Capitol in the early afternoon with their legislators and
then came back together for a special bipartisan panel on efforts to promote job creation,
economic development and other issues. Moderated by League First Vice President Jose
Cisneros, the event was co-sponsored by the League's Latino Caucus. The panel featured
Assembly Member Chris Holden (D-Pasadena) and Assembly Member Luis Alejo (D-Salinas).
Assembly Member Kristin Olsen (R-Modesto) was unable to attend due to conflicts in her
schedule.

A former member of the Pasadena City Council, Assembly Member Holden told the group that it
was great to be back among local government officials. He spoke about the Enterprise Zone
program and the importance it plays in his city, his region and the state. The Assembly Member
finished his remarks by stressing his commitment to local control.

Assembly Member Alejo, a former city official from Watsonville, noted to the city officials that local
government is the best preparation for being in the Legislature. Very concerned about the threat
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to the Enterprise Zone program, Assembly Member Alejo said, "These are tools designed to help
the neediest areas of the state and now they're under attack."

Fact Sheets

The fact sheets from Legislative Action Day are available on the League website. Click on the
"materials" tab to view each fact sheet (www.cacities.org/Education-Events/Legislative-Action­
Day-Reception).

'Redevelopment Bills' Continued from Page 1...

AB 564 (Mullin) provides additional certainty to successor agencies and all other public and
private entities that benefits offered by a finding of completion from the OaF can be relied upon.
By removing uncertainties, AB 564 will help to avoid unnecessary confusion and litigation.

Testifying in support of AB 564, League Legislative Director Dan Carrigg noted that cities are
looking to move on from the difficult redevelopment dissolution process. The bill ensures that they
are able to access loan repayments and other benefits.

A second League-supported bill, AB 981 (Bloom), allows the expenditure of bond proceeds that
were issued by redevelopment agencies between Jan. 1, 2011, and June 28, 2011, the effective
date of the redevelopment dissolution legislation. Specifically, the bill would authorize:

1) Bond proceeds issued before June 28, 2011, and backed by low and moderate income
housing funds to be used for affordable housing purposes.

2) Successor agencies that receive a finding of completion to use proceeds from bonds
issued before June 28, 2011, for their intended purposes.

AB 981 will allow these funds to be expended for their intended purposes thus creating many
prevailing wage jobs, sheltering more families in affordable housing, and rebuilding critical
infrastructure. Without a legislative policy change, these bond proceeds will sit idle while
defeasance payments are made for up to 10 years.

These two bills now move to the Assembly Appropriations Committee.

'DeSaulnier Bills' Continued from Page 1...

58391

The League was pleased to testify in support of SB 391, the California Homes and Jobs Act of
2013. The bill generates $500 million annually for affordable housing needs through a $75
recordation fee on real estate transactions with the exception of home sales. By creating a
reliable and permanent source of funds, the state could fund existing affordable housing
programs at dependable levels.

SB 391 passed by a vote of 5- 2 along partisan lines, with support from the League, Housing
California, the California Police Chiefs Association, and several housing advocacy organizations.
It now moves to the Senate Appropriations Committee.

The League's support letter and a sample support letter for city officials to use are available at
www.cacities.org/billsearch by typing "SB 391" into the search box.

58673

Opposition to state intrusion into local land use decisions led the League to oppose the Senator's
SB 673. The bill requires local governments, before taking action on any construction permit for
any retail or commercial facility estimated to receive $1 million or more in state or federal
subsidies, to prepare a cost-benefit analysis. The bill has a broad definition of "subsidy" which
includes tax credits, low-interest loans, grants, remediation and environmental clean-up activity.
Most onerous is a requirement for assessments on how the project will affect cities' ability to meet
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their general plan goals, availability of mitigation measures for economic impacts, and effects on
open space, affordable housing, and local facilities. In part the bill represents an additional layer
of regulation, and cost, above and beyond existing CEQA requirements.

Leading the opposition, League Legislative Director Dan Carrigg questioned the public policy
rationale for applying such requirements to local agency decisions but not to the far greater
subsidies granted by the state and decried any suggestion that locally-elected officials are
ignorant of the impact of their land use choices or uninvolved in regional planning efforts.

SB 673 passed the Senate Governance and Finance Committee with a vote of 4-2 on
Wednesday. It had no supporters testifying. The League, the California Chamber of Commerce,
California Building Industry Association and other local economic development advocates
testified in opposition.

The next opportunity for city officials to weigh in on this new and costly requirement will be when
it is heard in the Senate Appropriations Committee. The hearing date has not yet been
determined.

The League's opposition letter and a sample opposition letter for city officials to use are available
at www.cacities.org/billsearch by putting USB 673" into the search box.
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April 26, 2013
Issue #45

IN THIS ISSUE:
Page 4: Federal TIGER, COPS Hiring Program and Community Policing Grants Announced

Governor Brown Meets with League Board

Gov. Jerry Brown spent almost an hour talking with the League board of directors on April 25
about criminal justice realignment, local control, economic development, the roles of the various
levels of government, his commitment to building new infrastructure in the state and his
philosophy on government. For more, see Page 2.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Busy Week in Sacramento for Enterprise Zones Advocates

Enterprise Zones (EZs) were a focus of League advocacy efforts this week. The League has long
promoted EZs as a key tool to help cities with local economic development; in this year's political
climate cities must advocate for their survival. For more, see Page 2.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Billion Dollar Riverfront Makeover Emerges From Flood Project
Buttressed by Tax-Increment Financing

State-Local Partnership Once Again Provides Impetus and
Structure for a Showcase Success

Note: With job creation and affordable housing on the minds of public officials across California,
the power of state-local partnerships in creating good paying construction and other private sector
jobs merits attention. This is part of a series of special papers on some successful partnerships.
For more, see Page 3.
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'Governor's Story' Continued from Page 1...

The Governor stressed his commitment to the concept of "subsidiarity," or local control, indicating
that we all need to get more comfortable with more than just social or ethnic diversity but also
geographic diversity. He said repeatedly that in a state as big and diverse as California that we
must try to let priorities be set differently in various areas of the state - with less state
involvement. Commenting on the hundreds of bills that reach his desk each year through this
lens, he indicated that he has vetoed many in order to prevent unnecessary state intrusion into
local affairs.

Several board members expressed concerns about the growth in property crimes in their cities
since criminal justice realignment went into effect. The Governor stressed that since realignment
began not one person has been let out of prison early and that probation should be as effective
as parole. He added that because it is local, local programs should be developed to support the
people who are released. He also stressed that he is confronting an even bigger threat in that, by
next Thursday, he needs to find a way to release 10,000 more state prisoners to comply with a
court order. He indicated he is working closely with law enforcement in order to address the
problem but that it is a serious dilemma because he does not think the Legislature wants to build
more prisons.

The Governor expressed:
• Disinterest in any Proposition 13 reforms;
• Possible openness to potential economic development ideas that do not tax the state

budget;
• A desire for more focus on individual duties and less on creating new individual rights;
• Support for giving teachers and school boards more discretion to decide how to educate

kids; and
• Adequately funding our infrastructure needs - provided voters have to approve any tax

increases.

Jose Cisneros, League first vice president resident and San Francisco treasurer, and the board
thanked the Governor for attending and sharing his views.

'Enterprise Zones' Continued from Page 1...

It appears that Gov. Jerry Brown will pursue both regulatory and legislative changes, possibly
proposing to reinvest the $700 million spent on EZs on other types of economic development. In
light of the Governor's position, the League focused this week on educating new legislators about
the importance of EZs in local communities.

Those efforts ramped up Tuesday morning as the League and coalition partners appeared before
the Assembly Committee on Jobs, Economic Development and the Economy in support of AB 28
(V. Manuel Perez).

The League welcomes the opportunity to reform and improve the EZ program while preserving its
essential economic and community development benefits. AB 28 promotes a number of such
statutory reforms. Along with coalition partners including the California Chamber of Commerce, the
California Manufacturers and Technology Association and the California Retailers Association, the
League testified that cities overwhelmingly support the program. To date, cities have submitted 65
letters and resolutions in support. .

AB 28 passed the Committee by a unanimous vote of 8-0 and will be heard next in the Assembly
Appropriations Committee.

Wednesday's Legislative Action Day also highlighted EZs. The morning session included a
special presentation on by Yolanda Benson with the California Association of Enterprise Zones in
Action. Briefed with this update, attendees visited with their legislators to speak about the
importance of the program in their communities and to share the message that EZs revitalize
local communities, attract business and create jobs.
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These messages will also be shared through a unique League effort. Throughout the day
attendees were invited to tell their stories to a videographer, and 11 did so. The edited version of
this effort will be a powerful tool to continue education and advocacy for EZs. The videos will be
available for viewing once they have been edited by going to www.enterpriseca.org. Elected
officials can also sign a form in support of EZs is available on the League website at
www.cacities.org/Resources-Documents/News/News/2013/CI EEE-Sign-Up-form-ind ividual.

Please either email the completed form to Kristin Kolpitcke (kkolpitcke@cacities.org) or fax it to
the League at League at (916) 658-8240.

The League wishes to thank all the cities that participated in Legislative Action Day. Sharing
stories about EZ successes in your cities will continue to be critically important in fighting for their
survival.

'Tax-Increment Financing' Continued from Page 1...

In 1998 the city of Napa found itself facing an opportunity. Following decades of design work and
planning, voters finally approved moving forward with an ambitious vision to transform the city's
unused riverfront into an economically viable business district. This success story is featured in
Napa's Strong Cities Strong State profile at www.StrongCitiesStrongState.com/city/napa.

About six miles of the lower Napa River lie within the city limits and are tied into a significant
estuary system. That stretch of river and a mile of Napa Creek comprise the Napa River Flood
Project. The federal government approved flood improvements in 1965, but the funding did not
follow, and the riverfront lingered in a state of neglect for years.

By 1998, however, the city's Flood Protection Project had morphed into something special.
Partnerships involving the city and state, the Napa County Flood Control and Water Conservation
District and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers came into beneficial play.

What began as a series of public improvements to a largely unused area of riverfront was now an
urban planning project of a high order and great promise, integrating carefully planned public
spaces with infrastructure thoughtfully designed to interface with potential commercial projects.

Parks, river walks and trails, parking garages, major hotels, top quality restaurants, wine tasting
rooms and more popped up along Main Street, First Street and other thoroughfares. A thriving
business district took hold, and along the way these projects generated new jobs.

The Napa Mill complex offers as a vivid example of the success the city achieved - and how it
was accomplished.

The historic mill had been vacant since the 1970s, a diamond in the rough. Before it could be
occupied, it required toxic remediation and renovation as well as seismic retrofitting. To help
accomplish that the city used tax-increment financing, extending a $180,000 "gap loan" to the
mill's owner in 1998. The owner repaid the loan in 2003. The city also made a $160,000 grant to
"secure an outdoor public plaza and public restrooms" adjoining the complex.

That loan and grant provided the leverage needed, triggering private investments of $16 million in
the mill complex.

"Tax-increment funding was an essential tool driving the renaissance of our business district,"
said Napa City Manager Mike Parness. "Almost $1 billion - more than $990 million, to be exact
- in new public and private investment has occurred in our downtown since 1996."

The Napa Valley Register agreed, calling tax-increment financing the "single greatest tool to
revitalize the city."

The city has tracked with pride the public and private money that has fueled its downtown
business district renaissance over the past two decades. More than 100 projects are now part of
or stimulated by the flood protection project. They represent a total property valuation of $412
million in private investments and $203 million in public investments.
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The project has touched everything from the restoration of the Napa Valley Opera House facade
to the renovation of Coombs Street Plaza, and from making city street garage signs and lighting
improvements to seismic retrofitting of existing structures. It has also generated many pedestrian
improvements, from creating the Napa ARTWalk to improving and filling in a large gap in the
city's Riverfront promenade.

Such improvements have drawn one new private investment after another. These private dollars
have been plunged into such enterprises as the Oxbow Public Market's Kitchen Door Restaurant
(a $300,000 valuation), a Starbucks ($263,000), a number of new wine-tasting venues, the
Westin Verasa ($100 million) and a Riverfront mixed-use project ($72 million), among many
others.

Without tax-increment financing, Parness said, "the city simply could not have achieved this
success."

It is a view shared widely throughout the city. In the words of The Napa Valley Register, Napa's
downtown has been rendered "infinitely more attractive to commercial developers."

Without the public-private partnerships made possible through tax-increment financing, an
editorial in the newspaper noted, "the city may not have [had] an AVIA hotel (now known as the
Andaz Hotel) or thriving West End district. It's not likely the Riverfront commercial and residential
project with its tourist-friendly restaurants would exist in their current form, nor would the Historic
Napa Mill have been reshaped or the Fifth Street Parking Garage have been built."

In other words, a once-neglected riverfront has been remade into a showcase business district
that looks particularly enchanting at night as the lights come on along the riverbank.

The winning combination of federal and state and local partnerships with the public and private
investments has reaped handsome dividends in the form of thriving businesses and economic
growth.

Federal TIGER, COPS Hiring Program and Community Policing Grants Announced

The U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) and Department of Justice's Office of Community
Oriented Policing Services (COPS) this week announced grant funds to be awarded to projects
with significant impact on the nation, a metropolitan area, or a region. Brief descriptions of each
grant program, with links to the various websites, are available to help the application process.

TIGER Grant Program

DOT announced the availability of $474 million in Transportation Investment Generating
Economic Recovery (TIGER) grant funds to be awarded for a fifth round of surface transportation
projects.

Projects eligible for TIGER grants include highways and bridges, public transportation, passenger
and freight rail transportation and marine port infrastructure investments. Grants may range from
$10 million to $20 million. Grants to rural areas may be for less than $10 million, but must be
more than $1 million. No less than $120 million must be awarded to projects in rural areas.

The four previous rounds of TIGER provided $3.1 billion to support 218 projects in all 50 states,
the District of Columbia and Puerto Rico. Demand for the program has been overwhelming. More
than 4,050 applicants requesting more than $105.2 billion compared to previous rounds. More
than 100 TIGER grants were awarded directly to city or county governments that are otherwise
unable to directly access traditional sources of Federal funding for their projects.

The FY 2013 Appropriations Act requires that TIGER funds be obligated before Oct. 1, 2014. The
limited amount of time means the department will give priority to projects that are ready to
proceed quickly. In addition to project readiness, primary selection criteria include improving the
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condition of existing transportation facilities and systems; contributing to the economic
competitiveness of the United States and creating and preserving jobs; increasing transportation
choices and access to transportation services for people in communities across the U.S.;
improving energy efficiency, reducing dependence on oil and reducing greenhouse gas
emissions; and improving safety.

View the Notice of Funding Availability on the DOT website for information on project eligibility
and application requirements www.dot.gov/policy-initiatives/tiger/tiger-notice-funding-availability­
2013.

Applications open on Monday, April 29 and final applications are due by June 3. No pre­
application is required. All funds must be obligated by Sept. 30, 2014.

Additional resources are available at DOTs TIGER website: www.dot.gov/tiger/application­
resources.

COPS Hiring Program (CHP)

COPS is accepting grant applications for the FY 2013 COPS Hiring Program (CHP) for the hiring
and rehiring of additional career law enforcement officers in an effort to create and preserve jobs
and increase their community policing capacity and crime prevention efforts.

Awardees may receive up to 75 percent of the approved entry-level officer salary and fringe
benefit costs, with a minimum 25 percent local cash match requirement and a maximum federal
share of $125,000 per officer position over a three-year grant period. Grant funds may be used to
hire new, full-time sworn officer positions, to re-hire officers who have been laid off, or to re-hire
officers who are scheduled to be laid off on a specific future date as a result of local budget cuts.
As in the past, CHP requires that each position awarded be retained with local funds for a
minimum of 12 months at the conclusion of 36 months of federal funding. Priority consideration
will be given to agencies that use their CHP funding to hire either school resource officers or
military veterans and those tarqetinq to reduce homicide.

FY 2013 CHP funding is limited, and all awards are subject to the availability of appropriated
funds and any modifications or additional requirements that may be imposed by law.

For detailed information on CHP program requirements, application instructions, FAQs and more,
please visit the CHP webpage on the COPS website at
www.cops.usdoLgov/Default.asp?ltem=2367. Applications for this year's CHP solicitation must be
completed and submitted by 4:59 p.m. on Wednesday, May 22.

COPS Community Policing Development (CPO) Program
COPS is accepting applications for its Community Policing Development (CPO) program for
advancing the practice of community policing in law enforcement agencies through training and
technical assistance, the development and documentation of innovative community policing
strategies, applied research, guidebooks, and best practices that are national in scope.

The program is open to all public governmental agencies, profit and nonprofit institutions,
universities, community groups and faith-based organizations. Proposals should be of national
relevance, significantly advance the field of community policing, and demonstrate an
understanding of community policing as it pertains to the application topic.

For detailed information on CPO program requirements, application instructions, FAQs and more,
please visit the CPO page on the COPS website at www.cops.usdoLgov/Default.asp?ltem=2682.
Applications must be submitted by 1:59 p.m. on Friday, May 24.

Application Process for CHP and CPO

For the CHP and CPO programs, applications must first be submitted through the COPS
Application Portal, accessed from Grants.Gov website (www.grants.gov). Please check
passwords and other login information before beginning your application. The COPS Office
Response Center can help applicants with problems and issues at (800) 421-6770.
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April 29, 2013
Issue #46

UPDATES

Bills in Committee: April 29- May 2

The League will be closely monitoring many hot bills this week as well as other bills of interest to
cities, which included in our recently released bills of interest list
(www.cacities.orgfTop/News/News-Articles/2013/March/League-Releases-1nitial-Bills-of-Interest­
for-2013). The League will report any actions of significance. For more, see Page 2.

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

Bills in Committee: April 29-May 6

The Assembly and Senate both convened today for a floor session at 12 p.m. Many legislative
hearings are available online for video or audio monitoring. A full listing
(http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/davfile.html) of all Senate and Assembly hearings is available online.
Hearing times are subject to change.

Bill language and any available position letters can be found on the League's website at
www.cacities.com/billsearch by typing the bill number into the search box.

Monday, April 29

Assembly Natural Resources Committee, State Capitol, Room 126, 1:30 p.m.
• AB 574 (Lowenthal) California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006: Greenhouse

Gas Reduction Fund: sustainable communities. League position: Support.
• AB 691 (Muratsuchi) State lands: granted trust lands: sea level rise. League

position: Oppose Unless Amended.
• AB 1337 (Allen) Solid waste: plastic bag: recycling. League position: Oppose.

Assembly Revenue and Taxation Committee, State Capitol, Room 447, 1:30 p.m.
• AB 576 (V. Manuel Perez) Centralized Intelligence Partnership Act: pilot program.

League position: Support.

Assembly Transportation Committee, State Capitol, Room 4202, 1:30 p.m.
• AB 14 (Lowenthal) State freight plan. League position: Support in Concept.

Senate Appropriations Committee, State Capitol, Room 4203
• SB 254 (Hancock) Solid waste: used mattresses: recycling and recovery. League

position: Support.

Senate Budget and Fiscal Review Committee, State Capitol, Room 3191, 1:30 p.m.
• SB 144 (Canella) 2013 Realignment Legislation addressing justice reinvestment.

League position: Support in Concept.

TueSday, April 30

Assembly Budget Subcommittee No.6, State Capitol, Room 447, 1:30 p.m.
• ACA 4 (Olsen) Legislative procedure. League position: Support.

Assembly Jobs, Economic Development and the Economy Committee, State Capitol, Room 444,
10:00 a.m.

• AB 1079 (Bradford) Enterprise zones: energy management plans. League position:
Support.

Assembly Judiciary Committee, State Capitol, Room 4202, 8 a.m.
• AB 1149 (Campos) Identity theft: local agencies. League position: Concerns.

Assembly Veterans Affairs Committee, State Capitol, Room 1226,4 p.m.
• AB 639 (Perez) Veterans Housing and Homeless Prevention Act of 2014. League

position: Support in Concept.
Senate Energy, Utilities and Communications Committee, State Capitol, Room 3191,9 a.m.

• SB 43 (Wolk) Shared renewable energy self-generation program. League position:
Support.

Senate Public Safety Committee, State Capitol, Room 4203, 9 a.m.
• SB 191 (Padilla) Emergency medical services. League position: Support.
• SB 225 (Emmerson) Imprisonment: sentences punishable in state prison. League

position: Support.
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• SB 388 (Lieu) Public safety officers and firefighters: investigations and interrogations.
League position: Oppose.

Senate Transportation and Housing Committee, State Capitol, Room 4203, 1:30 p.m.
• SB 684 (Hill) Advertising displays: redevelopment agency project areas. League

position: Support.
• SB 791 (Wyland) Motor vehicle fuel tax: rate adjustment. League position: Oppose.

Wednesday, May 1

Assembly Appropriations Committee, State Capitol, Room 4202, 9:00 a.m.
• AB 47 (Gatto) Emergency telephone system: abuse. League position: Pending

Support.
• AB 116 (Bocanegra) Land use: subdivision maps: expiration dates. League position:

Support if Amend.
• AB 229 (Perez) Local Government: infrastructure and revitalization financing

districts. League position: Support.
• AB 416 (Gordon) State Air Resources Board: Local Emission Reduction Program.

League position: Support..
• AB 443 (Lowenthal) Vehicles: delinquent parking and traffic violations. League

position: Support.

Assembly Housing and Community Development Committee, State Capitol, Room 126, 9 a.m.
• AB 325 (Alejo) Land use and planning: cause of actions: time limitations. League

position: Oppose.
• AB 564 (Mullin) Community redevelopment: successor agencies. League position:

Support.
• AB 981 (Bloom) Redevelopment dissolution. League position: Support.
• AB 1229 (Atkins) Land use: zoning regulations. League position: Support.

Assembly Local Government Committee, State Capitol, Room 447, 1:30 p.m.
• AB 185 (Hernandez) open and public meetings: televised meetings. League position:

Oppose.
• AB 294 (Holden) Local-State Joint Investment Partnership Pilot Program. League

position: Support.
• AB 440 (Gatto) Hazardous substances: releases: local agency cleanup or remedy.

League position: Support.
• AB 667 (Hernandez) Land use: development project review: superstores. League

position: Support.
• AB 1080 (Alejo) Community Revitalization and Investment Authorities. League

position: Support.
• AB 1237 (Garcia) Local government finance. League position: Oppose.

Senate Environmental Quality Committee, State Capitol, Room 3191,9:30 a.m.
• SB 470 (Wright) Community Development: economic opportunity. League position:

Support.
• SB 727 (Jackson) Medical waste: pharmaceutical product stewardship program.

League position: Support..

Senate Governance and Finance Committee, State Capitol, Room 112, 9:30 a.m.
• SB 211 (Price) Tax administration: disclosure of information: Franchise Tax Board

and cities. League position: Support.
• SB 434 (Hill) Personal income and corporation taxes: hiring credits: enterprise

zones, LAM BRAs, manufacturing enhancement areas, and targeted tax areas.
League position: Oppose.
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May 2,2013
Issue #47

IN THIS ISSUE:

Page 6: Measure to Increase Legislative Transparency Sent to Suspense File
Page 7: League Testifies in Opposition to Bill That Extends Statute of Limitations for Challenges to Housing elements,

Ordinances and Programs
Page 8: Cap-and-Trade Auction Revenue Legislation on the Move
Page 9: Bill to Preempt Local Government Fails

Two Priority Oppose Telecommunications Bills Fail to Move Forward
League Annual Conference Registration Now Open
Invest in Low-Income Neighborhoods through CSCDA

Page 10 Annual Conference Resolutions By Due July 20
League's Community Services Department Launches Historic Preservation Resources Webpage

Page 11: The Hit List from WesternCity.com
CoolCalifornia Funding Wizard - What Do You Think?

Economic Development, Realignment, CalPERS Sustainability and League Bylaw
Amendments Top League Board Agenda Last Week

Bylaw Amendments Pass Overwhelmingly

Meeting in Sacramento on April 25, the League board of directors tackled a full agenda of
business that included meetings with Gov. Jerry Brown and CalPERS CEO Anne Stausboll. The
meeting was held in conjunction with Legislative Action Day on April 24. For more, see Page 2.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Action in the Capitol This Week on Economic Development,
Redevelopment and Enterprise Zones

This week was one of the busiest for policy committees in the Capitol with a few dozen important
bills for cities, including several addressing post-redevelopment, economic development and
enterprise zones. For more, see Page 3.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Despite League Opposition Labor-Sponsored Bills Continue to
Move in Legislature

AB 1373, AB 537, AB 616

City labor-relations rules and practices were under attack in the past two weeks as labor­
sponsored bills were heard in both the Assembly and Senate. For more, see Page 4.
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'Board Meeting' Continued from Page 1...

Possible new state-local partnerships for economic development dominated both the board's
legislative discussions and its interaction with Governor Brown. The Governor did not outline
specific policy initiatives he would be taking on job creation and economic development. The
Governor in 2012 vetoed a number of bills, including a forerunner of this session's SB 33 (Wolk),
to authorize the creation of infrastructure finance districts at no expense to the state. He
repeatedly reiterated that local governments should be free to set local priorities and programs
and invited ideas and suggestions on the subject of economic development that would not impact
the state budget.

Various League board members in the discussion with the Governor stressed the growing
concern among city officials about the impact of the new public safety realignment program on
local crime rates, particularly property crimes such as burglary. While indicating a possible
willingness to explore these issues in greater depth, the Governor stressed that the realignment
program had not resulted in the early release of a single prisoner. He also stated that counties
were better positioned to provide supervision of parolees because they could provide the support
services offenders need to get their lives back on track.

The session with CalPERS CEO Anne Stausboll primarily focused on the CalPERS board's
recent action to shorten its asset smoothing policy from 15 to 5 years. This change has the result
of increasing employer contribution rates for participating cities while simultaneously more
aggressively reducing cities' unfunded liability and providing less volatility in employer rates over
time in the event of future investment losses. League board members expressed their
appreciation to CEO Stausboll for coming to the meeting and indicated strong support for a more
sustainable CalPERS system. Individual speakers did however indicate that it would be
challenging for their cities and others to afford the higher rates without additional revenue. Ms.
Stausboll stressed CaIPERS' desire to effectively communicate and interact with employers and
the League before major policy initiatives occur.

The board received a report from a special board ballot counting committee that was charged
with reviewing and tabulating the votes of cities on two recently board proposed amendments to
the League bylaws. The committee reported that with 192 of 469 eligible cities returning ballots,
185 (or 96 percent) voted in favor of Amendment 1 to require that resolutions for the League
General Assembly be concurred on by five cities or by city officials from at least five or more
cities. The committee reported that 177 cities (or 92 percent) voted in favor of Amendment 2 to
require approval of two-thirds of the League board of directors for a position on a proposed
statewide ballot measure. With both measures having received the required two-thirds approval
of those voting, the board canvassed the election results as required by the bylaws and adopted
a resolution declaring the passage 'of the two bylaw amendments.

The board also discussed and provided direction to staff on a wide range of legislative positions
recommended by the League's eight policy committees and authorized President Bill Bogaard to
appoint a special CEQA Reform Task Force. The board authorized League involvement with
other statewide groups to evaluate the feasibility of lowering the special tax and general
obligation bond voter approval level to 55 percent from two-thirds, SUbject to board approval of
any specific proposal. The board also received updates on pending League litigation and friend­
of-the-court brief filings by the League, reviewed the recommendations of a special Immigration
Reform Task Force that will be reviewed by five League policy committees, accepted the annual
audit of League finances for 2012, and honored Dan Harrison, director of administrative services,
for his 40 years of faithful service to the League. Dan will be retiring May 31.

Lastly the board received a variety of reports on the Institute for Local Government, the League'
Partner program, League dues, and fundraising for CITIPAC, the League's ballot measure
political action committee.

For more on the Governor's meeting with the League board of directors, please see: "Governor
Meets with League Board," CA Cities Advocate, April 26, 2013.
(http://www .cacities. orglToplNews/News-Articles/20131ApriIIGovemor-Brown-Meets-with-Leag ue­
Board)
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'Action in Capitol this Week' Continued from Page 1...

Many of these bills are on the League's Hot Bill list (http://www.cacities.orgfTop/News/News­
Articles/2013/April/League-Releases-the-2013-Hot-Bills-List) and are supported by the
organization. All the bills, with the exception of AB 1229, will now go to the Appropriations
Committee for a fiscal analysis. AB 1229 does not have a fiscal impact and is eligible to go
straight to the Assembly Floor.

Economic Development

The League is focusing this year on legislation that creates new tools of economic development
for cities. Two League-supported bills, AB 1080 (Alejo) and AB 294 (Holden), passed out of the
Assembly Local Government Committee on Wednesday afternoon.

AB 1080 authorizes redevelopment authority for disadvantaged communities and closed military
bases by creating a new entity called a Community Revitalization Investment Authority. For more
on AB 1080, please see: "Development Tools for Disadvantaged Communities Moves to
Assembly Local Government Committee," CA Cities Advocate, April 17, 2013.
(http://www. cacities. orgfT op/News/News-Articles/2013/AprillBill-To-Create-New-Economic­
Development-Tool-for-D)

AB 294 authorizes the California Infrastructure and Economic Development Bank to augment
local investments in infrastructure by approving the use of the ERAF share of property tax for
specific infrastructure investments. The League has been working with Assembly Member
Holden's office on a revised set of amendments to clarify the bill.

The Senate Environmental Quality Committee heard and approved 58470 (Wright) on
Wednesday morning. Supported by the League, the bill provides local agencies enhanced
flexibility when disposing of publicly owned property for economic development purposes and
would provide former Polanco Redevelopment Act brownfield remediation tools to cities and
counties.

Post-Redevelopment

A number of post-redevelopment bills went before committee this week including, AB 440, AB
564, AB 1229 and SB 684.

Co-sponsored by the League, SB 684 (Hill) passed out of the Senate Transportation and Housing
Committee Tuesday afternoon. The bill addresses an unintended consequence of the elimination
of redevelopment related to signage in former redevelopment areas. For more on SB 684, please
see: "League Co-Sponsors Bill to Address Signage Issue in Former Redevelopment Areas, CA
Cities Advocate, Feb. 22, 2013.

AB 440 (Gatto) passed out of the Assembly Local Government Committee Wednesday afternoon.
The League-supported bill gives cities, counties and housing authorities the authority to use the
brownfield remediation tools previously granted to redevelopment agencies under the Polanco
Redevelopment Act. It also gives these agencies the ability to use this authority at any location in
their jurisdiction, not just in former redevelopment project areas. California's policy goals of
greenhouse gas reduction, transit-oriented development and reducing sprawl depend heavily
upon investing in the revitalization of urban areas.

Two additional League-supported bills, AB 564 (Mullin) and AB 1229 (Atkins), were heard in the
Assembly Housing and Community Development Committee on Wednesday morning. Both bills
passed out of the committee.

Cities are supportive of measures that help local agencies move forward from the difficult
redevelopment dissolution process. AB 564 provides additional certainty to successor agencies
and other public and private entities. Once the agency receives a finding of completion from the
Department of Finance (DOF), any items listed on the Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule
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that fall within the following three categories can't be subsequently questioned by OOF. From the
statute, the categories include:

• The ability to transfer former redevelopment agency-owned properties to the city or
county for redevelopment upon completion of a long-term property management plan
approved by OOF;

• The ability to repay city loans made to the redevelopment agency; and
• The ability to use unspent bond proceeds issued by redevelopment agencies before Dec.

31,2010.

AB 1229 helps address another post-redevelopment issue - affordable housing. The League
supports this bill that restores cities' zoning authority for inclusionary housing. These programs
are an important tool in the production of affordable new homes for working families.

Enterprise Zones

League-opposed SB 434 passed out of the Senate Governance and Finance Committee
Thursday morning. The preservation of the enterprise zone program is of critical importance to
the League and the cities in one of the 42 zones, and this bill is detrimental to the program. It
undercuts the majority of local governments and participating businesses that comply with its

regulations.

The League has longstanding policy principles supporting the Enterprise Zone Program and, like
the author, does not want to see one community pitted against another creating winners and
losers. However, the provisions in SB 434 go well beyond addressing a business that chooses to
move from one existing California location to an Enterprise Zone. The numerous aggressive
provisions of SB 434 permanently harm the Enterprise Zone Program.

'Labor Bills' Continued from Page 1...

The League continues to oppose these measures as they all impose unreasonable restrictions
and requirements on cities. Cities are strongly encouraged to continue to send opposition letters.
For updated sample letters, please visit the League's website at www.cacities.org/billsearch and
plug in the bill numbers into the search function.

AS 1373 (Perez)

The Assembly Insurance Committee on Wednesday, April 24, passed the Speaker's AB 1373 on
a party-line vote. Sponsored by the California Professional Firefighters (CPF), this bill extends the
statute of limitations for a presumptive death benefit claim for cancer, tuberculosis or blood-borne
infectious diseases filed on behalf of a firefighter or peace officer. However, by failing to specify
the length of the new statute of limitations, AB 1373 presumes that an extension is necessary.

The sponsors of the bill argue the timeline has been left open until the Commission on Health and
Safety and Workers' Compensation (CHSWC) can study the issue and help determine the
optimal length for the statute of limitations. CHSWC is a state commission with both labor and
management representatives (www.dir.ca.gov/chswc/Members.htm) including the firefighters'
representative. It is not clear when this study will begin or conclude, but presumably it will be
completed by the close of the Legislative Session and the bill will be amended in accordance with
its findings.

The League last year opposed a substantially similar bill, AB 2451 (Perez). Gov. Jerry Brown
vetoed AB 2451 arguing the need for more research to make an informed policy decision. In his
thoughtful veto message, the Governor noted that "what is needed is rational, thouqhtful
consideration of balancing the serious fiscal constraints faced at all levels of government against
our shared priority to adequately and fairly compensate the families of those public safety heroes
who succumb to work-related injuries and disease."

The League welcomes a conversation with the author and sponsors about narrowing AB 1373 to
address the sponsor's concerns and also give employers the ability to plan for future liabilities
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without creating significant new ones. However, the League will continue to oppose an extension
of the statute of limitations until it is based on objective data.

While greatly affecting both state and local agencies' costs, the bill was not identified as a fiscal
bill. Unfortunately, it will bypass the Assembly Appropriations Committee and move straight to a
vote on the Assembly Floor.

AB 537 (Bonta)

The Assembly Public Employees, Retirement and Social Security Committee (PERSS
Committee) also passed two union-sponsored bills on Wednesday, April 24, that further restrict
city labor-relations authority.

Co-sponsored by the American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees (AFSME),
CPF, and Service Employees International Union (SEIU), AB 537 was significantly amended in
the PERSS Committee. These amendments did not help cities. Previously, the bill mandated
mediation by allowing either party to request it upon impasse. In addition to mandatory mediation,
the new amendments add provisions regulating arbitration agreements, ground rules, contract
ratification, and employer-employee relations ordinances. The League is currently seeking
feedback from employment law attorneys about the impact of these provisions on public agency
labor relations and negotiations practices.

Testifying in opposition, the League noted that while it may be advisable to attempt mediation
after impasse, it is unwise to mandate it. Requiring parties to participate in involuntary mediation
is not only unlikely to be successful, it will also delay the labor negotiations process and make it
more difficult for cities to prepare their budgets. Further, regardless of whether labor and
management can agree on changes to the Meyers-Milias Brown Act (MMBA) they should
maintain a balance in the collective bargaining process.

AB 537 makes significant changes to the MMBA that appear to tip that balance in favor of labor
interests in several ways.

• Requires mandatory mediation: If parties fail to reach an agreement, AB 537 makes
mediation mandatory if either party requests it. If impasse is reached, the parties must
agree upon a mediator within five days of the request to mediate. If the parties fail to
agree on a mediator, either party may request the Public Employment Relations Board
(PERB) to appoint a mediator, and PERB is required to appoint one within in five days.
The sheer number of requests for a mediator will be so great that the process will be
inevitably delayed.

• Changes rules for arbitration agreements: AB 537 subjects arbitration agreements
reached under the MMBA to the provisions of the California Arbitration Act. Some
employment law attorneys are of the opinion that this is not a huge change in current
practice as it is arguably already required. The measure also requires that all procedural
defenses be submitted to an arbitrator for resolution. For example, a local public entity
cannot refuse to submit a dispute to an arbitrator if the agency believes it to be an
untimely request or that the employee union did not satisfy the procedural prerequisites
to arbitration. The arbitrator will be responsible for resolving the public entity's procedural
defense. Finally, this measure prohibits a court from refusing to order arbitration because
the issue could also constitute an unfair labor practice under the jurisdiction of PERB.
This means that a judge could force a dispute to be arbitrated, while at the same time the
public agency is defending itself before PERB for the same issue. The League is
concerned that cities will be defending themselves in arbitration and before PERB
simultaneously for the same dispute, which is a waste of resources.

• Complicates ground rules regulating communications: This bill authorizes an
employee organization or employee to communicate directly with officials of the public
agency, including the city council, by prohibiting a local public agency from adopting a
ground rule to prohibit such communication. However, the bill does not give this same
privilege to management. Although employees and union representatives are free to
communicate with the council, management does not have the same authority to discuss
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the terms of their negotiations directly with employees. Communications that bypass
appointed negotiators and representatives may cause more harm than good for both
parties and may complicate the already sensitive negotiations. If the Legislature is going
to authorize this kind of communication for public employees and their union
representatives, the same authority should be given to management.

• Makes tentative agreements binding without council contract ratification: Current
law provides that an agreement, often referred to as a tentative agreement, between a
public agency's bargaining representative and a recognized employee organization is not
binding and must be presented to the governing body for determination. AB 537 makes a
tentative agreement between a local agency's designated bargaining representative and
a union representative binding when agreement is reached and before the council takes
action on it. The League believes this provision is unconstitutional as it applies to charter
cities. In County of Riverside v. Superior Court (2003) 30 Cal.4th 278, the court ruled that
the Legislature cannot make a charter city or county governing body delegate its
constitutional authority to set compensation to anyone other than the governing body
itself. A city may oftentimes designate staff to negotiate labor agreements, but under
current law the city council must still approve it in order for it to be effective.

• Requires public agencies to meet and confer over local rules: AB 537 requires the
public agency to engage in the meet and confer process before adopting reasonable
rules and regulations governing the administration of employer-employee relations. It
subjects disputes of these negotiations to factfinding procedures under the MMBA. The
MMBA currently provides that a public agency may adopt reasonable rules and
regulations after "consultation" in good faith with representatives of an employee
organization. In the labor negotiations setting there is a significant difference between
"consultation" and "meet and confer." This provision is arbitrary. Further, employees who
believe local rules to be unreasonable or unfair currently have a sufficient remedy to file
an unfair practice charge with PERB.

AB 616 (Bocanegra)

AB 616 also passed the Assembly PERSS Committee on a party-line vote, but was significantly
amended. The amendments deleted provisions that would have essentially gutted the heart of the
MMBA. The measure would have removed local public agency authority over representation
petition and elections, and determinations on the appropriateness of units and impasse
procedures and give that authority to PERB.

However, the bill retains provisions that would extend from 30 days to 60 days after declaration of
impasse the time in which an employee organization, if a dispute was not submitted to mediation,
could request that the public agency submit differences to a factfinding panel. If either party
disputes that a genuine impasse has been reached, that question may be submitted to PERB for
resolution before the dispute is submitted to the panel.

There is no policy rationale for extending the timeframe to request factfinding, especially given
that employee unions cannot waive their right to factfinding. Even if an employee union indicates
that they are not going to request factfinding, there is an automatic 30-day clock that must run out
before the process can proceed, which unnecessarily delays the contract negotiations process.
This needless extension to 60 days discourages a timely resolution overall and is particularly
problematic for agencies whose finances require resolution.

Both AB 537 and AB 616 now head to the Assembly Appropriations Committee for hearings on
their fiscal implications.

Measure to Increase Legislative Transparency Sent to Suspense File

City officials have heard much from the Legislature in recent years about the need to increase
transparency at the local level and have made enormous strides. Yet when it comes to a measure
that would ensure that bills be in print for at least three days prior to a final vote legislators feel
different about transparency. The fate of Assembly Constitutional Amendment 4 (Olsen) was
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announced in the Assembly Budget Subcommittee NO.6 hearing on Tuesday by the committee's
chair, Assembly Member Bob Blumenfield even before it was presented. The transparency
measure was sent to the committee's suspense file after the testimony and will likely remain
there. The committee analysis contains many critical arguments against the transparency
measure in the committee analysis. The analysis is available on the League website at
www.cacitiesorg/Resources-Documents/News/News/20131ACA4-Committee-Analysis.

ACA 4, supported by the League, the California Newspaper Publishers Association and other
groups, is identical to Senate Constitutional Amendment 10 (Wolk), which has yet to be heard in
the Senate. These measures would enhance legislative transparency by requiring a bill to be in
print and available online for at least 72 hours prior to a vote on its final passage in either house
of the Legislature.

Government Transparency is critical to a functioning democracy. Cities, pursuant to laws like the
Brown Act and local policies, hold open council meetings, publish agendas in advance, invite
public comment and televise proceedings.

The California Constitution includes various provisions that promote the transparency of
legislative affairs. The proceedings of each house of the Legislature and its committees are
required to be "open and public," and newly introduced legislation must be in print for a minimum
of 30 days prior to the Legislature taking action. These are positives and promote public access.
But there are also obvious gaps.

Unfortunately it is common at the end of legislative sessions or in conjunction with the adoption of
a budqet that measures are hastily drafted, often late at night, and rushed to a final vote without
any opportunity for public review, input or communication with legislators. This type of action
undermines representative government, diminishes public confidence in the Legislature and
creates the perception of favors being granted to special interests.

It disappointing that ACA 4 was shelved. Given California's size, the diversity of its population and
the potential of legislation to have widespread impact, such transparency is essential for the
proper functioning of representative government.

It remains to be seen if SCA 10 will experience a similar fate. The League's support letter for this
measure and a sample letter for cities is available on the League website at
www.cacities.org/billsearch by typing "SCA 10" into the search function.

League Testifies in Opposition to Bill That Extends Statute of Limitations for
Challenges to Housing Elements, Ordinances and Programs

The League was in a long line of organizations that spoke in opposition to AB 325 (Alejo) in the
Housing and Community Development Committee hearing Wednesday morning. The bill expands
from one to four years the statute of limitations to sue a city or county over the adoption of a
housing element, the implementation of the housing element, the adoption of a density bonus
ordinance, and other local government decisions related to housing.

The bill passed out of committee on a party-line vote of 5-1. Assembly Member Kevin Mullin (0­
South San Francisco) seconded the motion by Assembly Member Toni Atkins (O-San Diego) but
asked that the author and sponsors have a dialogue with local government organizations.

Betsy Strauss, League Special Counsel, testified in opposition, along with Immediate Past
President and Mountain View Council Member Mike Kasperzak and Rocklin City Council Member
George Magnuson. Others opposing AB 325 included the California State Association of
Counties, the Regional Council of Rural Counties, the Civil Justice Association of California and
the cities of Burbank, West Hollywood, Santa Monica, Alameda, Lakewood, Rancho Cucamonga
and Torrance.

Strauss stressed that the bill in fact would not create more affordable housing but rather result in
cities being subject to unnecessary litigation. Cities need greater certainty to create more
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affordable housing, and this bill would penalize the vast majority of cities that obtain HCD­
approved housing elements.

Extending this already lengthened period to four years is completely contrary to the intent of the
section of the law that the bill would amend, which now says: "The Legislature finds ... it is
essential to reduce delays and restraints upon expeditiously completing housing projects ... and
further finds and declares that a legal action or proceeding challenging a decision of a city,
county, or city and county has a chilling effect on the confidence with which property owners and
local governments can proceed."

The League requested that, instead of opening up local agencies to litigation for four years, AB
325 be amended instead to:

• Keep intact the Pleasanton ruling for jurisdictions that adopt a housing element - no
changes to Section 65009 (d) for any city or county that adopts a housing element.

• Allow third parties 60 days to give notice to the local agency after HCD's findings under
Section 65585 (h) and the ability to file suit within one year of receiving the local agency's
response to the letter.

• Delete Section 65589.3 (b).
• Make the statute of limitations for failure to adopt a four-year statute of limitations with a

90-day notification requirement for locals to respond.

Next Steps

The bill next moves to the Assembly Local Government Committee on May 8. The League asks
cities to send letters of opposition. A sample letter can be found on the League's website at
www.cacities.org/billsearch by plugging "AB 325" into the search function.

Cap-and-Trade Auction Revenue Legislation on the Move

The League encourages cities to submit letters of support for AB 416 (Gordon) and AB 574
(Lowenthal), two bills that would appropriate Cap-and-Trade auction revenues to local agencies,
including cities.

AB 416 (Gordon) creates the Local Emission Reduction Program and allocates non­
transportation-related auction revenues to local governments for grants and other financial
assistance to develop and implement greenhouse gas (GHG) emission reduction projects.

AB 574 (Lowenthal) creates the Sustainable Community Infrastructure Program to provide
funding from the transportation-related Cap-and-Trade revenues for integrating transportation and
public infrastructure investments that will result in reduced GHG emissions. The League is part of
a large coalition supporting this bill. More information is on the Transportation Coalition for
Livable Communities website www.transfunding.org.

The California Department of Finance and Air Resources Board in April released the first three­
year investment plan for auction proceeds. For more, please see "Draft Cap-and-Trade Auction
Proceeds Investment Plan Released, CA Cities Advocate, April 19, 2013
(www.cacities. orglTODINews/News-Artic les/2013/ApriI/Draft-Cap-and-Trade-Auction-Proceeds­
Investment-PI). As expected, reducing transportation emissions will be a top priority. Electricity
and commercial/residential energy are the second largest contributor of GHG emissions.
Encouraging energy efficiency projects, including sustainable aqricuture practices, forest
management and urban forestry and the diversion of organic waste to bioenergy, are other areas
to be examined.

Support Letters Needed

These bills are expected to become part of the larger budget discussions to take place in May
and June. Please submit letters no later than June 1. Sample support letters can be found on the
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League's website at www.cacities.org/billsearch by typing AB 416 or AB 574 into the search
function.

Bill to Preempt Local Government Fails

The League achieved an important victory on Tuesday when AB 1337 (Allen) failed to pass out of
the Assembly Natural Resources Committee without a single vote in support. This bill would have
preempted all existing and future single-use carryout bag ordinances. The League wishes to
thank all the cities that sent in opposition letters on AB 1337. This measure is dead for the
remaining legislative session.

Two Priority "Oppose" Telecommunications Bills Fail to Move Forward

AB 162 (Holden) and AB 185 (Hernandez), both originally scheduled to be heard in Assembly
Local Government Committee on Wednesday, will not move forward this year. The bills' authors
pulled them from the committee agenda. Both bills would have had significant impacts on cities,
and the League wants to thank our members who reached out to the authors and other legislators
to explain their opposition.

AB 162 (Holden) would have codified the Federal Communication Commission (FCC) Shot Clock
Rule in state law, with some significant and notable changes. The bill also would have adopted
FCC guidance regarding the definition of "significantly change" into law.

AB 185 (Hernandez) would have required local agencies that collect franchise fees to broadcast
council and planning commission meetings of the agency collecting the franchise fees and allow
franchise fees to be used for this purpose. The bill also increased the retention period for audio
and video recordings of open and public meetings from 30 days to two years.

League Annual Conference Registration Now Open
Early Bird Registration Ends June 28

It's that time of the year - the League of California Cities Annual Conference & Expo is going to
be here before you know it, and registration is officially open. The conference will be held Sept.
18-20 in Sacramento.

Register your city's attendees and voting delegate online at www.cacities.org/Education­
Events/2013-Annual-Conference-Expo/For-Attendees/Registration. Register now to save $50
because early bird registration ends June 28.

The Opening General Session on Wednesday, Sept. 18, will feature Erik Wahl, author and artist.
Information about conference sessions is available on the League's website at
www.cacities.org/Education-Events/2013-Annual-Conference-Expo/For­
Attendees/Sessions/Preliminary-Sessions.

Invest in Low-Income Neighborhoods through CSCDA

California Statewide Communities Development Authority (CSCDA) has secured an allocation of
New Markets Tax Credits for investment in low-income communities in California. The allocation
of $35 million will be deployed to high-impact community projects this year. The League is
working with CSCDA to help identify qualified projects that are supported by local government
and community stakeholders.

A free and informative webinar will present an overview of the New Markets Tax Credit program
and discuss how it can benefit real estate projects in distressed neighborhoods.
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Webinar details

Tuesday, May 14,10-11 a.m.

Presenters:
Scott Carper, CSCDA;
Paul Breckenridge, Breckenridge Consulting Services, Inc. ; and
Neel Shah, Shah Capital Advisors.

Register online at https://cc.readytalk.com/cc/s/registrations/new?cid=yfsvm7ris5np

CSCDA is jointly sponsored by the League of California Cities and the California State
Association of Counties.

Questions about this opportunity may be directed to Scott Carper (scarper@cacommunities.org)
(925) 933-9229 ext. 238 or Jon Penkower (jpenkower@cacommunities.org) (925) 274-4601).

Annual Conference Resolutions Due by July 20

Policy development is an integral part of the League's Annual Conference. While the principal
means for determining League policy is through the League's eight standing policy committees
and the League board of directors, the organization also accepts Annual Conference Resolutions,
which should address areas not already covered by League policy.

Annual Conference Resolutions may be introduced by individual city officials or cities, League
departments, divisions, policy committees, the board of directors, or by petition. League policy
adopted through an Annual Conference Resolution can be changed only by a subsequent Annual
Conference Resolution, not by the board of directors.

The League will begin receiving resolutions on May 6. Resolutions to be considered at the 2013
Annual Conference must be received no later than midnight on Saturday, July 20.

Please Note: The membership voted to amend the League's bylaws and require that resolutions
submitted to the General Assembly be concurred on by five cities or by city officials from at least
five or more cities. The votes were canvassed by the League board of directors at its April 25
meeting. The amendment received the required two-thirds vote of the member cities voting, and
this new requirement applies to resolutions submitted to the 2013 General Assembly. More
information about quidelines for complying with this new requirement can be found on the
League's website at www.cacities.9rg/Policy-Advocacy/Policy-DevelopmentiAnnual-Conference­
Resolutions.

Resolutions may be sent to:
League of California Cities
Attention: Meg Desmond
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

Resolutions may also be emailed to Meg Desmond (mdesmond@cacities.org) or faxed to (916)
658-8240.

League's Community Services Department Launches Historic Preservation
Resources Webpage

Historic preservation in multiple capacities is an important priority for California cities because it is
proven to create jobs, increase property values, expand cultural tourism and revitalized neglected
downtowns.
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To assist cities, the League's Community Services Department has put together resources on
historic preservation that are now available on the League's website at www.cacities.org/Member­
EngagementiProfessional-Departments/Community-Services. Please click on the Resources tab.
These materials provide valuable information regarding the cultural and economic benefits of
historic preservation to local government.

The Hit List from WesternCity.com

Western City magazine has compiled its most popular stories into a "Hit List" showing the top five
articles on WesternCity.com during the past month. This list reflects the topics of greatest interest
to California city officials during the month of April.

The results are in, and these articles are "Hits!"
1. "Opportunities to Save Pension Costs Through Collective Bargaining After Pension

Reform" (http://www.westerncity.comlWestern-City/April-2013/0pportunities-to-Save­
Pension-Costs/) - April 2013

2. "The Power of Groupthink: The New Denial" (http://www.westerncity.comlWestern­
Citv/March-2012/The-Power-of-Groupthink-The-New-Deniall) - March 2012

3. "Get Your Public Meetings Back on Track" (http://www.westerncity.comlWestern­
City/April-2013/Get-Your-Public-Meetings-Back-on-Track/) - April 2013

4. "The "Front Page" Test: An Easy Ethics Standard" (http://www.westerncity.comlWestern­
City/February-2012/The-Front-Page-Test-An-Easy-Ethics-Standard/) - February 2012

5. "10 Questions to Ask Before Installing Solar Power on Agency Facilities"
(http://www.westerncity.comlWestern-C ity/August-2012/1 O-Questions-to-Ask-Before­
Installing-Solar-Power-on-Agency-Facilities/) - August 2012

Job opportunity pages are not counted in the Hit List, but Western City's job board consistently
ranks as our most popular resource each month.

Did your clicks make the list? Check back next month for the latest "Hit List."

CoolCalifornia Funding Wizard - What Do You Think?

The CoolCalifornia Funding Wizard, an online clearinghouse of funding incentives, grants and
loans to support sustainability, has recently been updated. California Air Resources Board staff
invites local officials and others to check out the Funding Wizard and share their feedback
through an online survey. Feedback is requested by May 31.
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May 6,2013
Issue #48

UPDATES

Supreme Court Upholds City of Riverside's Medical
Marijuana Dispensary Ordinance

League's Friend-of-the-Court Brief Influences Court's View ofLaca! Land Use Control

This morning the California Supreme Court, in a long-awaited opinion
(www.courts.ca.gov/opinions/documents/S198638. PDF), rejected a challenge to the city of
Riverside's ordinance banning medical marijuana dispensaries. The Court held that neither the
state's Compassionate Use Act nor the Medical Marijuana Program limit a city or county from
regulating the use of land, and cities and counties retained the authority to provide that medical
marijuana dispensaries are not permitted to operate within their borders.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Bills in Committee: May 6-May 10

All eyes will be on the budget this week as the Governor's May Revise will be released by May
14. Meanwhile Senate and Assembly policy committees face a Friday deadline to hear and report
non-fiscal bills to the floor in their house of origin. For more, see Page 2.

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

The Bloom is on the Rose in Pasadena, Thanks to State and Local Incentives

Note: With job creation and affordable housing on the minds ofpublic officials across California,
the power of state-local partnerships in creating good paying construction and other private sector
jobs merits attention. This is part of a series of special papers on some successful partnerships.
For more, see Page 3.
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'Medical Marijuana Decision' Continued from Page 1...

The Court found support in the League's friend-of-the-court brief to conclude that neither the
voters nor the Legislature in adopting the medical marijuana statues intended to impose a "one
size fits all" policy on cities and counties with respect to local land use.

The League congratulates the city of Riverside for its victory, which represents an important
reaffirmation of local land use control. The League thanks Thomas B. Brown and Stephen A.
McEwen with Burke Williams & Sorensen for drafting the League's friend-of-the-court brief.

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

A full listing (http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/dayfile.html) of all Senate and Assembly hearings is
available online. Hearing times are subject to change. The League will report any actions of
significance.

Bill language and any available position letters can be found on the League's website at
www.cacities.com/billsearch by typing the bill number into the search box.

Monday, May 6

Senate Appropriations Committee, State Capitol, Room 112, 10 a.m.
• HOT BILL SB 64 (Corbett) Proposition 39: implementation. League position: Support.
• HOT BILL SB 391 (DeSaulnier) California Homes and Jobs Act of 2013. League

position: Support.
• HOT BILL SB 673 (DeSaulnier) Land use; development project review. League

position: Oppose. (Note: this bill is being sent to the Senate Floor)

Tuesday, May 7

Assembly Business, Professions and Consumer Protection Committee, State Capitol, Room 447,
9 a.m.

• AB 1147 (Gomez) Massage therapy. League position: Oppose unless amended

Assembly Judiciary Committee, State Capitol, Room 4202, 8 a.m.
• AB 436 (Jones-Sawyer) Inverse condemnation: comparative fault. League position:

Support.

Wednesday, May 8

Assembly Appropriations Committee, State Capitol, Room 4202,9 a.m.
• AB 403 (Stone) Solid waste: home-generated sharps. League position: Support.
• HOT BILL AB 537 (Bonta) Meyers-Milias-Brown Act: impasse procedures. League

position: Oppose.
• HOT BILL AB 616 (Bocanegra) Local public employee organizations: dispute:

factfinding panel. League position: Oppose.

Assembly Local Government Committee, State Capitol, Room 127,1:30 p.m.
• AB 61 (Gatto) Parking: parking meters. League position: Oppose.
• AB 265 (Gatto) Local government liability: dog parks. League position: Support if

amended.
• HOT BILL AB 325 (Alejo) Land use and planning: cause of actions: time limitations.

League position: Oppose.

• AB 562 (Williams) Economic development subsidies: review by local agencies.
League position: Oppose.

• AB 583 (Gomez) County free public libraries: withdrawal: use of private
contractors. League position: Oppose.
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• HOT BILL AB 1229 (Atkins) Land use: zoning regulations. League position: Support
• AB 1253 (Blumenfield) Vehicle: mobile advertising displays. League position:

Support.
• AB 1333 (Hernandez) Local government. Contracts. League position: Oppose.
• AB 1359 (Hernandez) Quinby Act. League position: Notice of concerns.

Senate Governance and Finance Committee, State Capitol, Room 112, 9:30 a.m.
• AB 450 (Galgiani) Unattended collection boxes. League position: Concerns.

'Pasadena' Continued from Page 1...

This city's image blossomed with the Rose Bowl football game, the Tournament of Roses Parade
and no small measure of a certain California mystique.

But at street level, in some sections of Pasadena where unemployment can range as high as 10
percent, cultivating business growth and creating jobs can be daunting. It also often requires
special resources.

Luckily for job seekers, businesses and cities there is a way to provide just such help - the
creation of Enterprise Zones. Since 1986 Enterprise Zones have forged state and local
partnerships providing tax breaks and other incentives to businesses when they locate within
certain geographic boundaries, successfully stimulating growth and business investments in
economically disadvantaged areas most in need of new jobs and private investment.

Pasadena's Enterprise Zone's offerings convinced businessman Gary Thompson to open a
business in the city two years ago.

The Enterprise Zone made it possible for him to rehabilitate a derelict building on North Fair Oaks
Avenue, buy new equipment and hire six employees. Now he's hoping to replicate his success in
Hollywood, which also has an Enterprise Zone.

"Rundown is an understatement," Thompson says of the Pasadena location. "You didn't feel
safe."

According to Thompson, without the incentives and savings offered by the city and state he would
not have been able to afford to undertake the project, which began when he gutted the former
"greasy, dark" laundry business that occupied the site.

Starting with only the four original walls, he installed high-efficiency "green" washing machines
and dryers, cut skylights in the roof for natural lighting and additional savings in electricity, added
free Wi-Fi so patrons could log on to the Internet while doing their laundry, and created a website
(www.fairoakslaundry.com) promoting his business and sustainable laundry methods.

"It looked beautiful" when completed, Thompson says. So beautiful, in fact that the business next
door painted the building and put up new signs. The new sense of pride continued to spread.

Thompson is now planning to open a second laundry in Hollywood, which also has an enterprise
zone.

"It's extremely expensive doing business in California," he says. "I really don't see myself doing it
without these incentives."

In certain census tracts within this city (population 149,475), unemployment, a lack of work, fewer
businesses, and higher crime rates are interlocking puzzle pieces held in place by the simple law
of cause and effect.

And in the same neighborhoods small businesses are often forced to scramble for new strategies
just to survive.
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But with Enterprise Zones, businesses and pools of qualified workers within such neighborhoods
can qualify for certain combinations of federal, state and local incentives.

Each city with an Enterprise Zone has census tracts (there are six in Pasadena) in which at least
51 percent of the residents have low to moderate income levels. Businesses receive tax credits
from the state when they hire individuals within these Targeted Employment Areas.

If a business hires a military veteran or an ex-felon from such an area, for example, and trains
and retains that person for at least 5 years, it can be worth up to $37,000 per employee in state
tax credits to the company. The same company may also get certain permit fees and business
license fees waived by the city, as well as reduced rates on county utility fees.

Enterprise zone hiring programs can be particularly effective in providing work to individuals who
face hurdles getting hired - ex-offenders, for example.

Since April 10, 2007 the Pasadena program has placed 468 Individuals convicted of a felony or
misdemeanor in jobs. Of those, 34 were placed in new jobs and 434 were employed in existing
positions. The average wage paid: $13.95 an hour.

For a small business the money adds up to a significant sum. And it's often plunged back into
equipment or business growth, which leads to the hiring of still more workers from the local
community.

It's clear why the program is such a hit with cities statewide.

Pasadena Economic Development Manager Eric Duyshart says the hiring of those who face a
barrier to employment is but one of many benefits to enterprise zones. Employment within the
zones can help lower crime rates. It can also keep commercial properties on ad valorem tax rolls.

Mainly, it is an economic development tool that sets the city apart. "There are 50 other cities in
Los Angeles County," he explains. "This gives us a leg up."

California's Enterprise Zone program has existed since 1986 and falls under the auspices of the
California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD). It is the state's largest
economic growth program - and in the view of many local governments also the most
successful, with 42 zones statewide.

The 27-year-old state and local government partnership offers businesses investing in enterprise
zones, in addition to the hiring tax credits worth as much as $37,000 per employee, sales tax and
use credits for certain kinds of manufacturing and processing equipment, as well as interest
deductions to lenders.

Cities and counties may apply for their own designated enterprise zones, or seek designations
together of a single area in common. The state bases its selection of successful applications on
such criteria as the localities' use of appropriate, innovative and comprehensive regulatory tax
programs and other incentives to stimulate private sector investments.

Eligible areas, among other criteria, must be affected by a plant closure within the last two years
affecting more than 100 workers, chalk up unemployment rates of not less than 3 percent above
the statewide average, and show that median household incomes for families of 4 do not exceed
80 percent of the statewide median income.

Under state law, city Enterprise Zone designations last 15 years. Pasadena established its
current zone in April 2007. The designation is set to expire in April 2022.

There are 11,587 workers in the area that qualified under the state hiring credit program.
Businesses benefiting from the program have created 2,320 new jobs while Enterprise Zone­
eligible workers have filled an additional 9,267 existing jobs.

Most of the workers (58 percent) were hired to fill clerical or sales jobs or to do production and
manufacturing work (18 percent). Others work in restaurants (11 percent), for technical and
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medical supplies companies (7 percent), or as professionals (3 percent) or managers (3 percent).

What's more, the Enterprise Zone is credited with aiding the expansion of 13 properties and
retaining at least seven businesses.

Pasadena's Enterprise Zone played a decisive role in Michael Yagjian's decision to set up his
pasta business in the city in 1996. He initially hired 20 workers for Gourmet Fresh Pasta, which
makes a full line of pasta products that are used in foods prepared and packaged by other
businesses.

Thanks to the money he has netted through Enterprise Zone savings Yagjian has been able to
buy more equipment and expand. Today he employs 50 people, the majority of whom are from
the designated pool within the city's, or nearby Los Angeles County's, Enterprise Zone.

"I don't want to overstate the case," Yagjian says. "It's not like I'm going to pick up and leave if the
program ended. However, if you're a business seeking to relocate it is attractive. And it remains
attractive to a business on an annual basis because it helps us all expand."

Sean Stellar, the owner of a company that produces custom-made prosthetics and orthotics, also
credits the Enterprise Zone with his ability to invest in his company's future.

Stellar moved his business to the city in 2007 and for the first two years knew nothing about the
program. Becoming a participant made a world of difference for his business.

The $100,000 he estimates he has saved through the state tax credit program has allowed him to
invest in new technology, such as the $30,000 laser machine that he uses to create 3-D images
of corrections being made with orthotics to the shape of an infant's head.

"Us little guys," he says, "it really helps us."
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City Clerk Date Stamp MEETING: 5/14/13

ITEM NO: 8.1

TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Councilmember Ambrose
SUBJECT: Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City Council accept and file the following report ofCouncillMayor 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, I have attended the following events on behalfof the City
of El Cajon:

April 25, 2013 ­
April 30, 2013 ­
May 1,2013­
May 2,2013­
May 6,2013­
May 7,2013­
May 13, 2013 ­
May 14, 2013 -

Arbor Day & Farmer's Market Grand Opening
San Diego American Planning Association Awards Ceremony
In the Line of Duty, Peace Officers Memorial
National Day of Prayer - Foothills Church
Meeting wI Dr. Barka, Chaldean-American Association
Meeting wI City Manager
ECEDC Meeting
City Council Meeting

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

SUBMITTED BY,

"", J /J /(~. /1

'-- tJ)1vt') ~nufYc0LD
Tony 6fubrose

(->}0 Councilmember
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City Clerk Date Stamp
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MEETING: 5/14/13

ITEM NO: 9.1

TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Councilmember Kendrick
SUBJECT: Council Activities Report

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City Council accept and file the following report ofCouncil/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 ofthe local agency at the next regular meeting of
the legislative body.

REPORT:

Since the last City Council meeting, I have attended the following events on behalfof the City
ot El Cajon:

May 3,2013­
May 7,2013­
May 14, 2013 -

Meeting wI City Manager
Meeting wI GUHSD Representatives about ECPAC
City Council Meeting 3:00 p.m.

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

SUBMITTED BY,

6CM-~~/'cf
... n Gary K ndrick

cJ;; Councilmember

1



City Clerk Date Stamp MEETING: 5/14/13

ITEM NO: 10.1

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, I have attended the following events on behalf of the
City of El Cajon:

Nothing to report

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

SUBMITTED BY,

il),b {()c(;~{l~flJ
c~t? Bob McClellan

Councilmember
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MEETING: 5/14/13

11.1ITEM NO:__---'-.1~l:J If IHJ liajJD.J
t\\1e.IllJ1lIe.llr~

~:::!:;CitYCi~tkD~t~Si~;;;Pi::::1
OF

t ~

IJ:::?_§:lLJ
TheValley ofOpportunity

TO: Mayor Lewis, Mayor Pro Tern Wells, and
Councilrnernber McClellan

CENTENNIAL
~ ,,~ 0".
"co 'V" "cf""'Poratc<\

FROM: Councilmembers Kendrick and Ambrose

SUBJECT: Annual City Celebration Planning

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council direct the City Manager to create a plan
for a major annual City celebration, to first be held in the spring of 2014 and bring this plan
back to the City Council for consideration and approval.

BACKGROUND: The City ofEI Cajon formally hosted the Friendship Festival, an annual
celebration of our community's cultural diversity, which for years was a favorite event for our
citizens as well as attracting many non-residents to our City. The Festival was discontinued
many years ago; however, we now believe the time is right for the City Council to again
consider hosting a major annual celebration of our community for our residents and visitors.
With the recent tremendous success of both the HauntFest in October and the Centennial
Celebration in November, it is apparent that our downtown public plaza areas are well
designed to host major events such as this.

Creating this annual celebration of our community will significantly contribute to re-branding
downtown EI Cajon as a major outdoor event center of our region, as well as provide an
economic boost to our downtown businesses. We recommend that the City Council direct the
City Manager to create a plan for this annual celebration, to first be held in the spring of2014
and bring this plan back to the City Council for consideration and approval.

FISCAL IMPACT: To be determined.

PREPARED BY:

~~I:tb0e~AlP @iJ
Councilmember



CITY OF EL CAJON

General Information "A"

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

POLICE DEPARTMENT

MEMORANDUM

Thursday, April 4, 2013

CHIEF JIM REDMAN
POLICE ADMINISTRATION DIVISION

SUPPORT CAPTAIN JEFF DAVIS
POLICE ADMINISTRATION DIVISION

MARCH 2013 DONATIONS TO THE EL CAJON ANIMAL
SHELTER

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

03/13/13 Mrs. Christa Brynwood
12115 Wintergreen Dr. #2
Lakeside, CA 92040

$100.00

Committed to a Safe & Secure Community through, Service, Mutual Cooperation and Respect




