

STATEMENT OF PROCEEDINGS

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

REGULAR MEETING - PLANNING AND LAND USE MATTERS

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 27, 2008, 9:00 AM

Board of Supervisors North Chamber

1600 Pacific Highway, Room 310, San Diego, California

MORNING SESSION:  Meeting was called to order at 9:05 a.m.
PRESENT:  Supervisors Greg Cox, Chairman; Dianne Jacob, Vice Chairwoman; Pam Slater-Price; 
Ron Roberts; Bill Horn; also Thomas J. Pastuszka, Clerk.
Approval of Statement of Proceedings/Minutes for Meetings of January 30, 2008.

ACTION:

ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors approved the Statement of Proceedings/Minutes for the Meetings of January 30, 2008.

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn

Board of Supervisors’ Agenda Items

	1.
	NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:

A CHILDREN’S VILLAGE; MAJOR USE PERMIT P04-036, MOUNTAIN EMPIRE SUBREGIONAL PLAN AREA


	2.
	NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:

RAECORTE TENTATIVE MAP REVISION TM 5269R AND DENSITY BONUS PROJECT DBP 06-001; NORTH COUNTY METRO SUBREGIONAL PLANNING AREA


	3.
	NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:

BORREGO SPRINGS – ACQUISITION OF 104 ACRES OF VACANT LAND ADJACENT TO BORREGO VALLEY AIRPORT (THE SMITH 1999 IRREVOCABLE TRUST) 

[FUNDING SOURCE(S): AIRPORT ENTERPRISE FUND]



	4.
	REQUEST TO ANALYZE POTENTIAL ACQUISITION OF RECREATIONAL FIELDS WITH SAN DIEGUITO PLDO FUNDS
(4 VOTES)


	5.
	2007 MULTIPLE SPECIES CONSERVATION PROGRAM SUBAREA PLAN ANNUAL HABITAT TRACKING REPORT


	6.
	ADOPT AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE COUNTY’S WATERSHED PROTECTION, STORMWATER MANAGEMENT AND DISCHARGE CONTROL AND GRADING ORDINANCE


	7.
	AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE OF REGULATORY ORDINANCES, TITLE 1, DIVISION 2, CHAPTER 1, TITLE 1, DIVISION 6, CHAPTER 1, TITLE 1, DIVISION 8, CHAPTER 2 AND TITLE 4, DIVISION 1, CHAPTER 1



	8.
	TRAFFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS


	9.
	BORREGO VALLEY AIRPORT – QUITCLAIM AND RELEASE OF LEASE WITH COPAN, LLC
(4 VOTES)


	10.
	SET HEARING FOR 3/12/08:

formation of Underground Utility district No. 109 for OLIVE VISTA DRIVE IN THE VICINITY OF JAMUL


	11.
	ADMINISTRATIVE ITEM:

SECOND CONSIDERATION AND ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE:

AMEND ORDINANCE RELATED TO THE TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEE AND ADOPT A RESOLUTION FUNDING REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION CONGESTION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM


	12.
	CONTINUED NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:

The Bridges Unit 6 AND DRIVING RANGE EXPANSION:  SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL2, P85-084W5, P85-064W4, B/C 03-0250, B/C 03-0221, SANTA FE CREEK:  SPA 03-006, VAC 03-018 SAN DIEGUITO COMMUNITY PLAN AREA     


	13.
	CLOSED SESSION 

(CARRYOVER ITEM FROM 02/26/08, AGENDA NO. 19)


	14.
	PUBLIC COMMUNICATION




	1.
	SUBJECT:
	NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:

A CHILDREN’S VILLAGE; MAJOR USE PERMIT P04-036, MOUNTAIN EMPIRE SUBREGIONAL PLAN AREA 

(District:  2)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	This is an appeal of the approval granted by the Planning Commission on                November 16, 2007 for a Major Use Permit for an institutional facility for up to 200 foster and homeless children on an approximately 118-acre property.  The parcel is located at 1880 Lake Morena Drive within the Mountain Empire Subregional Plan area (Thomas Guide, Page 1317, G2).  The General Plan Land Use Designation is (18) Multiple Rural Use and the Use Regulation is S92 (General Rural).  

The proposed project would include group homes for the children, kindergarten through  12th grade (K-12) school, administration/medical center, dining hall, kitchen, caretaker’s residence, gymnasium, athletic fields, and an interdenominational chapel.  Some existing structures on the property would be used to accommodate program and maintenance facility needs and 137 parking spaces would be provided for employees, residents, and visitors and an additional 35 spaces would be provided for overflow parking (total of 172 spaces).  An on-site sewage treatment system would be constructed to handle wastewater generated by the project and water needs would be provided by on-site wells.
The total population living on-site would be approximately 300 people (200 foster and homeless children, 50 life coaches, up to 50 biological children of life coaches, and one site director with family members of the director).  

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	N/A

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	PLANNING COMMISSION
1.
Grant Major Use Permit P04-036 that makes the appropriate findings and includes those requirements and conditions necessary to insure that the project is implemented in a manner consistent with the Zoning Ordinance and State Law.
2.
Waive finding (c) of Implementation Measure 2.1.1 of Section 12, Wastewater, of the Public Facility Element due to the fact that the proposed facility is needed for health and safety reasons.
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND LAND USE

1.
The Department concurs with the Planning Commission’s recommendations.
2.
Authorize the Director of Planning and Land Use to execute a defense and indemnity agreement with the project owner/applicant in accordance with County Code section 86.201 and following.  If litigation is filed challenging the Board’s action on this project, require the project owner/applicant to provide security in the amount of $150,000 in a form of a bond or irrevocable letter of credit in a form acceptable to County Counsel.

	1.1
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, there was a motion to close the Hearing, deny the appeal, trail the item and direct staff to prepare appropriate findings and documentation needed.
AYES:  Jacob, Slater-Price
NOES:  Cox, Roberts, Horn

(This motion failed for lack of majority vote)

	1.2
	ACTION:

	
	Substituting language in H-31 of attachment D to read:  “Provide evidence to the satisfaction of the Director of DPLU that the project shall incorporate Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) Green Building design principles and to the extent feasible, utilize solar panels, photovoltaics, and/or other solar generating equipment to reduce overall energy consumption in all new buildings, except the chapel and the gymnasium, by 12.5 percent.  This requirement only refers to new buildings constructed for the project; provided that no solar panels, photovoltaics, and/or other solar generating equipment shall be required for the chapel or gymnasium.  Installation of solar panels, photovoltaics, and/or other solar generating equipment shall be subject to the approval of applicable governing agencies, including without limitation, the Rural Fire Protection District Fire Chief and DPLU Fire Marshal.  If such approval cannot be obtained for fire safety or other reasons, compliance with this condition shall be waived with respect to affected buildings.  (Conforming revisions should be made to Condition of Approval No. C (5)(e) also.)”; ON MOTION of Supervisor Roberts, seconded by Supervisor Horn, the Board of Supervisors closed the Hearing and took action as recommended.
AYES:  Cox, Roberts, Horn
NOES:  Jacob, Slater-Price

	

	2.
	SUBJECT:
	NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:

RAECORTE TENTATIVE MAP REVISION TM 5269R AND DENSITY BONUS PROJECT DBP 06-001; NORTH COUNTY METRO SUBREGIONAL PLANNING AREA (District:  5)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	This is an appeal, filed by the applicant, of the Planning Commission’s denial of Tentative Map Revision TM 5269R and Density Bonus Project DBP 06-001.  The application proposes to revise an approved nine lot subdivision to 14 lots, and obtain front, side and rear lot setback variances, under the California density bonus law found at Government Code Section 65915 et seq.
The project, located in a pocket between Escondido directly to the north and San Marcos a short distance to the west, is at the intersection of Mycorte Drive and Hilcorte Drive in the North County Metropolitan Subregional Plan in the County of San Diego subject to the (6) Residential Land Use Designation and the RS4 - Single-Family Residential (4.3 dwelling units per net acre) Land Use Regulation within the North County Metropolitan Subregional area (Attachment B).  Thomas Guide Page 1109, D6.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	N/A

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	PLANNING COMMISSION

Deny the recommendation of the Department of Planning and Land Use to approve the revised Tentative Map 5269R and Density Bonus Project DBP 06-001 for the development of a revised project with 13 residential lots with no incentives on APN 226-280-19-00. 

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND LAND USE

1. Approve the resolution to approve a revised Tentative Map 5269R for 13 residential lots, make the appropriate findings and include those requirements and conditions necessary to ensure that the project is implemented in a manner consistent with the Subdivision Ordinance and the California density bonus law at Government Code Section 65915 et seq. (Attachment C).
2. Approve the Density Bonus Project DBP 06-001 for 13 residential lots and make the appropriate findings and include those requirements and conditions necessary to ensure that the project is implemented in a manner consistent with the California density bonus law (Attachment D).
3. Deny the request for the proposed incentives because: (1) One of the proposed “incentives”, the additional 14th lot, does not qualify as an incentive. (2) The applicant has requested four setback reductions, but is potentially entitled to only two. (3)  In addition, none of the requested incentives can be approved because they have not been demonstrated to result in “identifiable, financially sufficient, and actual cost reductions” that would contribute significantly to the economic feasibility of the very low income housing.  

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board of Supervisors continued the hearing to April 9, 2008 at 9:00 a.m.

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	3.
	SUBJECT:
	NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:

BORREGO SPRINGS – ACQUISITION OF 104 ACRES OF VACANT LAND ADJACENT TO BORREGO VALLEY AIRPORT (THE SMITH 1999 IRREVOCABLE TRUST) (District: 5)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	On January 30, 2008 (4), the Board of Supervisors took action as recommended, on Consent, setting Hearing for February 27, 2008 at 9:00 a.m.

Occasionally, privately owned properties adjacent to County airports are offered for sale on the open market.  On November 7, 2007 (13), the Department of General Services was authorized to negotiate purchase of those properties as a buffer between County airports and private development, to protect approach and departure routes.  A 104 acre vacant property adjacent to Borrego Valley Airport was recently offered for sale for $100,000.  It is located north of the Airport and west of Peg Leg Road, and is identified as Assessor’s Parcel Number 141-230-33 (Thomas Guide page 1079, G-1).

On January 9, 2008 (9), the Board of Supervisors approved an Option Agreement to purchase the property for $95,000.  Subsequently, an option consideration payment of $5,000 was made to the owner.

Today, the request is to set a hearing for February 27, 2008 to consider exercising the County’s option to purchase the 104 acre parcel from The Smith 1999 Irrevocable Trust for the appraised value of $95,000 (Recommendations 1 through 3).  The option consideration payment of $5,000 will be credited toward the purchase price.  On February 27, 2008 the Board will hear public testimony on the issue, and after considering that testimony, will be asked to consider authorizing the purchase of that property (Recommendations 4 and 5).

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	If approved, this request will result in a current year cost of $106,500, including $95,000 to purchase the land, $10,500 for Real Estate Services’ staff costs to process the transaction, and escrow related fees of $1,000.  The funding source is the Airport Enterprise Fund.  The option consideration payment of $5,000 previously made to The Smith 1999 Irrevocable Trust will be credited toward the original purchase price of $95,000.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

1. Authorize the Director of General Services to exercise the County’s option to purchase 104 acres from The Smith 1999 Irrevocable Trust for the appraised value of $95,000. 

2. Authorize the Director of the Department of General Services, or designee, to execute all escrow and related documents necessary to complete the purchase.

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Roberts, seconded by Supervisor Horn, the Board of Supervisors closed the Hearing and took action as recommended, on Consent.

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	4.
	SUBJECT:
	REQUEST TO ANALYZE POTENTIAL ACQUISITION OF RECREATIONAL FIELDS WITH SAN DIEGUITO PLDO FUNDS (DISTRICT: 5)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	Over the past several years, recreational fields in the San Dieguito area have become increasingly crowded with several youth sports organizations having to compete for the use of the same limited space.  In fact, the current number of recreational facilities in San Dieguito is about the same as existed before the development of several large projects.  

The Santa Fe Valley Specific Plan was amended in 2002, to include an area of approximately 2.5 acres for active recreation.  However, this provision of the Specific Plan amendment also has a sunset provision.  If the land is not acquired for recreation purposes by April of this year, the land use reverts to residential lots. 

Fortunately, the current balance in the PLDO account for the San Dieguito area is approximately $2.2 million dollars, which is now adequate to fund the much needed acquisition of additional recreational lands.  This is a request to analyze the acquisition of approximately 2.5 acres in the Santa Fe Valley Specific Plan for recreational purposes.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	The requested actions will utilize existing funds from the San Dieguito PLDO account and will not require any additional staff years.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	SUPERVISOR HORN
1. Direct the Chief Administrative Officer (CAO) to initiate the required steps to acquire approximately 2.5 acres for active recreation in the Santa Fe Valley Specific Plan referred to as Subarea II.31 with funds from the San Dieguito area PLDO account.

2. Establish appropriations of $22,500 in the San Dieguito Park Land Dedication Ordinance (PLDO) fund, Operating Transfer Out, for the costs involved in initiating the San Dieguito Sportsfield Acquisition project, based on Fund Balance available. (4 VOTES) 

3. Establish appropriations of $22,500 in the Capital Outlay Fund for Capital Project 1011977 – San Dieguito Sportsfield Acquisition, based on an Operating Transfer from the San Dieguito PLDO fund. (4 VOTES) 
4. Direct the CAO to return to the Board on March 12, 2008 with a recommendation and appraised value for the property acquisition.

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Roberts, seconded by Supervisor Horn, the Board took action as recommended, on Consent.
AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	5.
	SUBJECT:
	2007 MULTIPLE SPECIES CONSERVATION PROGRAM SUBAREA PLAN ANNUAL HABITAT TRACKING REPORT (DistrictS:  All)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	The Board adopted the County of San Diego Multiple Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan on October 22, 1997 (1).  The associated Implementing Agreement entered into among the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, California Department of Fish and Game, and the County, became effective on March 17, 1998.  The Implementing Agreement includes a requirement that the County prepare an annual accounting for 1) all habitat gained through acquisitions or dedications of open space made through the land development process; and 2) all habitat lost as a result of discretionary land use and certain ministerial actions.

The Multiple Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan 2007 Annual Report summarizes habitat gains and losses within the three Subarea Plan segments (Lake Hodges, South County, and Metro-Lakeside-Jamul) for the period of January 1, 2007 through December 31, 2007.  This report also includes a discussion of management and monitoring programs and funding sources that are utilized by the County to meet its obligations under the Implementing Agreement.

Also, the San Diego Multiple Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan Map is being updated to reflect gains, losses and changes in designations for Major and/or Minor Amendment areas to either Take Authorized or Preserve designation.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	N/A

	
	BUSINESS IMPACT:

	
	Adoption of the Multiple Species Conservation Program allows for a streamlined permitting process for local landowners as well as a large connected preserve area for sensitive, threatened, and endangered species.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
1. Receive the Multiple Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan 2007 Annual Report.
2. Approve the updated County of San Diego Multiple Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan Map.
3. Find that the proposed action is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in accordance with Section 15060(c)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines, because it is not a project as defined by the CEQA Section 15378.

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Roberts, seconded by Supervisor Horn, the Board took action as recommended, on Consent.
AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	6.
	SUBJECT:
	ADOPT AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE COUNTY’S WATERSHED PROTECTION, STORMWATER MANAGEMENT AND DISCHARGE CONTROL AND GRADING ORDINANCE (DistrictS: All)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	On January 24, 2007, the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board issued a new National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Municipal Stormwater Permit (Permit) to the County, all 18 cities within the county, the Port District, and the County Regional Airport Authority, collectively designated as Copermittees.  There are substantial new requirements in the Permit.  Due to the recent southern California regional wildfires, the Regional Water Quality Control Board extended the Permit implementation deadline of January 25, 2008, by eight weeks.  

To meet these requirements, several amendments are needed in County Code, both in the Watershed Protection and Grading Ordinance.  The most substantial changes to the Watershed Protection Ordinance Watershed Protection and Grading Ordinance are requirements for low impact development best management practices, hydromodification management, and advanced treatment of sediment leaving construction sites that pose an “exceptional threat to water quality.”  The first two requirements require developers to use best management and site design practices to mimic the pre-development flow of water off site after construction.  Advanced treatment requires additional treatment of construction site run off so that it does not degrade sensitive receiving water bodies.  The Watershed Protection Ordinance Watershed Protection and Grading Ordinance will set a threshold for how much of a construction site can be active at one time and require soil stabilization measures to minimize pollution from erosion and soil runoff.

This is a request to approve introduction of an Ordinance amending County Code relating to stormwater and grading regulations.  If approved, this Ordinance will be brought to your board to consider adoption on March 12, 2008.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	If approved, this action will result in no current year costs, and no additional staff years will be required.  If full implementation of this ordinance results in additional staff time requirements for existing inspections, the additional cost, if any, will be recoverable through customer fees. 

	
	BUSINESS IMPACT STATEMENT:

	
	Adoption of this Ordinance will require the use of low impact development best management practices, hydromodification management, and additional site-specific requirements at land development projects, construction sites, and industrial and commercial facilities.  The increased costs to impacted operations will vary depending on the Best Management Practices needed to comply with the Ordinance.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
1. Find that the Adoption of these amendments to the Watershed Protection, Stormwater Management and Discharge Control and Grading Ordinances is categorically exempt from CEQA as specified under sections 15307 and 15308 of the State CEQA Guidelines because it is an action by a regulatory agency for protection of natural resources and the environment.

2. Approve the introduction of the following Ordinance (first reading), read title and waive further reading of the Ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING TITLE 6, DIVISION 7, CHAPTER 8 AND SECTIONS 87.205 THROUGH 87.208, 87.218 AND 87.414 OF THE SAN DIEGO CODE OF REGULATORY ORDINANCES RELATING TO WATERSHED PROTECTION, STORMWATER MANAGEMENT AND DISCHARGE CONTROL AND GRADING
Submit the Ordinance for further Board consideration and adoption (second reading) on March 12, 2008.

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Roberts, seconded by Supervisor Horn, the Board took action as recommended, on Consent, introducing Ordinance for further Board consideration and adoption on March 12, 2008.
AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn

	

	7.
	SUBJECT:
	AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE OF REGULATORY ORDINANCES, TITLE 1, DIVISION 2, CHAPTER 1, TITLE 1, DIVISION 6, CHAPTER 1, TITLE 1, DIVISION 8, CHAPTER 2 AND TITLE 4, DIVISION 1, CHAPTER 1 (DistrictS: All)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	Titles 1 and 4 of the San Diego County Code of Regulatory Ordinances ("County Code") underwent comprehensive revisions in 2007.  These revisions became effective October 26, 2007.  This ordinance proposes to revise definitions to Title 1, Division 2, Chapter 1 relating to recent changes to the County Building and Fire Codes and corrects typographical errors.  The ordinance also proposes modifications to post hearing procedures for appeals of licensing decisions in Title 1, Division 6, Chapter 1 and hearing procedures and post hearing procedures for administrative civil penalties in Title 1, Division 8, Chapter 2.  In Title 4, Division 1, Chapter 1, the ordinance proposes a new definition for "designated sports facilities," regulations and a regulation prohibiting anyone from igniting a fire in a County park during red flag warning days.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	There is no fiscal impact associated with these recommendations.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
1. Find that the proposed Ordinance amendments are exempt from review under the California Environmental Quality Act pursuant to Section 15061(b)(3) of the State CEQA guidelines.

2. Approve the introduction of the Ordinance (first reading), read title and waive further reading of the Ordinance.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE OF REGULATORY ORDINANCES, TITLE 1, DIVISION 2, CHAPTER 1, RELATING TO DEFINITIONS, TITLE 1, DIVISION 6, CHAPTER 1, RELATING TO APPELLATE HEARING OFFICERS, TITLE 1, DIVISION 8, CHAPTER 2, RELATING TO ADMINISTRATIVE CIVIL PENALTIES AND TITLE 4, DIVISION 1, CHAPTER 1, RELATING TO PARKS AND RECREATION
Submit the Ordinance for further Board consideration and adoption (second reading) on March 12, 2008.  

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Roberts, seconded by Supervisor Horn, the Board took action as recommended, on Consent, introducing Ordinance for further Board consideration and adoption on March 12, 2008.
AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	8.
	SUBJECT:
	TRAFFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS (DistrictS: All)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	The Traffic Advisory Committee meets every six weeks to review proposed changes or additions to regulatory traffic controls.  Twenty-seven items were on the Committee's December 14, 2007 meeting agenda.  The Committee recommends your action on 24 items as 3 (Items 2-E, 2-F and 2-G) have been continued to their March 28, 2008 meeting in order to allow the requester an opportunity to address the Committee.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	Funds for this proposal are budgeted in the Department of Public Works Road Fund.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	TRAFFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Consider and file report including the following recommendations:

All Districts 

A. Amend Section 72.221. of the San Diego County Code as follows:

(f) California High Patrol – Border Division Area

(h) San Diego County Pacific Safety Council.
District 2 

2-A.
Olive Street from State Route 78 westerly to Summer Glen Drive (Thomas Guide page 1152, D-5) RAMONA -- Do not establish a formal speed limit. Direct this matter be reviewed one year after the traffic signal at Olive Street and State Route 78 becomes operational. 

2-B.
Pueblo Road, east side, from a point 490 feet north of Winter Gardens Drive northerly 520 feet (Thomas Guide page 1232, A-7) LAKESIDE -- Establish a parking prohibition from 7 AM to 4 PM on School Days. Direct this matter be reviewed one year after the signs enacting the parking prohibition are installed.  

2-C.
Alpine Boulevard and South Grade Road/East Victoria Drive (Thomas Guide page 1234, D-6) ALPINE – Place intersection on the County’s Traffic Signal Priority List.

2-D.
Muth Valley Road, both sides, from Wildcat Canyon Road northwesterly 2,930 feet (Thomas Guide page 1212, E-4) LAKESIDE -- Do not establish a parking prohibition.

2-H1.
Noeline Avenue, south side, from a point 510 feet east of the east line of Carlsbad Street easterly 30 feet, (Thomas Guide Page 1290, J-4) SPRING VALLEY -- Amend an existing bus loading zone.  

2-H2.
Stansbury Street, south side, from a point 530 feet west of the west line of Elkelton Boulevard westerly 420 feet, (Thomas Guide Page 1290, J-2) LA PRESA -- Amend an existing passenger loading zone.  
2-H3.
State Route 94, both sides, from a point 1,280 feet west of the west line of Cougar Way easterly 2,060 feet, (Thomas Guide Page 1277, A-6) JAMUL -- Establish a parking prohibition.  

2-H4.
La Presa Avenue, east side, from a point 250 feet north of the north line of the southerly leg of San Diego Street northerly to a point 130 feet north of the north line of the northerly leg of San Diego Street, (Thomas Guide Page 1291, C-4) LA PRESA -- Delete an existing parking prohibition. 
2-H5.
Greenfield Drive, north side, from the east line of First Street easterly 120 feet and from a point 420 feet east of the east line of First Street easterly 280 feet,  (Thomas Guide Page 1251, H-3) EL CAJON -- Amend an existing parking prohibition.
2-H6.
Greenfield Drive, south side, from a point 420 feet east of the east line of First Street easterly 100 feet, (Thomas Guide Page 1251, H-3) EL CAJON -- Amend an existing parking prohibition. 

2-H7.
Greenfield Drive, south side, from the El Cajon City Limit (near Mollison Avenue) easterly 70 feet and from a point 440 east of the El Cajon City Limit (near Mollison Avenue) easterly 100 feet, (Thomas Guide Page  1251, H-3) EL CAJON -- Delete an existing parking prohibition. 
2-H8.
Greenfield Drive, south side, from a point 190 east of the east line of Ballantyne Street easterly 100 feet, (Thomas Guide Page 1251, G-3) EL CAJON -- Delete an existing parking prohibition. 

2-H9.
Greenfield Drive, south side, from the east line of Oro Street easterly 510 feet, (Thomas Guide Page 1251, J-3) EL CAJON -- Amend an existing parking prohibition. 
2-H10.
Greenfield Drive, north side, from the a point 660 feet east of the east line of Ballantyne Street easterly 150 feet, (Thomas Guide Page 1251, G-3) EL CAJON -- Delete an existing passenger loading zone. 
2-H11.
Greenfield Drive, south side, from a point 40 feet east of the east line of First Street easterly 210 feet, (Thomas Guide Page 1251, H-3) EL CAJON -- Delete an existing bus loading zone. 
2-H12.
Greenfield Drive and La Cresta Road, (Thomas Guide Page 1252, C-3) EL CAJON -- Delete an existing all-way stop control. 

2-H13.
Greenfield Drive and First Street, (Thomas Guide Page 1252, H-3) EL CAJON -- Delete an existing all-way stop control. 
2-H14.
Greenfield Drive between the westerly El Cajon City Limits (Vernon Way and Second Street, (Thomas Guide Page 1251, F-3 thru J-3) EL CAJON -- Amend an existing through highway. 

2-H15.
Greenfield Drive between the easterly El Cajon City Limits (Bermuda Lane and Madison Avenue), (Thomas Guide Page 1251, F-3 thru J-3) EL CAJON --Amend an existing through highway. 

2-H16.
Avenida Bosques, east side, from the south line of Austin Drive southerly 670 feet, (Thomas Guide Page 1271, E-7) SPRING VALLEY -- Delete an existing parking prohibition from 8 AM to 3 PM on School Days.  
2-H17.
State Route 188, west side, from Thing Road northerly 300 feet, (Thomas Guide Page 429, L-10) TECATE -- Establish a parking prohibition.
District 5

5-A.
Paradise Mountain Road from North Lake Wohlford Road easterly to the end of County-maintenance (Thomas Guide page 1091, C-5) VALLEY CENTER -- Establish a 45 MPH formal speed limit. Direct the proposed 45 MPH speed limit be certified for the use of radar for speed enforcement. 
5-B1.
Sun Valley Road, both sides, from the south line of Lomas Santa Fe Drive southeasterly to the north line of Paso Del Sol (Thomas Guide page 1168, A-7) LOMAS SANTA FE -- Establish a parking prohibition from 8 AM to 2 PM on Friday, Saturday and Sunday. 

CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

1.
Find that the proposed project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as specified under Section 15301 of the State CEQA Guidelines.

2. 
Concur with Traffic Advisory Committee's recommendations.

3. Adopt, amend and/or delete the following Resolutions:

       No. 299  (Items 2-H12 and 2-H13)

No. 300  (Items 2-H1, 2-H2, 2-H10 and 2-H11)

No. 301  (Items 2-B, 2-H3, 2-H4, 2-H5, 2-H6, 2-H7, 2-H8, 2-H9, 2-H16, 2-H17

and 5-B1)

       No. 305   (Items 2-H14 and 2-H15).
4.
Approve the introduction, read title and waive further reading of the following Ordinances (Items A and 5-A).

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 72.221. OF THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE RELATING TO TRAFFIC REGULATIONS IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

AN ORDINANCE ADDING SECTION 72.161.35.8. TO THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE RELATING TO TRAFFIC REGULATIONS IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

Submit for further Board consideration and adoption (second reading), on                March 12, 2008.

	
	ACTION:

	
	Adding recommendation 2-C to read:  Direct Chief Administrative Officer to expedite the installation of the traffic signal at the Alpine Boulevard and South Grade Road/East Victoria Drive (Thomas Guide Page 1234, D-6) ALPINE; 2-D continue to the next Traffic Advisory Committee agenda in order to provide additional time for staff to meet with the Lakeside Fire Protection District to address all the public safety concerns associated with the proposed parking prohibition and the possible re-striping on Muth valley road; ON MOTION of Supervisor Roberts, seconded by Supervisor Horn, the Board took action as recommended, on Consent, adopting the following Resolutions entitled: 

Item 2-H12, Resolution No. 08-026 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3094,   RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 299 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF ALL-WAY STOP INTERSECTIONS IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 2-H13, Resolution No. 08-027 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3095, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 299 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF ALL-WAY STOP INTERSECTIONS IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 2-H1, Resolution No. 08-028 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3096, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 300 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF LOADING ZONES IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 2-H2, Resolution No. 08-029 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3097, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 300 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF LOADING ZONES IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 2-H10, Resolution No. 08-030 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3098, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 300 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF LOADING ZONES IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 2-H11, Resolution No. 08-031 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3099, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 300 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF LOADING ZONES IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;
Item 2-B, Resolution No. 08-032 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3100, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 301 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF NO STANDING OR PARKING ZONES IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;
Item 2-H3, Resolution No. 08-033 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3101, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 301 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF NO STANDING OR PARKING ZONES IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 2-H4, Resolution No. 08-034 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3102, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 301 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF NO STANDING OR PARKING ZONES IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 2-H5, Resolution No. 08-035 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3103, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 301 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF NO STANDING OR PARKING ZONES IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 2-H6, Resolution No. 08-036 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3104, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 301 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF NO STANDING OR PARKING ZONES IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 2-H7, Resolution No. 08-037 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3105, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 301 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF NO STANDING OR PARKING ZONES IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 2-H8, Resolution No. 08-038 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3106, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 301 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF NO STANDING OR PARKING ZONES IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 2-H9, Resolution No. 08-039 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3107, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 301 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF NO STANDING OR PARKING ZONES IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 2-H16, Resolution No. 08-040 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3108, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 301 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF NO STANDING OR PARKING ZONES IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 2-H17, Resolution No. 08-041 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3109, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 301 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF NO STANDING OR PARKING ZONES IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 5-B1, Resolution No. 08-042 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3110, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 301 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF NO STANDING OR PARKING ZONES IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 2-H14, Resolution No. 08-043 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3111, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 305 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THROUGH HIGHWAYS IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 2-H15, Resolution No. 08-044 entitled:  TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 3112, RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 305 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THROUGH HIGHWAYS IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO; and introducing Ordinances for Board further consideration and adoption on March 12, 2008.

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	9.
	SUBJECT:
	BORREGO VALLEY AIRPORT – QUITCLAIM AND RELEASE OF LEASE WITH COPAN, LLC (District: 5)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	Borrego Valley Airport serves the East County desert community of Anza-Borrego, which includes the town of Borrego Springs (Thomas Guide page 1079, F-1).  This airport lies in Borrego Springs and has approximately 26 based aircraft and approximately 20,853 annual operations.  The airport has a lighted runway and taxilane, a restaurant, aircraft parking, hangar facilities, rental car availability and aviation fuel.

CoPan, LLC holds a 30-year aviation ground lease totaling 1.4 acres that commenced February 1, 2003 and terminates January 31, 2033.  One of the lease requirements is to improve the property with hangar facilities.  CoPan, LLC has determined it is no longer practical to develop the hangars due to changing personal circumstances for the managing partners.  CoPan, LLC requested the termination of the existing lease.  

This is a request to terminate the aviation lease with CoPan, LLC.  Termination of this agreement will allow the County to pursue other opportunities for future aviation development of this area of the airport.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	This request will result in additional revenue to County’s Airport Enterprise Fund for the current fiscal year.  Termination of the lease will require CoPan, LLC pay a processing fee of $3,000 and forfeit the $500 security deposit paid to the County at the time the lease was granted.  The County’s lease revenue from CoPan, LLC will be reduced by $1,608 ($402 rent for 4 months).  If approved, this request will result in a net increase in revenue of $1,892 for an annual total of $6,716 for Fiscal Year 2007-08.  It will result in no revenue in subsequent years and will require no additional staff years.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
1. Find, in accordance with Section 15301 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, that the proposed action is categorically exempt from CEQA review.

2. Approve and authorize the Clerk of the Board to accept, upon receipt, three copies of Quitclaim and Release of Lease from CoPan, LLC to the County. (4 VOTES)

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Roberts, seconded by Supervisor Horn, the Board took action as recommended, on Consent.
AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn

	

	10.
	SUBJECT:
	SET HEARING FOR 3/12/08:

formation of Underground Utility district No. 109 for OLIVE VISTA DRIVE IN THE VICINITY OF JAMUL (District: 2)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	The purpose of the Underground Utility District program is to improve communities by undergrounding overhead utilities in areas of benefit to the general public.  Board Policy J-17, Undergrounding of Existing Overhead Utility Facilities, establishes a policy and procedure for district formation and program administration.

This is a request to set a hearing for March 12, 2008, to form a new district, Olive Vista Drive in Jamul (Thomas Guide page 1292, H-1).  Establishing an Underground Utility District is a two-step process.  This first step includes adopting a resolution of intention setting March 12, 2008, for a public hearing (Recommendations 1 and 2).  The second step on March 12, 2008, will be to hear public testimony and, at close of the public hearing, consider adopting an ordinance forming the district (Recommendation 3).

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	Utility companies underground their overhead lines at their own expense.  Funds for formation and administration of this district are budgeted in Department of Public Works General Fund: $2,000 current year cost, and $1,000 subsequent year cost.  No additional staff years will be required.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
1. Find that the proposed project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as specified under Section 15302(d) of the State CEQA Guidelines because it consists of setting a public hearing and adoption of an ordinance to establish an underground utility district.

2. Adopt a Resolution entitled Resolution of Intention to Form Underground Utility District No. 109, Olive Vista Drive, setting a public hearing for March 12, 2008.

3. At the hearing on March 12, 2008, and after public testimony, consider adopting:
AN ORDINANCE ADDING SECTION 89.310 TO THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE OF REGULATORY ORDINANCES TO FORM AN UNDERGROUND UTILITY DISTRICT FOR OLIVE VISTA DRIVE, UNDERGROUND UTILITY DISTRICT NO. 109.

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Roberts, seconded by Supervisor Horn, the Board took action as recommended, on Consent, adopting Resolution No. 08-045, entitled:  RESOLUTION OF INTENTION TO FORM UNDERGROUND UTILITY DISTRICT NO. 109 OLIVE VISTA DRIVE; introducing Ordinance for further Board consideration and adoption on              March 12, 2008; and setting Hearing for March 12, 2008 at 9:00 a.m.
AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn

	

	11.
	SUBJECT:
	ADMINISTRATIVE ITEM:

SECOND CONSIDERATION AND ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE:

AMEND ORDINANCE RELATED TO THE TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEE AND ADOPT A RESOLUTION FUNDING REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION CONGESTION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM Districts: All)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	On January 30, 2008 (2), the Board of Supervisors introduced Ordinance for further Board consideration and adoption on February 27, 2008.

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) was changed in 2002 as a result of a court case which eliminated the “de minimus” exception to the requirement that development projects consider cumulative impacts.  In response to this change in State law, on             April 20, 2005 (10), your Board adopted an interim Transportation Impact Fee (TIF) to provide developers a mechanism for complying with requirements of CEQA related to identification and mitigation of cumulative traffic impacts.  The program allows developers to contribute a fair share to fund infrastructure improvements needed to serve their projects. TIF funds, when combined with public funds to correct existing capacity deficiencies, help to ensure the public has a transportation system that operates at an acceptable level of service throughout the unincorporated County.
On November 7, 2007 (1), your Board directed the Chief Administrative Officer to address a series of questions about the TIF, incorporate these findings into the County’s TIF review, and bring back TIF program recommendations to encourage commercial and industrial development in the unincorporated areas of San Diego County.
This item is a request to adopt an ordinance amending the Transportation Impact Fee Ordinance.  Amendments will allow for 1) reduced TIF rates and simplified process for determining the fee for commercial and industrial projects, 2) reduced or marginally increased TIF rates for residential projects, 3) inclusion of freeway interchange ramps, and 4) clarified language related to road network elements and reimbursement agreements. 

The net result of these proposed actions is an average 40% reduction in TIF rates for non-residential development projects and a significantly simplified procedure for determining a project’s fee.  For residential projects, proposed rate changes range from a reduction of 28% to an increase of 3.5% or less.  Adjustments similar to those used for non-residential uses were applied where possible.  To simplify and expedite determination of a non-residential project fee, the following changes are proposed: 

·  The fee will be calculated in one step by multiplying the proposed project’s gross floor area by a cost per square foot. 

·  The number of non-residential land uses for which trip generation rates are proposed will be reduced from over 100 to six to reduce the subjectivity associated with determining the applicable trip generation factor.
·  Non-residential rates will be reduced across the board rather than requiring a project-by-project offset calculation based on engineering estimates of eligible direct mitigation improvements. 

This item also includes a resolution providing for Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program funding to confirm compliance with the TransNet Extension Ordinance approved on November 2, 2004.  Starting on July 1, 2008, the County must exact $2,000 from new developments for each newly constructed residential unit in the unincorporated areas to fund the Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program. Collection of TIF as proposed will satisfy the County’s obligations under this Program, so no new fee or fee increase associated with the requirement is necessary.  Once approved, this resolution will be submitted to SANDAG’s Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee for review by April 1, 2008.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	N/A

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER 
Adopt Ordinance entitled:

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE RELATED TO THE TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEE

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board took action as recommended, adopting Ordinance No. 9919 (N.S.) entitled:  AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE RELATED TO THE TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEE; Direct Chief Administrative Officer to report back to the Board of Supervisors within 30 days.
AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price
NOES:  Roberts, Horn

	

	

	12.
	SUBJECT:
	CONTINUED NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:

The Bridges Unit 6 AND DRIVING RANGE EXPANSION:  SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL2, P85-084W5, P85-064W4, B/C 03-0250, B/C 03-0221, SANTA FE CREEK:  SPA 03-006, VAC 03-018

SAN DIEGUITO COMMUNITY PLAN AREA (DISTRICT:  5)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	On January 20, 2008, the Board of Supervisors took action as recommended, setting hearing for February 27, 2008.

This is a request to vacate a portion of open space and approve the acceptance of an equal amount of more desirable open space. 
The Bridges Specific Plan is located north of the intersection of Aliso Canyon Road and Avenida de Duque.  The Unit 6 residential portion of the project is located in the northwesterly corner of The Bridges Specific Plan north of the terminus of Calle Ponte Bella. The Driving Range Expansion is located partly within the Bridges and partly within the Santa Fe Creek Specific Plan at the northerly terminus of Via de las Flores in the San Dieguito community planning area (Thomas Guide, Page 1148, 5E, F, & G).

This project is comprised of two components.  (1) Unit 6 includes a request to amend the Canyon Creek (The Bridges) Specific Plan to change an approximately 8.46-acre area currently designated for open space to residential use (SPA 01-004); a Tentative Map to subdivide the new residential area into five lots ranging in size from 1 to 1.81 acres (TM 5270); two Major Use Permit Modifications to accommodate the new residential development (P85-084W5 and P85-064W4); a Boundary Adjustment to extend an interior road to service the five lots (B/C 03-0250); and the construction of an emergency access road connecting to Bumann Road westward to the City of Encinitas.  This Tentative Map will also vacate an open space easement. 

(2) The expansion of the Driving Range includes a Modification of the Golf Course Major Use Permit (P85-064W4) to include the expansion area; a Boundary Adjustment to create a legal lot to be used for part of such expansion (B/C 03-0221); an Amendment of the adjoining Santa Fe Creek Specific Plan to change the land use from open space to recreational open space to accommodate the expansion (SPA 03-006), and Vacation of open space easements totaling 3.95 acres and rededication of a recreational easement to accommodate the expansion of the driving range.  

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	N/A

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	PLANNING COMMISSION

Adopt the Resolution of Vacation which makes the appropriate findings.  

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND LAND USE

The Department concurs with the Planning Commission recommendations.

	
	ACTION:

	
	Adding following recommendation:  “Authorize the Clerk of the Board to record the Resolution of Vacation by March 14, 2008, upon receipt of the open space easement”; ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board closed the Hearing and took action as recommended, adopting Resolution No. 08-046, entitled:  RESOLUTION OF VACATION STREET, HIGHWAY, OR PUBLIC SERVICE EASEMENT (VAC 03-018).
AYES:  Cox, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn
ABSENT:  Jacob

	

	

	13.
	SUBJECT:
	CLOSED SESSION (DISTRICTS: ALL)
(CARRYOVER ITEM FROM 02/26/08, AGENDA NO. 19)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	A.
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION


(Subdivision (a) of Government Code section 54956.9)


County of San Diego v. APRO, LLC; Orange County Superior Court Case No.  

        06CC09467       

B.
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION


(Subdivision (a) of Government Code section 54956.9)


Stacie Neldaughter v. County of San Diego; San Diego County Superior Court  

        Case No. GIC 877410

C.
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION


(Subdivision (a) of Government Code section 54956.9)


County of San Diego v. Anshen + Allen, et al.; San Diego Superior Court Case  

        No. 37-2007-00067961-CU-CD-CTL

D.
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - ANTICIPATED LITIGATION


Initiation of litigation pursuant to subdivision (c) of Government Code section 

        54956.9:  (Number of Cases – 1)

E.
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - ANTICIPATED LITIGATION

        Significant exposure to litigation pursuant to subdivision (b) of Government  

        Code section 54956.9:  (Number of Potential Cases – 1)

F.
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - ANTICIPATED LITIGATION


Initiation of litigation pursuant to subdivision (c) of Government Code section  

        54956.9:  (Number of Cases – 1)

G.
PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT 


(Government Code section 54957)

        Title:  Air Pollution Control Officer - [2:00 p.m. TIME CERTAIN]

	
	ACTION:

	
	In closed session following the public agenda of Tuesday, February 26, 2008, the Board of Supervisors took the following reportable actions:

Item 19A:  County of San Diego v. APRO; By vote of four Board members present and voting “Aye,” with District 3 absent, approved settlement in a case involving an eminent domain action for the Valley Center Road (North) project, in which the County will pay $590,000 plus statutory interest and costs;

Item 19F:  A matter noticed as initiation of litigation, by vote of four Board members present and voting “Aye,” with District 3 absent, authorized commencement of an action, the particulars of which shall be disclosed upon inquiry, once formally commenced.

	

	

	14.
	SUBJECT:
	PUBLIC COMMUNICATION

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	Katheryn Rhodes spoke to the Board concerning CEQA.

	
	ACTION:

	
	Heard, referred to the Chief Administrative Officer.


There being no further business, the Board adjourned at 12:30 p.m. in memory of Dr. Frank Dixon, Jerry Finnell and Bennie Edens.
THOMAS J. PASTUSZKA

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

County of San Diego, State of California

Consent:  Vizcarra
Discussion:  Mazyck
NOTE: This Statement of Proceedings sets forth all actions taken by the County of San Diego Board of Supervisors on the matters stated, but not necessarily the chronological sequence in which the matters were taken up.
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