<STATEMENT OF PROCEEDINGS

<<COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
REGULAR MEETING - PLANNING AND LAND USE MATTERS
<WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 2011>
<Board of Supervisors North Chamber>
1600 Pacific Highway,< Room 310>, San Diego, California
REGULAR SESSION – Regular Meeting was called to order at 9:04 a.m.

Present: Supervisors Bill Horn, Chairman; Ron Roberts, Vice Chairman; Greg Cox;             Dianne Jacob; Pam Slater-Price; also David C. Hall, Assistant Clerk of the Board.>
Board of Supervisors’ Agenda Items
	<<1.*>
	<CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING:
 MacroButton NoMacro COMPREHENSIVE UPDATE OF THE GENERAL PLAN; CERTIFICATION OF FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; AN ORDINANCE CHANGING ZONING CLASSIFICATION OF CERTAIN PROPERTY; AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ZONING ORDINANCE RELATED TO CONSERVATION SUBDIVISIONS; AND AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SUBDIVISION ORDINANCE, RESOURCE PROTECTION ORDINANCE, AND GROUNDWATER ORDINANCE RELATED TO THE GENERAL PLAN UPDATE >>

	<<2.>
	< MacroButton NoMacro FORMATION OF THE RED TAPE REDUCTION TASK FORCE  >>

	<<3.>
	< MacroButton NoMacro ADOPT A RESOLUTION TO SUMMARILY VACATE A PORTION OF PANKEY ROAD IN THE FALLBROOK AREA (VACATION NO. 2009-0223-A)  >>

	<<4.>
	< MacroButton NoMacro MCCLELLAN-PALOMAR AIRPORT – AMENDMENTS TO AVIATION LEASES WITH PALOMAR AIRPORT CENTER LLC DBA PREMIER JET  
[FUNDING SOURCE(S): RENTAL PAYMENTS FROM THE LESSEE UNDER TERMS OF THE AMENDED LEASE AGREEMENTS]

(4 VOTES)>>

	<<5.>
	< MacroButton NoMacro ADVERTISE AND AWARD CONTRACT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF FLINN SPRINGS INTERCEPTOR I SEWER REPLACEMENT 
[FUNDING SOURCE(S): AVAILABLE FUND BALANCE]

(4 VOTES) >>

	<<6.>
	< MacroButton NoMacro GILLESPIE FIELD INDUSTRIAL PARK – TEN NEW 55-YEAR INDUSTRIAL LEASES  
[FUNDING SOURCE(S): EQUITY PAYMENTS RECEIVED PER TERMS OF THE PROPOSED LEASES]

(4 VOTES)
>>

	<<7.>
	< MacroButton NoMacro AUTHORIZATION TO APPLY FOR AND ACCEPT  GRANTS FROM THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF RESOURCES RECYCLING AND RECOVERY
[FUNDING SOURCE(S): CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF RESOURCES RECYCLING AND RECOVERY (CALRECYCLE)]  >>

	<<8.>
	< MacroButton NoMacro COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO TRACT NO. 5281-1 (FINAL MAP 15138):  APPROVAL OF AMENDMENT TO JOINT AGREEMENT to improve subdivision (including substitution of parties, security and extension of time) LOCATED IN SPRING VALLEY COMMUNITY PLANNING AREA >>

	<<9.>
	< MacroButton NoMacro COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO TRACT NO. 5236-1 (PINE CREEK RANCH): APPROVAL OF FINAL MAP LOCATED IN CENTRAL MOUNTAIN COMMUNITY PLANNING AREA  >>

	<<10.>
	<ADMINISTRATIVE ITEM:
 MacroButton NoMacro SECOND CONSIDERATION AND ADOPTION OF ORDINANCES: TRAFFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS (04/6/2011 - Adopt Recommendations; 04/13/2011 - Second Reading of Ordinances)    >>

	<<11.>
	<SECOND CONSIDERATION AND ADOPTION OF ORDINANCES: AN ORDINANCE REPEALING AND REENACTING THE COUNTY BUILDING, ELECTRICAL, PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL CODES AND ADOPTING THE COUNTY RESIDENTIAL CODE; POD 11-001

>>

	12. 
	CLOSED SESSION (CARRYOVER FROM 4/12/11 AGENDA NO. 19)



	
	


<
	<<1.>
	<SUBJECT:>
	<CONTINUED NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:
 MacroButton NoMacro COMPREHENSIVE UPDATE OF THE GENERAL PLAN; CERTIFICATION OF FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; AN ORDINANCE CHANGING ZONING CLASSIFICATION OF CERTAIN PROPERTY; AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ZONING ORDINANCE RELATED TO CONSERVATION SUBDIVISIONS; AND AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SUBDIVISION ORDINANCE, RESOURCE PROTECTION ORDINANCE, AND GROUNDWATER ORDINANCE RELATED TO THE GENERAL PLAN UPDATE <(DISTRICTS: ALL)>>>

	<
	<OVERVIEW:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro On March 16, 2011 (1), the Board of Supervisors voted to reaffirm the General Plan Update guiding principles, and directed staff to consider and present modifications to the Plan that would not result in a need to recirculate or perform additional environmental analysis. The Board continued the hearing to April 13, 2011, and further directed staff to review the property specific requests under the Moderate and Major categories to determine if there are alternatives that could be suggested to allow them to be considered Minor changes to the Plan.   The categories of Minor, Moderate and Major were created by staff to describe the level of change required to the General Plan Update project to accommodate particular property specific requests for change.  The Board also decided that the 27 issues previously identified by the Board for further consideration would be addressed at the continued hearing on April 13th.  This report contains information that supplements staff’s report of March 16, 2011 in response to the Board’s direction.>>

	<
	<FISCAL IMPACT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro If the Board elects to make Minor changes to the General Plan Update (meaning changes that do not conflict with the General Plan Update project objectives, do not require substantial additional analysis for environmental impacts, and do not result in new significant environmental impacts and recirculation of the Environmental Impact Report), then staff would perform edits to the necessary General Plan Update documents, modify the project description in the draft Final EIR, and modify the findings consistent with the changes,  and return to the Board.  The estimated timeframe for minor changes is up to six months with an estimated cost of up to $200,000.  Staffing and funding necessary to cover this scenario is included in the Fiscal Year 2010-2011 Adopted Operational Plan and Proposed Fiscal Year 2011-2012 Operational Plan.>>

	<
	<BUSINESS IMPACT STATEMENT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro The General Plan Update considers economic development and provides opportunities for future jobs and business development commensurate with its forecasted growth. The General Plan Update provides development opportunities to businesses by planning for commercial development near existing businesses, transportation hubs and walkable residential areas and ensuring that sufficient, safe and appropriately located circulation routes are available for residential, commercial, and industrial development as well as related public services. Economic conditions for businesses will be enhanced through the synergies that result from new development in and around business districts and revitalization of community centers. >>

	<
	<RECOMMENDATION:>>

	<
	<CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
1. Receive this report that identifies some possible changes to property specific requests that were identified in Moderate and Major categories to determine whether they can be modified and included in the Minor category.

2. Direct staff to make changes to the recommended project that are consistent with the project objectives and do not require recirculation of the Environmental Impact Report. Changes within these parameters are identified as Minor changes in the staff report and include possible revisions to the land use map and modifications to draft policies and other General Plan components.
3. Continue the item and direct the Chief Administrative Officer to return to the Board with final General Plan Update documents at a date to be determined at today's hearing. >>

	
	Property Specific Requests

	1.1
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request BO12 remain VR15 as recommended by staff.

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

	1.2
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request JL2 be changed from RL80 to RL40 to the extent consistent with the Guiding Principles.

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

	1.3
	ACTION:

	
	MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request ME1-B be changed from RL40 to RL80.

AYES:  Jacob, Slater-Price

NOES:  Cox, Roberts, Horn

(Motion failed due to lack of majority vote.)

	1.4
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request NC26 and NC32-35 be changed from SR1 to VR4.3.

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

	1.5
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request NC27 & NC36 be changed from SR1 to VR2 as identified as an alternative in the supplemental analysis.

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

	1.6
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request SV17 be changed from VR24/VR7.3 to VR2.9/SR1.

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

	1.7
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for the frontage portion of the property for Property Specific Request AL26 be changed from VR15 to General Commercial, as identified in the staff report.

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

	1.8
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request CM12 be changed from VR2/RL20 to VR2/RL80 as described in the original staff recommendation.

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



	1.9
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request CD4 be changed from RL20 to SR10/RL20 and that the property specific request CD13 be changed from SR4/RL20 to SR10 as identified as an alternative by staff.

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

	1.10
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request CD14 be changed from SR4/RL20 to the proposed alternative designation of SR1/RL20.

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

	1.11
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request JL6 be changed from RL40 to SR10.

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

	1.12
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request LS6 and LS17 be changed from SR2 to SR1 and RL20 as identified in the proposed minor alternative designation.

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

	1.13
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request RM16 be changed from RL40 to the proposed alternative designation of SR10 as provided in the errata sheet.

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



	1.14
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request RM19 be changed from RL80 to RL40.

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

	1.15
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request BO3-A be changed from SR10 to SR4 and for Property Specific Request BO21 retain a SR2 designation with a change in zoning to Residential Commercial as identified in the staff report.

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



	1.16
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request FB3-B be changed from Limited Impact Industrial (I-1) to General Commercial (GC); and for a portion of Property Specific Request FB4 to be changed from SR10 to General Commercial; and for Property Specific Request FB8 to be changed from RL40 to RL20, as identified in the staff report.

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



	1.17
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request NC27 and NC36 be changed from SR1 to VR2 as identified in the staff report.

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



	1.18
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request PP31 be given SSA as identified in the staff report.

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



	1.19
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request BO9 be changed from SR10 to SR4.

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Roberts, Horn

ABSENT: Slater-Price



	1.20
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request BO19 be changed from SR4 to SR2.

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



	1.21
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed with regard to Property Specific Request BO23, that the land use designations be switched between the parcels from SR2 to SR10 and from SR10 to SR2.

AYES:  Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn

ABSENT: Cox



	1.22
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request BO24 be changed from SR4 to SR2.

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



	1.23
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request BO25 be changed from Neighborhood Commercial to General Commercial.

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



	1.24
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request BO26 and BO27 be changed from Neighborhood Commercial to General Commercial.

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



	1.25
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request BO30 be changed from SR10 to SR4.

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



	1.26
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request BO31 be SR4 as proposed by staff.

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

Subsequent to the vote, the motion was restated and voted on as follows:

ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request BO31 be changed from SR4 to SR2.

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


	1.27
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request BO10 be changed from SR10 to SR4.

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



	1.28
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request DS19 be changed from Rural Commercial to Village Residential 10.9 and change Zoning from C42: Visitor Serving Commercial to RC: Residential – Commercial.

AYES:  Cox, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn

ABSENT:  Jacob



	1.29
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request DS22 be changed from SR10/RL80 to Specific Plan Area.

AYES:  Cox, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn

ABSENT:  Jacob



	1.30
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed Zoning for Property Specific Request DS23 be changed from C36/RS to C34: General Commercial/Residential and RV: Variable Family Residential.

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



	1.31
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed draft land use map for Property Specific Request FB3-A be changed to 1,800 units.

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


	1.32
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed Zoning for Property Specific Request FB14 be changed from C36 to C34.

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



	1.33
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed Zoning for Property Specific Request FB15 be changed from SR2 to SR1.

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



	1.34
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed Rural Commercial (RC) area for Property Specific Request NC9 be increased from three to ten acres.

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



	1.35
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land designation for Property Specific Request NC39 be changed from SR2 to SR1.

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



	1.36
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land designation for Property Specific Request PP32 be changed from SR10 to General Commercial (1.23 acre).

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



	1.37
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land designation for Property Specific Request PP25 be changed from RL20 to SR1.

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



	1.38
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land designation for Property Specific Request RB5 be changed from SR10/Rural Commercial to General Commercial.

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



	1.39
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land designation for Property Specific Request SD1 be changed from SR10/RL20 to SR4.

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



	1.40
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land designation for Property Specific Request SD7 be changed from SR2/SR4/RL20 to SR-0.5.

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



	1.41
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Jacob, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land designation for Property Specific Request SD18 be changed from SR2/RL20 to SR2.

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



	1.42
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land designation for Property Specific Request SD19 be changed from RL20 to SR2.

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



	1.43
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land designation for Property Specific Request SD3 be changed from SR4 to SR2.

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



	1.44
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land designation for Property Specific Request VC12 be changed from SR2/OS(R) to VR20.

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



	1.45
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land designation for Property Specific Request VC14 be changed from RL40 to RL20.

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



	1.46
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land designation for Property Specific Request VC21 be changed from RL20 to SR10.

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



	1.47
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed Zoning for Property Specific Request VC55 be changed from C34 to C36.

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



	1.48
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land designation for Property Specific Request VC58 be changed from SR2 to VR7.3.

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



	1.49
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed zoning and land designation for Property Specific Request VC62 be changed from VCMU and S90 to General Commercial with C36 zoning.

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



	1.50
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors approved staff recommendations on the land use map except as the specific minor changes that the Board voted on today. 

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts

NO: Horn


	1.51
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors directed that a portion of the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request SD17 be changed from RL20 to SR2 as identified in the staff report. 

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


	1.52
	ACTION

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors directed that the proposed land use designation for Property Specific Request SD20 be changed from RL20 to SR10 as identified in the staff report. 

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


	1.53
	ACTION:

	
	Density Reduction Related Issues-Focused Williamson Act Program:

ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board directed the Chief Administrative Officer to prepare documents necessary to implement a focused Williamson Act Program that supports the viability of farming in areas with decreased density from the General Plan Update; and to pursue state legislation to allow for a local Williamson Act type program that provides property tax incentives for agricultural operations

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



	1.54
	ACTION:

	
	Content Specific Issues-Flexibility in Policy Language:

MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board directed the Chief Administrative Officer to modify wording of policies to provide increased flexibility.

AYES:  Cox, Horn

NOES:  Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts
(Motion failed for lack of majority vote.)



	1.55
	ACTION:

	
	Content Specific Issues-Future General Plan Amendments:

· ON MOTION of Supervisor Cox, seconded by Supervisor Horn, the Board took action  to remove Policies LU-1.2 and LU-1.3 and; directed the Chief Administrative Officer to return with proposed modifications to Board Policy I-63 that implement the intent of policies LU-1.2 and LU-1.3 with greater flexibility.

· Directed the Chief Administrative Officer, when proposing modifications to I-63, to include language to state that requests should generally conform with the guiding principles and polices of the general plan, provide additional public benefit to the community, and demonstrate access to available public facilities to serve the proposal or include that those services will be addressed as a component of the amendment process.

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



	1.56
	ACTION:

	
	Content Specific Issues-Special Study Areas:

ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Horn, the Board directed that Star Ranch and Warner Ranch be added as special study areas.

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



	1.57
	ACTION:

	
	Content Specific Issues-Rounding of Residential Densities:

ON MOTION of Supervisor Cox, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board directed the Chief Administrative Officer to add the rounding of residential densities to a work program for the future.

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



	1.58
	ACTION:

	
	Content Specific Issues - Road 3A-Valley Center:

ON MOTION of Supervisor Horn, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board directed that Road 3A be eliminated and that the classifications of Old Highway 395 and West Lilac Road be modified to address deficiencies resulting from the removal.

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



	1.59
	ACTION:

	
	Future Development and Conservation Related Issues-Deference to Community Plans:

ON MOTION of Supervisor Roberts, seconded by Supervisor Horn, the Board took the following actions:

· Add a new policy to read; “Relationship to Community Plans to the General Plan.  Community Plans are part of the General Plan.  These plans focus on a particular region or community within the overall General Plan area.  They are meant to refine the policies of the General Plan as they apply to a smaller geographic region and provide a forum for resolving local conflicts.  As legally required by State law, Community Plans must be internally consistent with General Plan goals and policies of which they are a part.  They cannot undermine the policies of the General Plan. Community Plans are subject to adoption, review and amendment by the Board of Supervisors in the same manner as the General Plan.”; and

· Replace all references to “where consistent with Community Plan” from the policies of the General Plan with the note, “see applicable Community Plan.”
Noting for the record Supervisor Jacob’s objection to the sentence: “They cannot undermine the policies of the General Plan.”
AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn



	1.60
	ACTION:

	
	Future Development and Conservation Related Issues-Conservation Subdivisions-Avoidance Requirements:

ON MOTION of Supervisor Roberts, seconded by Supervisor Horn, the Board took the following actions:

· Directed the Chief Administrative Officer to add Interest Group previously agreed upon list of allowed uses in the “Avoided Area” to Ordinance:  passive recreation, non-motorized trails, native landscaping, resource preservation, project mitigation and buffers, MSCP, agriculture, wells, water storage tanks, utilities, pump stations, water and sewer facilities or infrastructure, leach fields and brush clearing (in SR-10 and RL-20 designations only), and access roads necessary for any of these uses. 

· Directed the Chief Administrative Officer to add a some version of a new Policy for achieving map densities similar to: “Recognize that the General Plan Update was intended to be a ‘what you see is what you get plan’ meaning that the planned densities should be achieved through the subdivision process barring major constraints and regulations.”
AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn



	1.61
	ACTION:

	
	Future Development and Conservation Related Issues-Conservation Subdivisions-Design:

ON MOTION of Supervisor Cox, seconded by Supervisor Jacob, the Board directed the Chief Administrative Officer to set preparation of Countywide residential design guidelines as a priority and prepare a draft for public review no further than six months from adoption of the General Plan Update.

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



	1.62
	ACTION:

	
	Future Development and Conservation Related Issues-Groundwater Ordinance Lot Size Reductions:

ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board removed the lot size reduction exception from the Groundwater Ordinance and Conservation Subdivision Program. 

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price

NOES:  Horn, Roberts



	1.63
	ACTION:

	
	Future Development and Conservation Related Issues-Alternative Septic Systems:

ON MOTION of Supervisor Cox, seconded by Supervisor Jacob, the Board took the following actions: 

· Directed the Chief Administrative Officer to work with stakeholder groups and the State Water Resources Control Board to develop uniform performance standards and regulations for the permitting and operation of Alternative Septic Systems which are anticipated to be adopted in March of 2012; and

· Directed the Chief Administrative Officer to initiate work on the changes necessary to accommodate greater use of alternative septic systems should the state process result in delays to the statewide implementation of the regulations.  

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



	1.64
	ACTION:

	
	Future Development and Conservation Related Issues-Open Space Lands Maintenance:

ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board directed the Chief Administrative Officer to:

· Set a policy for the ownership and maintenance of open space associated with future development which includes an option clarified in the policy that any open space designated could either be retained under the ownership of a property owner or a third party; and 

· To investigate the feasibility to allow lien contracts to assure funding of permanent open space management in perpetuity.

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



	1.65
	ACTION:

	
	Future Development and Conservation Related Issues-Conservation Subdivisions-Avoidance Requirements:

ON MOTION of Supervisor Cox, seconded by Supervisor Horn, the Board took the following actions:

· Directed the Chief Administrative Officer to ensure that the steep slopes exemptions proposed as part of the Conservation Subdivision Program are available to all conservation subdivision projects; and 
· Directed the Chief Administrative Officer to investigate the feasibility of amending policies and procedures as necessary to allow consideration of the wetlands buffer in determining the width of Limited Building Zone with the intent of allowing for combination when appropriate. The habitat type and allowed vegetation maintenance of the wetland buffer should be considered so there is not loss in the function and/or value of the buffer.
AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn



	1.66
	ACTION:

	
	Other Identified Issues-Mapping Clean-up Process:

ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board directed no change to the current mapping clean-up process.

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts

NOES:  Horn


	1.67
	ACTION:

	
	Other Identified Issues-Sewer Services Extension:

ON MOTION of Supervisor Slater-Price, seconded by Supervisor Jacob, the Board took action to modify Policy LU-14.4 as follows to allow extensions to Conservation Subdivisions:


LU-14.4 Sewer Facilities.  Prohibit sewer facilities that would induce unplanned 
growth.  Require sewer systems to be planned, developed and sized to serve the 
land use pattern and densities depicted on the Land Use Map.  Sewer systems and 
services shall not be extended beyond either Village boundaries or extant Urban 
Limit Lines, whichever is more restrictive, except: 

· When necessary for public health, safety, or welfare;
· When necessary for a 
conservation subdivision adjacent to existing sewer facilities;

· When within existing sewer district boundaries; or

· Where specifically allowed in the community plan 

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



	1.68
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board directed the Chief Administrative Officer to report at the first annual review of the General Plan Update on the success of the updated Public Road Standards in achieving flexibility in road design.  

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

	1.69
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Roberts, seconded by Supervisor Horn, the Board directed the Chief Administrative Officer to add the following language to Policy LU-1.4: “Leapfrog Development restrictions do not apply to new villages that are designed to be consistent with the Community Development Model, that provide necessary services and facilities, and that are designed to meet the LEED-Neighborhood Development Certification or an equivalent.”

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



	1.70
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater-Price, the Board directed the Chief Administrative Officer to prepare the final documents necessary to approve the General Plan Update as recommended by staff and as the Board has taken action on and where the Board has modified the staff recommendation; the minor changes and the recommended policies and the land use map; and continue the hearing to     August 3, 2011. 
AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts

NOES:  Horn



	<<2.>
	<SUBJECT:>
	< MacroButton NoMacro FORMATION OF THE RED TAPE REDUCTION TASK FORCE <(DISTRICTS: ALL)> >>

	<
	<OVERVIEW:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro On March 2, 2011 (1), the Board of Supervisors directed formation of the Red Tape Reduction Task Force (Task Force).  The purpose of the Task Force is to examine the permitting process and identify opportunities for operational improvements that will result in efficiencies in the permit process.  The permitting process is regulatory in nature and involves multiple departments within the County.  As such, the Task Force will examine the process across various departments.  It will be comprised of land use professionals who are experienced in land development.  The Task Force will operate independently throughout the year and provide a report with their findings by December 2011.  The proposed actions include establishment of the Task Force and appointment of its members. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<FISCAL IMPACT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro The Task Force will operate independently throughout the year.  Staff will be available to provide information and answer questions as requested by the Task Force.  Administrative support will also be provided to support the Task Force.  Total staff costs will be dependent on the level of staff involvement, including research and analysis, requested by the Task Force. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<BUSINESS IMPACT STATEMENT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro Streamlining project processing will benefit customers, communities and the County by streamlining timelines while maintaining the goal of safe and livable communities.  By continuously working to improve the quality, efficiency and cost effectiveness of services, the County will maximize value for taxpayers and increase our ability to provide key services while living within diminishing resources. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<RECOMMENDATION:>>

	<
	<CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
4. Adopt the resolution entitled A Resolution of the Board of Supervisors Establishing the Red Tape Reduction Task Force.  

5. Direct the Task Force to return to the Board of Supervisors by the end of December 2011 with a report containing recommendations for operational improvements that will result in efficiencies in the land development permit process. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 
>>

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Slater-Price, seconded by Supervisor Jacob, the Board took action as recommended, on Consent, adopting Resolution No. 11-036, entitled:  A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ESTABLISHING THE RED TAPE REDUCTION TASK FORCE.
AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn 


	<<3.>
	<SUBJECT:>
	< MacroButton NoMacro ADOPT A RESOLUTION TO SUMMARILY VACATE A PORTION OF PANKEY ROAD IN THE FALLBROOK AREA (VACATION NO. 2009-0223-A) <(DISTRICT: 5)> >>

	<
	<OVERVIEW:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro Palomar Community College District has requested the County of San Diego vacate a portion of Pankey Road that has been superseded by realignment pursuant to Streets & Highways Code Section 8330(a) to accommodate development of a future educational site.  The area proposed for vacation is located north of State Highway 76 and south of Pala Mesa Heights Road (2007 Thomas Brothers Page 1028, H5). Today’s request is to adopt a resolution to summarily vacate a portion of Pankey Road that is no longer required for public use.  LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<FISCAL IMPACT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro The applicant has paid the cost to process the requested vacation.  The estimated cost is $2,500 which the applicant has placed on deposit with the County. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<BUSINESS IMPACT STATEMENT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro N/A LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<RECOMMENDATION:>>

	<
	<CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
6. In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15096, find that the County as a responsible agency under CEQA has considered the environmental effects of the project as shown in the Environmental Impact Report for the Palomar Community College—North Education Center prepared by the lead agency, before reaching its own conclusion on whether and how to approve the project.
7. Find that there are no substantial changes in the project or in the circumstances under which it is undertaken which involve significant new environmental impacts which were not considered in the previously certified Environmental Impact Report, dated July 8, 2008, and that there is no substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects, and that no new information of substantial importance has become available since the previous environmental document was prepared.
8. Adopt a resolution entitled “Resolution of the Board of Supervisors to Summarily Vacate a Portion of Pankey Road (Vacation No. 2009-0223-A)”.
9. Direct the Clerk of the Board to record the Resolution for Vacation No. 2009-0223-A pursuant to Streets and Highway Code Section 8336. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Slater-Price, seconded by Supervisor Jacob, the Board took action as recommended, on Consent, adopting Resolution No. 11-037, entitled:  RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS TO SUMMARILY VACATE A PORTION OF PANKEY ROAD (VACATION NO. 2009-0223-A).
AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn 


	<<4.>
	<SUBJECT:>
	< MacroButton NoMacro MCCLELLAN-PALOMAR AIRPORT – AMENDMENTS TO AVIATION LEASES WITH PALOMAR AIRPORT CENTER LLC DBA PREMIER JET <(DISTRICT: 5)> >>

	<
	<OVERVIEW:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro McClellan-Palomar Airport, located in Carlsbad (2008 Thomas Guide Page 1127, D3), is a major gateway to and from San Diego’s North County. The Airport provides facilities and services to commercial, corporate and general aviation communities and is home to 341 aircraft.

On December 11, 2002 (13), the Board approved 30-year aviation leases with Palomar Airport Center LLC, operating as Premier Jet, for 14.82 acres at McClellan-Palomar Airport. Since that time, the leases have been amended multiple times for a variety of reasons.  Palomar Airport Center LLC has developed facilities to provide multiple aviation services to airport users.   The leases require rent to be renegotiated every five years to keep current with market rates.  The next adjustment is due in June 2011. 

This is a request to approve the sixth amendment to Contract Number 75628R and the fifth amendment to Contract Number 75629R with Palomar Airport Center LLC.  These amendments will increase monthly rent to reflect current market rates, revise transfer fees, and update lease information.  >>

	<
	<FISCAL IMPACT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro If approved, this request will result in $792 of additional revenue for the County’s Airport Enterprise Fund in Fiscal Year 2010-11.  The funding source is rental payments from the lessee under terms of the amended lease agreements. Revenue will be $233,564 in Fiscal Year 2010-11, and approximately $247,050 in Fiscal Year 2011-12 and Fiscal Year 2012-13. There will be no additional staff years as a result of the proposed action. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<BUSINESS IMPACT STATEMENT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro N/A LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<RECOMMENDATION:>>

	<
	<CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
10. Find, in accordance with Section 15301 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, that the proposed lease amendments are categorically exempt from CEQA review as they involve continuation of an existing use involving negligible or no expansion of use.
11. Approve and authorize Clerk of the Board to execute, upon receipt, three copies of the Sixth Amendment to Aviation Lease with Palomar Airport Center LLC (County Contract Number 75628R).  (4 VOTES)

12. Approve and authorize Clerk of the Board to execute, upon receipt, three copies of the Fifth Amendment to Aviation Lease with Palomar Airport Center LLC (County Contract Number 75629R).  (4 VOTES) LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	
	ACTION:

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

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



	<<5.>
	<SUBJECT:>
	< MacroButton NoMacro ADVERTISE AND AWARD CONTRACT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF FLINN SPRINGS INTERCEPTOR I SEWER REPLACEMENT <(DISTRICT: 2)> >>

	<
	<OVERVIEW:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro Flinn Springs Interceptor I Sewer was constructed in the early 1970’s to transport sewage from Alpine to Lakeside.  The Department of Public Works has completed plans to replace and relocate 4,318 feet of sewer pipeline along Old Highway 80 and Dunbar Lane (2008 Thomas Guide Pages 1233 D-3, E-3).  Replacing the old pipe will allow for efficient transport of wastewater, minimize the chance of sewer spills, and ensure compliance with current pipe flow standards.

This is a request to establish appropriations and approve advertisement and subsequent award, to the lowest responsible bidder, of a contract to replace the Flinn Springs Interceptor I Sewer.  Upon Board approval, the Department of Purchasing and Contracting will advertise and subsequently award a contract for construction. Construction is scheduled to begin in Summer 2011 and be completed in early 2012.
 LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<FISCAL IMPACT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro Funds for this request are not included in Alpine Sanitation District’s Fiscal Year      2010-11 Operational Plan.  If approved, this request will result in FY 2010-11 costs of $1,960,000, including contingency.  The funding source is available fund balance.  There is no impact to the General Fund, no annual cost, and this project will require no additional staff years. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<BUSINESS IMPACT STATEMENT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro N/A  LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<RECOMMENDATION:>>

	<
	<CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
13. Find that the proposed project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as specified under Section 15302 of the State CEQA Guidelines.
14. Establish appropriations of $1,960,000 in the Alpine Sanitation District for the Flinn Springs Interceptor I Sewer project based on fund balance available. (4 VOTES)
15. Authorize the Director, Department of Purchasing and Contracting, to take any action necessary to advertise and award a contract and to take other action authorized by Section 401, et seq. of the Administrative Code with respect to contracting for the construction of the Flinn Springs Interceptor I Sewer.
16. Designate the Director, Department of Public Works, as the County Officer responsible for administering the construction contract, in accordance with Board Policy F-41, Public Works Construction Contracts. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 
>>

	
	ACTION:

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

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



	<<6.>
	<SUBJECT:>
	< MacroButton NoMacro GILLESPIE FIELD INDUSTRIAL PARK – TEN NEW 55-YEAR INDUSTRIAL LEASES <(DISTRICT: 2)> >>

	<
	<OVERVIEW:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro The County of San Diego operates Gillespie Field (2010 Thomas Guide, Page 1251,     D1 & D2), a general aviation airport in El Cajon.  The non-aviation portion of Gillespie Field includes three industrial parks occupied by diverse industrial tenants.  The oldest of these parks, the Gillespie Field Industrial Park, was developed in the late 1970s.
Frank M. Goldberg Family Trust has three leases and Helf Properties, Inc. has seven leases in the Gillespie Field Industrial Park.  These leases were approved by the Board between 1979 and 1983.  Helf Properties, Inc. and Goldberg Family Trust are managed by the same group of partners, and together the leases total 15.85 net acres.  The ten leases have remaining terms ranging between 23 and 28 years.
Frank M. Goldberg Family Trust and Helf Properties, Inc. determined that the remaining term limited their opportunity to recoup the significant investment needed to update the buildings to attract high quality tenants.  They approached the County and negotiated to receive new 55-year leases, with all ten new leases issued under Helf Properties, Inc.  This is a request to approve ten new industrial ground leases with Helf Properties, Inc.  The leases will have a May 1, 2011 commencement date and terminate on April 30, 2066.  Acreage and rent will remain the same as the existing leases.  Helf Properties Inc. will pay Airports a lump sum $914,000 in equity.
 LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<FISCAL IMPACT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro If approved, this request will result in $914,000 of additional revenue to the Airport Enterprise Fund in Fiscal Year 2010-2011.  The funding source for the revenue is equity payments received per terms of the proposed leases.  Revenue from the lease agreements, including rent and equity payment, will be $1,673,786 in Fiscal Year 2010-11, $820,584 in the first subsequent year and $886,218 in the second subsequent year.  There will be no impact to the General Fund and no additional staff years required. 
 >>

	<
	<BUSINESS IMPACT STATEMENT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro One of the purposes of Gillespie Field Industrial Park and its leases is to help provide employment in East County.  Active leases and business investment help fulfill this purpose.  The non-aviation portion of Gillespie Field includes three existing industrial parks occupied by diverse industrial tenants.  The Gillespie Field Industrial Park is one of these industrial parks.  This approximately 51-acre park contains 33 individual ground leases that house numerous light industrial businesses.  A vibrant industrial park with buildings in good repair and home to active businesses enhances the sustainability of the airport system.     LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<RECOMMENDATION:>>

	<
	<CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
17. Find in accordance with Section 15301 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines that proposed leases are categorically exempt from CEQA provisions as they involve continuation of existing uses.

18. Approve and authorize Clerk of the Board to execute, upon receipt, three copies of each of the ten Industrial Leases with Helf Properties, Inc. (4 VOTES) LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	
	ACTION:

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

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



	<<7.>
	<SUBJECT:>
	< MacroButton NoMacro AUTHORIZATION TO APPLY FOR AND ACCEPT  GRANTS FROM THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF RESOURCES RECYCLING AND RECOVERY <(DISTRICTS: ALL)> >>

	<
	<OVERVIEW:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro In 1991, the former California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) (now part of the California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery  or “CalRecycle”), designated the Department of Environmental Health  as the Solid Waste Local Enforcement Agency for permitting, inspection, and enforcement on all solid waste sites throughout San Diego County.  Subsequently, the City of San Diego established its own Local Enforcement Agency.  As of Fiscal Year 2009/2010, the Department of Environmental Health has also served as the Tire Enforcement Agency for the unincorporated areas of the County of San Diego with the responsibilities of investigating illegal tire disposal activities and performing waste tire inspections to ensure compliance with all applicable laws and regulations. In addition, the Department of Environmental Health implements a Household Hazardous Waste program for unincorporated communities in accordance with Public Resources Code, Section 41510. 

This is a request to adopt a Resolution authorizing the application for and acceptance of Local Enforcement Agency Grants (approximately $39,000 annually), Tire Enforcement Agency Grants (up to $300,000 annually) and Household Hazardous Waste Grants (up to $200,000 as available) from CalRecycle for a period of 5 years beginning with the Fiscal Year 2010/2011 Grant Cycle.  The Local Enforcement Agency grants would be utilized to acquire/replace equipment, supplies, training, and technical support.  The Tire Enforcement Agency grants would be utilized to enforce waste tire storage, handling and transportation standards in the unincorporated areas of San Diego County.  The Household Hazardous Waste grants would be used to supplement existing program elements and/or implement pilot collection programs for newly regulated waste streams. 

Additionally, a waiver of Board Policy B-29 with respect to full cost recovery for the implementation of these grants is requested because not all overhead costs are eligible expenses under the Local Enforcement Agency and Household Hazardous Waste grants.  For the Local Enforcement Agency grants, the unfunded overhead costs will be paid from facility annual permit and solid waste tonnage fee revenue.  Unfunded costs under Household Hazardous Waste grants will be recovered through franchise fee revenue.  The waiver does not apply to the Tire Enforcement Grants as those are full cost recovery grants. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<FISCAL IMPACT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro There is no fiscal impact associated with this request in the current fiscal year.  If approved, funds for this request will be included in the Fiscal Year 2011-13 CAO Operational Plan for the Department of Environmental Health.  If future grants are awarded, the amounts of $39,000 from Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) Grants,  up to $300,000 from Tire Enforcement Agency (TEA) Grants and approximately $100,000 from Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) Grants will be budgeted annually.  The funding source for each grant is the California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle).  Any awarded LEA Grant funds will be placed in an interest-bearing account and a separate accounting system will be maintained to track the funds for audit purposes. The LEA Grant not is a full cost recovery grant as program, division, departmental, and external overheads estimated to be $3,600 in will not be reimbursed. TEA and HHW grant funds are distributed on a reimbursement basis. This request will require no additional staff years.  LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<BUSINESS IMPACT STATEMENT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro N/A LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<RECOMMENDATION:>>

	<
	<CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
19. Find in accordance with Section 15061(b)(3) of the State of California               Environmental Quality Act Guidelines that it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the activity in question may have a significant effect on the environment and is, therefore, not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act.
20. Adopt a Resolution entitled “RESOLUTION FOR CALRECYCLE GRANTS (MULTI-YEAR RESOLUTION)”, effective for Fiscal Years 2010/2011 through 2015/2016; a time period not to exceed five (5) years.

21. Authorize the Director, Department of Environmental Health, or his designee, as agent of the County to conduct all negotiations and submit all documents including, but not limited to, applications, contracts, payment requests; and to execute grant agreements upon award of grant funds, including any extensions or amendments thereof that do not materially impact or alter the grant programs or funding levels.
22. Waive Board Policy B-29: Fees, Grants, Revenue Contracts – Department Responsibility for Cost Recovery with respect to full cost recovery for the implementation of these grants.>>

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Slater-Price, seconded by Supervisor Jacob, the Board took action as recommended, on Consent, adopting Resolution No. 11-038, entitled:  RESOLUTION FOR CALRECYCLE GRANTS (MULTI-YEAR RESOLUTION).
AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn 


	<<8.>
	<SUBJECT:>
	< MacroButton NoMacro COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO TRACT NO. 5281-1 (FINAL MAP 15138): APPROVAL OF AMENDMENT TO JOINT AGREEMENT to improve subdivision (including substitution of parties, security and extension of time) LOCATED IN SPRING VALLEY COMMUNITY PLANNING AREA <(DISTRICT: 2)>>>

	<
	<OVERVIEW:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro This project is a subdivision consisting of one condominium lot and a total of 15.88 acres.  It is located in Spring Valley, on the southeast side of Jamacha Blvd. at Pointe Parkway (2009 Thomas Guide, Page 1291, F-1).

This is a request to approve an Amendment to Joint Agreement to Improve Subdivision, which includes Substitution of Parties, Security, and Extension of Time and to ratify the Road Maintenance Agreement.  This request would extend, for a period of two years, the performance completion date of the improvement agreement for TM 5281-1 (Final Map No. 15138).

The new owner obtained the property after foreclosure proceedings and wishes to complete construction of the project.  A two-year extension will ensure responsibility for constructing needed infrastructure, such as streets, drainage, sewer and water facilities.>>

	<
	<FISCAL IMPACT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro N/A>>

	<
	<BUSINESS IMPACT STATEMENT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro N/A>>

	<
	<RECOMMENDATION:>>

	<
	<CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
23. Find that the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Pointe San Diego, SCH No. 88030915, on file in the Department of Public Works, has been completed in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and State and County Guidelines, that the Board has reviewed and considered the information contained therein prior to approving the project, and that the EIR reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the Board; and find that the proposed changes to the project or to the circumstances under which it is undertaken present no significant new environmental impacts not considered in the previously certified EIR, or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects, and that no new information of substantial importance has become available since said the EIR was prepared.

24. Approve and authorize Clerk of the Board to execute Amendment to Joint Agreement to Improve Subdivision including substitution of Parties and Security, and Extension of Time.  This agreement extends time to complete improvements to April 13, 2013 (Attachment B).

25. Authorize the Clerk of the Board to release the original cash deposit from the original Joint Agreement to Improve Major Subdivision approved by the Board on   September 28, 2005 (8), and accept in its place the cash deposit from the new owner (Attachment C).

26. Ratify the Road Maintenance Agreement which was recorded January 27, 2011 as Document No. 2011-0051885 to maintain the interim offsite road improvements for Pointe Parkway under Grading Permit L-14527. >>

	
	ACTION:

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

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



	<<9.>
	<SUBJECT:>
	< MacroButton NoMacro COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO TRACT NO. 5236-1 (PINE CREEK RANCH): APPROVAL OF FINAL MAP LOCATED IN CENTRAL MOUNTAIN COMMUNITY PLANNING AREA <(DISTRICT: 2)> >>

	<
	<OVERVIEW:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro This project is a subdivision consisting of four single-family residential lots, and a total of 108.48-acres.  Pine Creek Ranch is located within the Pine Valley area, southeast of the intersection of Old Highway 80 (SC 1883) and Pine Creek Roadfillin "" \d "" (2009 Thomas Guide, Page 1237, B-5fillin "" \d "").

This project is being brought before the Board for approval of the Final Map. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<FISCAL IMPACT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro N/A LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<BUSINESS IMPACT STATEMENT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro N/A LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<RECOMMENDATION:>>

	<
	<CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
27. Approve this map and accept on behalf of the public a portion of Old Highway 80 (SC 1883) and a portion of Pine Creek Road for use as streets together with the right to extend and maintain drainage facilities, excavation and embankment slopes beyond said right-of-ways all as dedicated on said map.
28. Accept the access rights from the portion of Lot 1 in and to Pine Creek Road except at Access Opening No. 1, and from Lot 2 and Lot 3 in and to Old Highway 80 (SC 1883) except at Access Openings No. 2 and 3, and from Lot 4 in and to Valley View Trail except at Access Opening No. 4 all as relinquished and waived on said map.
29. Accept the Noise Protection Easement over a portion of Lots 2 and 3 as granted on said map.
30. Accept on behalf of the County the Non-Motorized Multi-Use Trail Easement over a portion of Lots 1, 2 and 3 as dedicated on said map. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 
>>

	
	ACTION:

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

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



	<<10.>
	<SUBJECT:>
	<ADMINISTRATIVE ITEM:
 MacroButton NoMacro SECOND CONSIDERATION AND ADOPTION OF ORDINANCES:  TRAFFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS (04/6/2011 - Adopt Recommendations; 04/13/2011 - Second Reading of Ordinances)   
<(DISTRICTS: 2 & 5)> >>

	<
	<OVERVIEW:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro On April 6, 2011 (5), the Board of Supervisors introduced Ordinances for further consideration and adoption on April 13, 2011.

The Traffic Advisory Committee meets every six weeks to review proposed additions, deletions or changes to regulatory traffic controls. Fourteen items were on the Committee's January 28, 2011 meeting agenda. The Committee recommends your action on 12 items; two items were continued. Item 2-C was continued to allow input from the Ramona Community Planning Group. Item 5-A was continued to allow input from the Fallbrook Community Planning Group.

This action requires two steps. On April 6, 2011, the Board will consider 12 Traffic Advisory Committee items. If the Board takes action on April 6, 2011, then on           April 13, 2011, a second reading of four ordinances amending Section 72.169.38., deleting Section 72.215.2., adding Section 72.162.39.3., and adding Section 72.162.39.4. (Items 2-B, 2-H, 5-C and 5-D) would be necessary to implement the Board’s direction. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<FISCAL IMPACT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro Funds for this proposal are included in the Department of Public Works Road Fund current year Operational Plan. If approved, there will be no change in net General Fund cost and require no additional staff years.
 MacroButton NoMacro >>

	<
	<BUSINESS IMPACT STATEMENT:>>

	<
	< MacroButton NoMacro N/A  LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	<
	<RECOMMENDATION:>>

	<
	<TRAFFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE
District 2

2-A. 
Mapleview Street/Lake Jennings Park Road from a point 1,570 feet east of Ashwood Street easterly to Julian Avenue, (2010 Thomas Guide Page 1232, C-3) LAKESIDE -- Direct the existing 50 MPH speed limit be recertified for continued radar speed enforcement.  
2-B. 
Highway 8 Business from the El Cajon City Limit easterly to Lake Jennings Park Road, (2010 Thomas Guide Page 1252, C-1) EL CAJON -- Change  the existing 45 MPH speed limit to 50 MPH and certify for continued radar speed enforcement.
2-D. 
Victoria Drive between the east and west intersections with Alpine Boulevard, (2010 Thomas Guide Page 1234, B-5) ALPINE -- Direct the existing 40 MPH speed limit be certified for radar speed enforcement.  
2-E. 
San Vicente Road from a point one mile east of Wildcat Canyon Road easterly to Barona Mesa Road, (2010 Thomas Guide Page 1173, B-4) RAMONA -- Do not certify the existing 45 MPH speed limit for radar speed enforcement. 

2-F. 
Via Viejas/Via Belota/Via Dieguenos from South Grade Road easterly to Via Palo Verde Lago, (2010 Thomas Guide Page 1254, C-1) ALPINE -- Direct the existing 35 MPH speed limit be recertified for continued radar speed enforcement.  
2-G. 
Tavern Road from South Grade Road northerly to Arnold Way, (2010 Thomas Guide Page 1234, A-6) ALPINE -- Direct the existing 50 MPH speed limit be recertified for continued radar speed enforcement.  
2-H. 
Dehesa Road over Harbison Canyon Creek, (2010 Thomas Guide Page 1253, B-5) DEHESA -- Delete an existing bridge weight limit.   
District 5

5-B. 
East Mission Road and Santa Margarita Drive, (2010 Thomas Guide Page 1027, G-1) FALLBROOK -- Place intersection on the County’s Traffic Signal Priority List.

5-C. 
Rancho Bernardo Road from the San Diego City Limit westerly to Camino Del Norte, (2010 Thomas Guide Page 1169, G-2) 4S RANCH -- Establish a 50 MPH speed limit and direct certification for radar speed enforcement.
5-D. 
Alva Road from Rancho Bernardo Road northerly to End of County Maintenance, (2010 Thomas Guide Page 1169, G-2) 4S RANCH -- Establish a 35 MPH speed limit and direct certification for radar speed enforcement.

5-E. 
Mission Road from State Route 76 northerly to Green Canyon Road (2010 Thomas Guide Page 1048, A-7) FALLBROOK -- Direct the existing 50 MPH speed limit be recertified for continued radar speed enforcement.
5-F. 
Woods Valley Road from a point 900 feet east of Mile Post 1 easterly to North Lake Wohlford Road (2010 Thomas Guide Page 1091, C-5) VALLEY CENTER -- Direct the existing 40 MPH speed limit be recertified for continued radar speed enforcement. 
CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

Adopt Ordinances entitled:
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 72.169.38. OF THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE RELATING TO TRAFFIC REGULATIONS IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO.
AN ORDINANCE DELETING SECTION 72.215.2. OF THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE RELATING TO TRAFFIC REGULATIONS IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO.
AN ORDINANCE ADDING SECTION 72.162.39.3. TO THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE RELATING TO TRAFFIC REGULATIONS IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO.
AN ORDINANCE ADDING SECTION 72.162.39.4. TO THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE RELATING TO TRAFFIC REGULATIONS IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 >>

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Slater-Price, seconded by Supervisor Jacob, the Board took action as recommended, on Consent, adopting the following Ordinances:  

Item 2-B: Ordinance No. 10142 (N.S.) entitled:  AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 72.169.38. OF THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE RELATING TO TRAFFIC REGULATIONS IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;

Item 2-H: Ordinance No. 10143 (N.S.) entitled:  AN ORDINANCE DELETING SECTION 72.215.2. OF THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE RELATING TO TRAFFIC REGULATIONS IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO;
Item 5-C: Ordinance No. 10144 (N.S.) entitled:  AN ORDINANCE ADDING SECTION 72.162.39.3. TO THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE RELATING TO TRAFFIC REGULATIONS IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, and
Item 5-D: Ordinance No. 10145 (N.S.) entitled:  AN ORDINANCE ADDING SECTION 72.162.39.4. TO THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE RELATING TO TRAFFIC REGULATIONS IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO.
AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn


	11.
	SUBJECT:
	 MacroButton NoMacro SECOND CONSIDERATION AND ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE: AN ORDINANCE REPEALING AND REENACTING THE COUNTY BUILDING, ELECTRICAL, PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL CODES AND ADOPTING THE COUNTY RESIDENTIAL CODE; POD 11-001 (DISTRICTS: ALL)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	On April 6, 2011 (2), the Board of Supervisors introduced Ordinance for further consideration and adoption on April 13, 2011.

Every three years the State of California repeals California Code of Regulations, Title 24, also referred to as the California Building Standards Code, in its entirety and adopts and publishes an updated California Building Standards Code.

The purpose of the California Building Standards Code is to protect public health and safety through ensuring safe and sustainable building design and construction.  The codes address fundamental building safety issues such as electrical safety, avoidance of trip hazards, seismic requirements, fire prevention, emergency exiting, and ensuring safe drinking water.  The codes are primarily intended to protect lives; in the event of a natural disaster they will increase the likelihood that a building will not collapse and give building occupants enough time to escape.

New to this publication of the state code is the inclusion of the California Residential Code and California Green Building Code.  The California Residential Code is a new code that combines all code provisions related to dwellings, townhouses, and their accessory structures into a single code book.  The first California Green Building Code went into effect in August 2009 and the 2010 version became effective January 1, 2011.  

The proposed ordinance contains additions, modifications and deletions to the California Building Standards Code that County staff has determined are necessary because of San Diego County's climatic, geological and topographical conditions.  The proposed ordinance continues the local amendments found in the County Building Code for the use of fire resistant construction materials and techniques, as approved by your Board in  June 2004 and January 2008, in response to the 2003 and 2007 Wildfires.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	 MacroButton NoMacro There is no fiscal impact associated with these recommendations. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 

	
	BUSINESS IMPACT STATEMENT:

	
	 MacroButton NoMacro The adoption of the California Residential Code would benefit the business community by consolidating code requirements and reducing the number of codes books that home builders would need to purchase. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
1. Adopt Ordinance entitled:

AN ORDINANCE REPEALING AND REENACTING THE COUNTY BUILDING, ELECTRICAL, PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL CODES AND ADOPTING THE COUNTY RESIDENTIAL CODE.

2. Direct the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to provide a certified copy of the adopted ordinance repealing and reenacting the County Building, Electrical, Plumbing, and Mechanical Codes and Adopting the County Residential Code together with the associated findings to the California Building Standards Commission pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 17958.7. LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 

 LISTNUM  \l 1 \s 0 

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Slater-Price, seconded by Supervisor Jacob, the Board took action as recommended, on Consent, adopting Ordinance No. 10146 (N.S.), entitled: AN ORDINANCE REPEALING AND REENACTING THE COUNTY BUILDING, ELECTRICAL, PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL CODES AND ADOPTING THE COUNTY RESIDENTIAL CODE.
AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater-Price, Roberts, Horn


	<<12.>
	<SUBJECT:>
	<CLOSED SESSION (CARRYOVER FROM 4/12/11 AGENDA          NO. 19) (DISTRICTS: ALL)

>>

	<
	<OVERVIEW:>>

	<
	A. <CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION

(Subdivision (a) of Government Code section 54956.9

Kenneth Fisher v. Jeffrey Houser, et al.; United States District Court, Southern District of California, No. 09-CV-2572-JM (BGS)

B. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION

(Subdivision (a) of Government Code section 54956.9

Estate of Jesus Manzo, et al. v. County of San Diego, et al.; United States District Court, Southern District of California, No. 06-CV-0060 BTM (WMc)

C. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION

(Subdivision (a) of Government Code section 54956.9

Melissa Simon v. Deputy Tony Bailey, et al.; San Diego County Superior Court No. 37-2009-00094496-CU-PO-CTL 
D. 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) 

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 LABOR NEGOTIATORS

(Government Code section 54957.6)

Designated Representatives:  Willie Cook, Susan Brazeau

Employee Organizations:  All>>

	
	ACTION:

	
	In closed session on Tuesday, April 12, 2011, the Board of Supervisors took the following action with respect to Item 12D:

Claims of Patrick & Elsa Major, a matter involving a former burn ash/dumpsite in the East County area, on which the claimants’ residence is located.  By vote of all 5 members of the Board present and voting “Aye,” the Board authorized the County to enter into settlement with the claimants to resolve all of their claims and to avoid a potential lawsuit through the sale of their property, subject to covenants and restrictions.  The County, through its insurance carrier, will make up the difference between the sale price and the stipulated appraised value of the property, and the County’s insurance carrier will cover the cost of sale.
>>


The Clerk noted the following:

On March 16, 2011, the Board set a hearing for April 13, 2011 to consider approving the acquisition of the 794-acre property from Villages at Rockwood San Diego, LLC.  This matter has been withdrawn and will not be heard.

There being no further business, the Board adjourned at 4:51 p.m. in the memory of Harry Wills and Vivian Doering.
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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