STATEMENT OF PROCEEDINGS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

REGULAR MEETING - PLANNING AND LAND USE MATTERS

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 30, 2003, 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; Ron Roberts; Bill Horn; also Thomas J. Pastuszka, Clerk.

Approval of Board of Supervisors Statement of Proceedings/Minutes for meetings of April 2, 2003 and April 9, 2003.

ACTION: 

ON MOTION of Supervisor Slater, seconded by Supervisor Jacob, the Board of Supervisors approved the Statement of Proceedings/Minutes for the meetings of April 2, 2003 and April 9, 2003.

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts, Horn

AFTERNOON SESSION: Meeting was called to order at 2:12 p.m.

Board of Supervisors’ Agenda Items

	1.
	NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:

RESCISSION OF BOARD OF SUPERVISORS POLICY I-59, LARGE SCALE PROJECT REVIEW, POD 02-09 AND REVISIONS TO POLICY I-63, GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT AND ZONING GUIDELINES, POD 01-02 



	2.
	NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE RELATING TO WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATION FACILITIES (POD 01-03) 



	3.
	NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE, THE COUNTY CODE, AND THE RESOURCE PROTECTION ORDINANCE TO ELIMINATE THE NEED FOR COUNTY PARKS TO OBTAIN A MAJOR USE PERMIT (POD 01-05) 



	4.
	NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:

APPEAL OF SITE PLAN S99-047 FOR ALPINE VILLAGE CENTER, ALPINE COMMUNITY PLANNING AREA 



	5.
	UPDATE ON IMPACTS OF TRIBAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS IN SAN DIEGO COUNTY  

(TIME CERTAIN 2:00 PM)



	6.
	APPOINTMENTS TO THE PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW BOARD 



	7.
	APPROVAL OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO AND BACK COUNTRY LAND TRUST FOR LAND ACQUISITION IN WRIGHT’S FIELD (APOLLO PROPERTY), ALPINE 

[FUNDING SOURCE(S): COUNTY MULTIPLE SPECIES CONSERVATION PLAN GENERAL FUNDS AND FISCAL YEAR 2002-2003 DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION GENERAL FUNDS]

(4 VOTES)



	8.
	AIRPORTS – ACCEPT FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION AND TRANSPORTATION SECURITY ADMINISTRATION GRANT FUNDS 

(4 VOTES)



	9.
	FISCAL YEAR 2003-04 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT AND TRANSNET BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES GRANT APPLICATIONS



	10.
	ADVERTISE AND AWARD CONTRACT AND APPROVE AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF ESCONDIDO FOR CONSTRUCTION OF VALLEY CENTER ROAD SOUTH PHASE I 

[FUNDING SOURCE(S): UNANTICIPATED REVENUE FROM TRANSNET ($10,023,165), WITH CITY OF ESCONDIDO REIMBURSEMENT (ESTIMATE: $2,200,000), RINCON SAN LUISENO BAND OF MISSION INDIANS ($727,835) AND THE PAUMA/YUIMA BAND OF MISSION INDIANS ($129,000)]

(4 VOTES)



	11.
	ADVERTISE AND AWARD CONTRACT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF ESTRELLA DRIVE STORM DRAIN IMPROVEMENTS 

[FUNDING SOURCE(S): GAS TAX, WITH APPROPRIATIONS OF $90,000 FROM THE ROAD MAINTENANCE CULVERT PROJECT BUDGET AND FUND BALANCE OF $85,000]

(4 VOTES)



	12.
	STARLIGHT TERRACE PETITION FOR STREET LIGHTS, SPRING VALLEY AREA 



	13.
	SET HEARING FOR 6/11/03

ACQUISITION OF ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER 402-350-60 (PETERS) 

[FUNDING SOURCE(S): ENVIRONMENTAL TRUST FUND]



	14.
	SET HEARING FOR 6/11/03

ESCONDIDO CREEK WATERSHED – SET A HEARING FOR ACQUISITION OF ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NO. 223-110-30 (TUNSTALL) 

[FUNDING SOURCE(S): CALTRANS TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES (TEA) GRANT MATCHED WITH COUNTY MSCP GENERAL FUNDS PREVIOUSLY BUDGETED IN CAPITAL PROJECT KA 0551 – ESCONDIDO CREEK ACQUISITIONS]



	15.
	APPROVE APPOINTMENTS TO THE COMPREHENSIVE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY COMMITTEE



	16.
	ADMINISTRATIVE ITEM:

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO TRACT NO. 5065-1: APPROVAL OF FINAL MAP AND SECURED AGREEMENT FOR PUBLIC AND PRIVATE IMPROVEMENTS LOCATED IN BONSALL PLANNING AREA 



	17.
	ADMINISTRATIVE ITEM:

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO TRACT NO. 5232-1: APPROVAL OF FINAL MAP AND SECURED AGREEMENT FOR PUBLIC AND PRIVATE IMPROVEMENTS LOCATED IN VALLEY CENTER COMMUNITY PLANNING AREA



	18.
	ADMINISTRATIVE ITEM:

SECOND CONSIDERATION AND ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE: TRAFFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS



	19.
	CLOSED SESSION

(CARRYOVER FROM 4/29/03 AGENDA ITEM NO. 30)



	20.
	PRESENTATIONS/AWARDS



	21.
	PUBLIC COMMUNICATION


	1.
	SUBJECT:
	NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:

RESCISSION OF BOARD OF SUPERVISORS POLICY I-59, LARGE SCALE PROJECT REVIEW, POD 02-09 AND REVISIONS TO POLICY I-63, GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT AND ZONING GUIDELINES, POD 01-02 (DISTRICT: ALL) 

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	The project is the proposed rescission of Board of Supervisors Policy I-59, Large Scale Project Review and a proposed revision to Board of Supervisors Policy I-63, General Plan Amendment (GPA) and Zoning Guidelines.  In addition to other provisions, Policy I-59 defines a large scale project and requires the preparation of a Specific Plan before discretionary permits, necessary to accommodate a large scale project, are approved.  Policy I-63 establishes guidelines for processing proposed amendments to the County General Plan and associated zone reclassifications.  The proposed revisions to I-63 would change the procedures for authorizing General Plan Amendments to specify that the Director of Planning and Land Use, the Planning Commission or the Board of Supervisors must initiate any amendment to the General Plan.  

Policy I-59 and Policy I-63 have sunset dates, which call for a routine and systematic evaluation and reconsideration of the policy, of December 31, 2002.  In addition, on March 14, 2001 (6), the Board directed a review of Board Policy I-63. 

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	N/A

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	PLANNING COMMISSION:

1. Find that the proposed projects are exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as specified under Section 15061(b)(3) of the State Guidelines for the reasons detailed in the Notices of Exemption dated January 13, 2003 on file with the Department of Planning and Land Use, Project Numbers POD 01-02 and POD 02-09 (Attachment E).

2. Rescind Board of Supervisors Policy I-59, Large Scale Project Review (Attachment A).

3. Adopt revised Board of Supervisors Policy I-63, General Plan Amendment and Zoning Guidelines, as shown on the attached draft policy (Attachment B). 

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND LAND USE:
The Department concurs with the Planning Commission.

	
	ACTION:

	
	Adding a recommendation to add to the revisions to Policy I-63 that “the Director of Planning and Land Use, upon receiving an application for a privately initiated general plan amendment shall immediately notify and solicit comments from the appropriate community planning and sponsor group.  The Director shall remand a decision within 45 days of submittal of an application,” ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater, the Board of Supervisors closed the hearing and took action as recommended.

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	2.
	SUBJECT:
	NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE RELATING TO WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATION FACILITIES (POD 01-03) (DISTRICT: ALL)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	On January 23, 2001 (15), the Board directed the Chief Administration Officer to draft a Board Policy with input from Industry and Planning Group representatives to establish development standards or guidelines for siting wireless telecommunication facilities to include, but not limited to, the following:

1. Strict design standards, particularly in residential areas, and prohibiting steel towers in residential zones;

2. Preference given to locating antennas in commercial or industrial zones;

3. Preference given to applicants to locate antennas on public buildings or existing structures;

4. Co-locate with other providers when the concept is the preferred method of the community;

5. Design facilities that are consistent with community character, i.e., stealth sites such as chimneys, steeples, flagpoles, light poles, clock towers, painting, screening or masking as determined through the Community Design Review standards.

The attached draft ordinance (Attachment B) is brought forward in response to the Board’s direction.  The Ordinance would replace CP-14, the Department of Planning and Land Use’s Policy on wireless facilities and amend the Zoning Ordinance by adding Sections 6980 through 6991.  It consists of definitions, application requirements, application processing regulations, preferred and non-preferred zones and locations, design regulations, maintenance requirements, discontinuance of use regulations and an amortization schedule for certain facilities not in conformance with the new ordinance.

The Ordinance was developed over a period of several months and many of the regulations are the result of outreach meetings held with the industry and Planning and Sponsor Group representatives as well as other interested parties.  Formal meetings were held with industry representatives on February 27, 2001, March 1, 2001, May 24, 2001, August 21, 2001, and February 12, 2003.  Meetings with Planning and Sponsor Group representatives were held on March 7, 2001, May 30, 2001, and August 22, 2001.  Along with these formal meetings, meetings with individual industry, Planning and Sponsor Group representatives and other interested parties have been held throughout the process.  Prior to the 60-day public review period that began on April 10, 2002, draft ordinances were distributed to both groups for comment and further refinement.  Following the public review period, additional comments were incorporated into the ordinance.  Planning Commission hearings on the Ordinance were held on August 23, 2002, October 18, 2002 and January 3, 2003, during which time further refinements to the Ordinance were made.  Prior to docketing this Board letter, an additional 30-day public review period was provided.

The processing regulations are divided into four tiers, based upon the type of facility, degree of visibility, location and height of the facility.  The purpose of the tier system is to offer incentives to site such facilities in commercial and industrial zones and to minimize visibility.  Tier 1 would require an Administrative Site Plan with no formal community review.  Tier 2 would require a Site Plan with community review.  Tier 3 would require a Minor Use Permit and Tier 4 would require a Major Use Permit.  

The Commission is recommending that Major Use Permits be required for facilities proposed for residential and rural zones, with the exception that communities and providers be encouraged to work together to develop community master plans and that the preferred zones and locations identified in the ordinance be replaced by zones and locations identified in the master plan for each community with an adopted master plan.  Projects in conformance with the master plan would be reviewed under the Tier 2 (Site Plan with community review) process in all zones.  The Chief Administrative Officer does not concur with the Major Use Permit requirement, since the same criteria can be applied at lower cost through Minor Use Permits.  Additionally, the environmental documents are already appealable to the Board of Supervisors.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	N/A

	
	BUSINESS IMPACT STATEMENT:

	
	Adoption of the proposed ordinance will provide incentives to place wireless facilities in commercial and industrial zones and may allow wireless providers a faster and more clearly defined process for obtaining permit approval for proposed facilities.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	PLANNING COMMISSION:

1. Find that the project is categorically exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) under CEQA Guidelines Section 15308 (Actions by Regulatory Agencies for Protection of the Environment).

2. Adopt the attached Form of Ordinance (Attachment B):


AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE RELATING TO WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES.

CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER:

Concur with the Planning Commission with the following exception and additions

(Attachment C):

1. Require Minor Use Permits rather than Major Use Permits in Residential and Rural Zones.

2. Add an application requirement that all proposed facilities under 1200 Megahertz submit certain FCC information to be reviewed by the Sheriff to ensure that there is no interference with the Regional Communication System.

3. Add homeowners associations representing at least 4,000 residents and 5,000 acres as eligible to develop and submit a Wireless Community Master Plan.

4. Add language excluding facilities proposed in County parks from certain requirements for non-preferred sites when the Director of Parks and Recreation has issued a letter of concurrence.  

5. Add minor changes to clarify regulations relating to screening with walls and fences.

	
	ACTION:

	
	Adding a recommendation to require Major Use Permits rather than a Minor Use Permits in Residential and Rural zones in accordance with the Planning Commission recommendation; directing the Chief Administrative Officer to return to the Board at a later date with an amendment regarding the bundling of multiple applications from the same provider; directing the Chief Administrative Officer to determine if there is a way to keep the boxed installations out of road right-of-ways and to allow more flexibility on the placement in order to screen them in some way; directing that the Chief Administrative Officer clarify the process for appealing a Parks Department decision not to allow the location of a wireless facility within a park to the Board of Supervisors; ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Cox, the Board of Supervisors closed the hearing and took action as recommended by the Chief Administrative Officer, adopting Ordinance No. 9549 (N.S.), entitled: AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE RELATING TO WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES.

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater

NOES:  Roberts, Horn

	

	

	3.
	SUBJECT:
	NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE, THE COUNTY CODE, AND THE RESOURCE PROTECTION ORDINANCE TO ELIMINATE THE NEED FOR COUNTY PARKS TO OBTAIN A MAJOR USE PERMIT (POD 01-05) (DISTRICT: ALL) 

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	Currently, County parks that were not developed or at least partially improved and in use as a public park prior to July 22, 1983 are required to obtain a Major Use Permit for development or improvement.  The purpose of these amendments is to eliminate the Major Use Permit requirement while ensuring that any development or improvement of a County park remains subject to environmental protections, including those set forth in the Groundwater and Resource Protection Ordinances.  This action would result in a more cost effective means for the Department of Parks and Recreation to develop or improve a park while ensuring that environmental requirements continue to be met and public review of park development or improvements and environmental analysis continues. 

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	The proposed amendment would result in a savings of public funds as it would eliminate the cost of processing Major Use Permits and Major Use Permit modifications and the cost to the Department of Parks and Recreation to prepare the applications for those permits and public hearings.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	PLANNING COMMISSION: 

1. Find, on the basis of the whole record that there is no substantial evidence that the project will have a significant effect on the environment.  Consider the Negative Declaration dated August 29, 2002, on file with the Department of Planning and Land Use as Environmental Review Number 02-00-001, together with comments received during public review, and adopt it, finding that it reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the Board of Supervisors (Attachment B).

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

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE, THE COUNTY CODE, AND THE RESOURCE PROTECTION ORDINANCE TO ELIMINATE THE NEED FOR COUNTY PARKS TO OBTAIN A MAJOR USE PERMIT

Submit the Ordinance for further Board consideration and adoption (second reading) on May 7, 2003.

3. Adopt a Board Policy allowing appeals of proposed park development or improvements to be heard by the Planning Commission at the time a final concept plan is developed and at the end of the environmental review process and that the Planning Commission base its determination upon the findings required for a Major Use Permit.

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND LAND USE:

1. Concur with the Planning Commission regarding recommendations 1 and 2.

2. Direct the Department of Parks and Recreation to enact an in-house policy to hold a public meeting for any park development or improvements that would have formerly required a Major Use Permit or Major Use Permit Modification.

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater, the Board of Supervisors continued the Hearing to May 7, 2003 at the request of the Chief Administrative Officer, on Consent. 

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	4.
	SUBJECT:
	NOTICED PUBLIC HEARING:

APPEAL OF SITE PLAN S99-047 FOR ALPINE VILLAGE CENTER, ALPINE COMMUNITY PLANNING AREA (DISTRICT:  2)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	This is an appeal filed by Save Our Forest and Ranchlands (SOFAR) of the Planning Commission March 28, 2003 approval of Site Plan S99-047 for a 70,246 square-foot shopping center with grocery store, retail shops and restaurants and Certification of associated Environmental Impact Report and Adoption of Statement of Overriding Considerations on property located on the southeast corner of Alpine Boulevard and South Grade Road within the Alpine Community Planning Area.  The General Plan Designation is (21) Specific Plan Area (Alpine Highlands Specific Plan, SP 78-05) and the zoning is C36 General Commercial Use Regulations.

SOFAR has cited three primary reasons for justification of its appeal of the Planning Commission decision.  They are: the EIR fails to comply with the California Environmental Quality Act; the project is inconsistent with the San Diego County General Plan; and applicable findings are inadequate.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	N/A

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	PLANNING COMMISSION

Deny the Appeal and grant Site Plan S99-047 that makes the appropriate findings and includes those requirements and conditions necessary to ensure the project is implemented in a manner consistent with The Zoning Ordinance, certify the Environmental Impact Report prepared for this project and adopt the Statement of Overriding Considerations.

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND LAND USE
The Department concurs with the Planning Commission.

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors closed the hearing and took action as recommended.

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts

ABSENT:  Horn

	

	

	5.
	SUBJECT:
	UPDATE ON IMPACTS OF TRIBAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS IN SAN DIEGO COUNTY  (DISTRICT: ALL)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	The April 2003 report entitled Update on Impacts of  Tribal Economic Development Projects in San Diego County is the second comprehensive report presented to the Board on this topic. On November 1, 2000 (1), staff presented the report entitled Report on the Potential Impacts of Tribal Gaming on Northern and Eastern San Diego County.  On that day, the Board took several actions, including directing that the Report be updated every six months.  So many events took place after November 1, 2000 that the first draft update report could not sent to the Tribes for review until July 2001.  In their comments, the Tribes stated they felt the update did not present gaming projects as tribal government projects; did not adequately present the benefits of tribal enterprises; and did not treat each Tribe as a unique government, with unique history and needs.  As a result, the draft was significantly revised to address the Tribes’ concerns and sent to them in April 2002 for review; after many revisions, it was sent out for a 45-day public review period in August 2002.  Comments received were reviewed and the final report is ready for your Board’s consideration.  

The Board is requested to receive the April 2003 Report entitled Update on Impacts of  Tribal Economic Development Projects in San Diego County; direct the Chief Administrative Officer to implement the recommendations contained in Chapters 4 through 6, except for those related to Compact Renegotiations and the Special Distribution Fund; direct the Chief Administrative Officer to consult with the Tribes on the following: 1) The County’s concerns related to the 1999 Tribal-State Gaming Compact (Compact); and 2)  Distribution of money from the Special Distribution Fund.  

The Board is also asked to direct the Chief Administrative Officer to develop government-to-government protocols with Tribes to ensure a process for resolving jurisdictional issues and building partnerships.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	This item has no fiscal impact.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

1. Receive the report entitled Update on Impacts of Tribal Economic Development Projects in San Diego County (Report), dated April 2003, and the Errata Sheet, dated April 17, 2003.

2. Direct the Chief Administrative Officer to implement the “Future Considerations” contained in Chapters 4 through 6 of the Report, except for Section 6.4.1 (Compact Renegotiations).

3. Direct the Chief Administrative Officer to consult with the Tribes on Section 6.4.1 (Compact Renegotiations) of the Report. 

4. Direct the Chief Administrative Officer to consult with the Tribes on issues related to the distribution of money from the Special Distribution Fund.

5. Direct the Chief Administrative Officer to develop protocols for government-to-government relations between County and tribal governments.

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Roberts, the Board of Supervisors took action as recommended.

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts

ABSENT:  Horn

	

	6.
	SUBJECT:
	APPOINTMENTS TO THE PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW BOARD (DISTRICT:  ALL)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	The Planning and Environmental Review Board acts as the approving authority for certain subdivision maps and major use permits and has the duties, powers and responsibilities established by various ordinances of the County and by State Law and as established in the San Diego County Procedures for Environmental Impact Review pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act.  The review board consists of a Planner member, Engineer member and Environmental member who are qualified County employees.  Members and their alternates are nominated by the Directors of the Departments of Planning and Land Use and Public Works.  Nominations have been approved by the Chief Administrative Officer and are being forwarded to your Board for appointment.

This is a request to make new appointments to the Planning and Environmental Review Board.  This request is being made because of changes in assignments and staffing in the Departments of Planning and Land Use and Public Works.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	No funding is required.  If approved, this request will result in no current year cost, no annual cost and will not require the addition of staff years.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER:

1. Appoint Jeff Murphy, Regional Planner, to replace Trish Boaz as the Second Alternate Planning Member on the Planning and Environmental Board.
2. Appoint John Thomas, Senior Civil Engineer, to replace Bruce Steele as the Primary Engineer Member on the Planning and Environmental Review Board.

3. Appoint Patricia Peterson, County Lighting District Manager/Assessment Engineer, to replace Gary Andrews as the First Alternate Engineer Member on the Planning and Environmental Review Board.

4. Appoint Patricia Smith, Civil Engineer, to replace Patricia Peterson as the Second Alternate Engineer Member on the Planning and Environmental Review Board.

5. Appoint Brendan McNabb, Project Manager, as the Third Alternate Engineer Member on the Planning and Environment Review Board. 

6. Appoint LeAnn Carmichael, Regional Planner, to replace Kaylene Fleming as the Third Alternate Environmental Member on the Planning and Environmental Board.

	
	ACTION:

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

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	7.
	SUBJECT:
	APPROVAL OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO AND BACK COUNTRY LAND TRUST FOR LAND ACQUISITION IN WRIGHT’S FIELD (APOLLO PROPERTY), ALPINE (DISTRICT: 2)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	On October 27, 1999 (1), at the request of Supervisor Dianne Jacob, the Board of Supervisors directed the Chief Administrative Officer to work with the Back Country Land Trust (Trust) to identify supplemental funding for existing Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation Program grant funds to acquire land in the Wright's Field area of Alpine, within the pre-approved area of the County’s Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP) Subarea Plan, Metro-Lakeside-Jamul segment.

On December 13, 2000 (12), the Board of Supervisors approved $350,000 as grant match funding for the purchase of additional property in Wright’s Field.  Included in that Board action was approval of an agreement (Contract 38005) with the Back Country Land Trust for disbursement of the $350,000 to the Trust.  This funding is encumbered in the Department of Parks and Recreation.  

This requested action will approve a new agreement with the Trust for the transfer of $250,000 of MSCP General Funds which were approved by the Board on September 19, 2000 (12); and authorize an additional $200,000 of existing budgeted Department of Parks and Recreation General Funds to contribute to the purchase, as estimated property values have risen since the grant application was submitted.  Under the terms of the proposed new agreement, the original $350,000 agreement (Contract 38005) will be rescinded, and its funding will be included in the new agreement, bringing the total funding in the new agreement to $800,000.  County funds can now be transferred to the escrow account on behalf of the Trust, as a willing seller has been identified. 

Funding being contributed for the purchase of the property in this requested action is provided by previously budgeted MSCP General Funds available in Capital Project KA9500 – MSCP Acquisitions, and General Funds available in the Fiscal Year 2002-2003 Department of Parks and Recreation budget.  This request will approve the administrative actions necessary to transfer funding to the Department of Parks and Recreation, and approve a new agreement in the amount of $800,000 with the Back Country Land Trust for the purchase of approximately 120 acres of land in Wright’s Field (Apollo property, Thomas Brothers page 1254, B-1 and B-2), with a two-year option to purchase approximately 133 acres of additional land in Wright’s Field.  The action to transfer funds to the Department from the Capital Outlay Fund is necessary because the property to be acquired will not be owned by the County and, therefore, acquisition costs cannot be capitalized.  As in prior purchases, property acquired with this funding will be owned, operated and maintained by the Trust pursuant to provisions of the agreement.  Upon approval of the recommended action, a total of approximately 230 acres will be owned and preserved as open space and habitat by the Trust.  In addition, according to the terms of the agreement, MSCP credits earned in exchange for the acquisition of the property will be retained by the County.  

Of the total $800,000 requested to fund the proposed new agreement, $600,000 has been approved for this purpose by previous Board actions.  Other than the remaining $200,000 in budgeted Department of Parks and Recreation funding being requested in this action, there will be no additional cost to the General Fund resulting from this proposal.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	Funds for this request in the amount of $250,000 are budgeted in the Capital Outlay Fund and will be transferred to the Department of Parks and Recreation by this action.  Funds in the amount of $550,000 have been previously budgeted in the Department of Parks and Recreation.  If approved, under the terms of the proposed agreement, total funding of $800,000 will then be deposited into escrow on behalf of the Back Country Land Trust for purchase of land in the Wright’s Field (Apollo) area of Alpine.  The funding source is County Multiple Species Conservation Plan General Funds and Fiscal Year 2002-2003 Department of Parks and Recreation General Funds.  If approved, this request will result in $800,000 current year cost ($600,000 previously approved, $200,000 requested in this action), no annual cost and will require the addition of no staff years.  Land acquired will be owned, managed and maintained by the Trust.  Other than the $200,000 in budgeted Department funding being requested in this action, there will be no additional cost to the General Fund resulting from this proposal.



	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

1. Find in accordance with Section 15325 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines that the transfer of funds to the Back Country Land Trust for the purchase of land for preservation of open space and habitat is categorically exempt from CEQA.

2. Cancel appropriations and related Operating Transfer from the General Fund in the amount of $250,000 in Capital Project KA9500 – MSCP Acquisition, to provide funds for deposit into escrow on behalf of the Back Country Land Trust for acquisition of property in Wright’s Field (Apollo).

3. Establish appropriations in the amount of $250,000 in the Department of Parks and Recreation (Contributions to Other Agencies), based on fund balance made available from the cancellation of the operating transfer.  (4 VOTES)

4. Authorize the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to execute the Agreement between the County of San Diego and Back Country Land Trust which provides for the County to pay the Trust by depositing $800,000 in the escrow account for the Trust's acquisition of the land in Wright's Field (Apollo) in Alpine.

	
	ACTION:

	
	Adding the following recommendations: 1) Direct the Chief Administrative Officer to work with the Alpine Community Planning Group, the Back Country Land Trust and other interested parties in the community to locate sites within the Alpine Community Planning Area for active recreational facilities; and, 2) Investigate and specifically determine if there is any land available on Wright’s Field for active recreation, ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater, the Board of Supervisors took action as recommended, on Consent.

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	8.
	SUBJECT:
	AIRPORTS – ACCEPT FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION AND TRANSPORTATION SECURITY ADMINISTRATION GRANT FUNDS (DISTRICT: 2, 5)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	Ramona Airport

Ramona Airport is a general aviation airport two miles west of the community of Ramona.  The airport serves as the base for the California Department of Forestry and the U.S. Forest Service fire air attack squadrons. The Airport Improvement Plan calls for runway, taxiway and apron improvements to ensure safe takeoffs and landings by fire attack aircraft to enhance the fire fighting capability for the region. The project was complicated by the need for environmental mitigation and protection of the Stephen’s kangaroo rat habitat. The project was completed in October 2002 and cost nearly $9 million to complete.

Funding sources for the project were Federal Aviation Administration grants, State grants, and the County’s Airport Enterprise Fund. The Federal Aviation Administration is offering the County an additional $873,469 to cover additional costs incurred during construction. This funding will bring the total Federal contribution to $6,696,597. 

McClellan Palomar Airport

McClellan-Palomar Airport is located within the City of Carlsbad and is one of the busiest single-runway airports in the nation, serving general aviation, corporate aviation and commercial service flights.  To prevent acts of terror, the Transportation Security Administration requires Law Enforcement Officer presence at security screening checkpoints for commercial service flights.  County Sheriff is currently providing this service. Transportation Security Administration has offered Airports $391,706 in reimbursements for the cost of this service.

This is a request to establish appropriations based on unanticipated revenue from the Federal Aviation Administration and the Transportation Security Administration totaling $1,265,175. Receipt of these funds will minimize total County Airport Enterprise Fund expenditure for the completed Ramona Airport improvements and provide reimbursement for law enforcement costs at McClellan Palomar Airport.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	Funds for this request are not included in the Airport Enterprise Fund Spending Plan. Funding sources are Federal Aviation Administration ($873,469) and Transportation Security Administration ($391,706). If approved, these actions will result in current year increased cost and revenue totaling $1,265,175. Annual cost for law enforcement officers at McClellan Palomar are estimated at approximately $360,000, subject to contract negotiations and Federal regulations, and are anticipated to be partially offset by funding from the Transportation Security Administration. No additional staff years will be required.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

1. Find in accordance with Section 15060(c)(3) of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines that the proposed actions are categorically exempt from CEQA because the activities are not a project as defined in Section 15378.


2. Approve and Authorize the Director, Department of Public Works, to submit all documents including, but not limited to, applications, contracts, payment requests, agreements and amendments, which may be necessary to secure grant funds. 

3. Establish appropriations of $873,469 in the Airport Enterprise Fund for the Ramona Runway Extension Project based on unanticipated revenue from the Federal Aviation Administration. (4 VOTES)

4. Establish appropriations of $391,706 in the Airport Enterprise Fund for law enforcement services based on unanticipated revenue from the Transportation Security Administration. (4 VOTES)

	
	ACTION:

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

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts, Horn

	

	9.
	SUBJECT:
	FISCAL YEAR 2003-04 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT AND TRANSNET BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES GRANT APPLICATIONS (DISTRICTS: 1, 2 & 5)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	Each year SANDAG, acting as Regional Transportation Commission, allocates Transportation Development Act and TransNet funds for bikeway and pedestrian projects.  Department of Public Works annually requests Board authority to submit a Grant application to secure funding for County projects.

Projects proposed for submission this year in the Fallbrook, Spring Valley, Jacumba, Dehesa and Sweetwater areas are as follows:

1. Pasadena Avenue Sidewalk - Fallbrook, District 5: Install sidewalks along the east side of Pasadena Avenue from Elder Street to Ivy Street in the vicinity of Maie Ellis School (Thomas Guide page 1027; F-2, 2003 edition); Grant:  $64,530 

2. Plaza Bonita Road Bike Path - Sweetwater, District 1: Construct a bike path on Plaza Bonita Road from the terminus of the existing bike path in National City to the County of San Diego Western Staging Area at the intersection with Bonita Road. This is a joint application with the city of National City (Thomas Guide page 1290 D-4, 2003 edition); Grant: $680,920 

3. Old Highway 80 Sidewalk - Jacumba, District 2: Construct a pedestrian path off of the traveled way of Old Highway 80 connecting the library to the Post Office and Sheriff Station, as well as businesses to the west (Thomas Guide page 1300 G-5, 2003 edition); Grant: $46,000

4. San Juan Street Sidewalk - Spring Valley, District 2: Complete the missing sidewalk in front of 9924 San Juan Street (Thomas Guide page 1271 D-5, 2003 edition); Grant: $96,500

5. Dehesa Road Bike Lane - Dehesa, District 2: Install bike lanes along Dehesa Road from Harbison Canyon Road to Sycuan Road (Thomas Guide page 1253 B-5, 2003 edition); Grant: $245,239

6. South Barcelona Street Sidewalk - Spring Valley, District 2: Install sidewalk on South Barcelona Street from Campo Road to State Route 94 (Thomas Guide 1271 D-5, 2003 edition); Grant: $118,764 

Bicycle and pedestrian construction projects aid the region in meeting its air quality goals, help conserve scarce energy resources, and benefit the walking and cycling public. 

This is a request to approve submittal of FY 03-04 bicycle and pedestrian projects to SANDAG for funding consideration. Projects approved by SANDAG for funding will be included in the Department of Public Works proposed FY 03-04 Detailed Work Program to be submitted to the Board during FY 2003-04 budget process.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	Each year, funds for bicycle and pedestrian projects are budgeted based on anticipated Transportation Development Act and TransNet revenue.  If approved by SANDAG, projects will be included in the Fiscal Year 2003-04 Department of Public Works Detailed Work Program.  This request will result in no current year cost, up to $1,251,953 subsequent year cost and revenue, and no additional staff years.  Local matching funds are not required.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

1. Find, in accordance with Section 15060(c)(3) of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, that the application for funding is exempt from CEQA because the activity is not a project as defined in Section 15378 of the CEQA Guidelines.  

2. Adopt a resolution entitled “Resolution Authorizing Submittal of Grant Applications for State FY 03-04 Transportation Development Act (TDA) and Transportation Sales Tax (TransNet) Funds to Design and Construct Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities.” 

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater, the Board of Supervisors took action as recommended, on Consent, adopting Resolution No. 03-075, entitled: RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING SUBMITTAL OF GRANT APPLICATIONS FOR STATE FY 03-04 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) AND TRANSPORTATION SALES TAX (TRANSNET) FUNDS TO DESIGN AND CONSTRUCT BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES.

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	10.
	SUBJECT:
	ADVERTISE AND AWARD CONTRACT AND APPROVE AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF ESCONDIDO FOR CONSTRUCTION OF VALLEY CENTER ROAD SOUTH PHASE I (DISTRICT: 5)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	This project involves the widening of a two mile portion of Valley Center Road beginning one half mile south of the Escondido City limits and terminating approximately one mile south of Banbury Drive (Thomas Guide: 1110-F4 to 1090-E7). This is the first phase of a $30 million, 5.5-mile Valley Center Road improvement project that is part of the San Diego County Element of the Regional Transportation Improvement Program.  This first phase of the project is funded with TransNet funds, City of Escondido funds, and contributions from both the Rincon San Luiseno Band of Mission Indians and the Pauma/Yuima Band of Mission Indians.  An agreement has been prepared between the County and the City of Escondido, which details the reimbursement mechanism for the City portion of the project.

The project involves realignment and widening of the existing two and three-lane road to four lanes with a striped median.  The project will improve traffic circulation, safety and overall level of service in the area.  It also involves major drainage improvements and the installation of wildlife crossings.  Design is complete for this first phase of the project.  The remaining section of the Valley Center Road project, terminating at Cole Grade Road, will be completed in two additional phases which are currently in final design. 

This is a request to approve advertisement and subsequent award, to the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, of a contract to construct Valley Center Road South Phase I and to approve a construction agreement with the City of Escondido.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	Funds for this request are not budgeted in the Department of Public Works Detailed Work Program.  The funding source is unanticipated revenue from TransNet ($10,023,165), with City of Escondido reimbursement (estimate: $2,200,000), Rincon San Luiseno Band of Mission Indians ($727,835) and the Pauma/Yuima Band of Mission Indians ($129,000).  If approved, this request will result in a current year cost of $13,080,000, no annual cost and will require no additional staff years.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

1. Find, that the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Valley Center Road Widening Project, SCH No. 9902081, on file in the Department of Public Works, has been completed in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and State and County CEQA Guidelines, that the decision-making body 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 of Supervisors, and: 

Find that there are no 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 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 EIR was prepared.

2. Establish appropriations of $10,023,165 in the Department of Public Works Detailed Work Program, for Valley Center Road South Phase I Project, based on unanticipated revenue from TransNet funds. (4 VOTES) 

3. Establish Appropriations of $2,200,000 in the Department of Public Works Detailed Work Program, for the Valley Center Road South Phase I Project, contingent upon unanticipated revenue from the City of Escondido. (4 VOTES) 

4. Establish Appropriations of $856,835 in the Department of Public Works Detailed Work Program, for the Valley Center Road South Phase I Project, based on unanticipated revenue received from the Rincon San Luiseno Band of Mission Indians ($727,835) and the Pauma/Yuima Band of Mission Indians  ($129,000). (4 VOTES)  

5. Approve and authorize the Clerk of the Board to execute, upon receipt, two copies of a Construction Agreement between the County of San Diego and the City of Escondido for construction of the portion of Valley Center Road within the boundaries of the City.

6. Authorize the Director, Department of Purchasing and Contracting, to take any action authorized by Article XXIII, Section 403 of the Administrative Code with respect to contracting for the construction of Valley Center Road South Phase I.

7. Designate the Director, Department of Public Works, as County Officer   responsible for administering the construction contract for Valley Center Road Phase I, in accordance with Board Policy F-41, Public Works Construction Contracts.

	
	ACTION:

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

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	11.
	SUBJECT:
	ADVERTISE AND AWARD CONTRACT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF ESTRELLA DRIVE STORM DRAIN IMPROVEMENTS (DISTRICT: 2)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	The Department of Public Works has completed plans to construct approximately 380 feet of new storm drain along Conrad Drive and Estrella Drive to alleviate downstream flooding on Sierra Madre Road in the Casa de Oro area (Thomas Guide page 1271; D-4, 2003 edition).  A preliminary engineering report completed in June 2002 recommended several design alternatives. The Department has subsequently prepared final design plans based upon one of these alternatives.  

This is a request to approve advertisement and subsequent contract award to lowest responsible bidder to construct the drainage improvements. This is also a request to transfer appropriations of $175,000 for construction of drainage improvements.  Construction is scheduled to begin in August 2003 and be completed in October 2003.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	Construction funding for this project was not included in the Fiscal Year 2002-03 Detailed Work Program budget. Funding Source is Gas Tax, with appropriations of $90,000 from the Road Maintenance Culvert Project budget and Fund Balance of $85,000. This project will result in current year cost totaling $175,000, no subsequent year cost and will require no additional staff years.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

1. Find in accordance with Section 15304 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines that the project is categorically exempt from CEQA since it consists of a minor alteration to land. 

2. Transfer $175,000 in Gas Tax funds to the new FY 2002-2003 Estrella Drive Storm Drain Improvement Project from the FY 2002-2003 Road Maintenance Culvert Projects budget ($90,000) and Fund Balance ($85,000). (4 VOTES)

3. Authorize the Director, Purchasing and Contracting, to take actions authorized by Section 403 of the County Administrative Code with respect to contracting for construction of drainage improvements.

4. 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.

	
	ACTION:

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

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	12.
	SUBJECT:
	STARLIGHT TERRACE PETITION FOR STREET LIGHTS, SPRING VALLEY AREA (DISTRICT: 2)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	In areas of the County that developed before street lights were required and where lights are now desired, property owners may request lights by forming or annexing to a zone within the San Diego County Street Lighting District.  The Lighting District includes the entire unincorporated area and is composed of two zones.  Zone A provides street lighting and charges benefiting properties an annual assessment for operation and maintenance of the lights.  Properties in Zone B have no lights and are not charged.

This item involves approval of a petition from property owners in Starlight Terrace Subdivision and vicinity in the community of Spring Valley to annex to Zone A for provision of street lights in their area.  In accordance with Board Policy J-20, Lighting District Zone Formation and Annexations, such petitions may be approved unless the weighted petition responses opposing the proposal exceed those approving it.  

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	Costs to process the petition are an expense to benefiting property owners.  Costs to operate and maintain street lights are a regularly budgeted expense of the San Diego County Street Lighting District.  If approved, this request will require no additional staff years.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

1. Find, in accordance with Section 15061(b)(3) of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, it can be seen with certainty there is no possibility the following action may have a significant effect on the environment and is therefore not subject to CEQA.

2. Approve the Starlight Terrace Petition to annex to Zone A of the San Diego County Street Lighting District to provide for 16 lights.

	
	ACTION:

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

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	13.
	SUBJECT:
	SET HEARING FOR 6/11/03

ACQUISITION OF ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER 402-350-60 (PETERS) (DISTRICT: 2)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	On October 18, 2001 and November 5, 2001, John W. Peters filed claims against the County seeking compensation for property damage, lost property value and related damages associated with a parcel of undeveloped real property located at 9725 Chocolate Summit Drive, also known as Assessor’s Parcel Number 402-350-60 in Alpine, California (Thomas Brothers 1233 E3).

County staff and Mr. Peters have agreed to a proposed settlement whereby the County will pay $143,000 to resolve the pending claims and acquire the property.  The Board is requested to set a hearing date of June 11, 2003, to consider the acquisition of Assessor’s Parcel Number 402-350-60 for $143,000.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	There is no cost associated with this request to publish the Notice of Intention to Purchase and set a hearing date to consider approval of the purchase.  Should the Board approve the purchase of the parcel on June 11, 2003, the funding source will be the Environmental Trust Fund.  There will be no cost to the General Fund as a result of this acquisition.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

1. Direct the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to publish the required Notice of Intention to Purchase in accordance with Government Code Sections 25350 and 6063.

2. Set this matter for June 11, 2003, at which time the Board of Supervisors may consummate the purchase of Assessor’s Parcel Number 402-350-60 for $143,000.

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater, the Board of Supervisors took action as recommended, on Consent; setting Hearing for June 11, 2003, 9:00 a.m.

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	14.
	SUBJECT:
	SET HEARING FOR 6/11/03

ESCONDIDO CREEK WATERSHED – SET A HEARING FOR ACQUISITION OF ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NO. 223-110-30 (TUNSTALL) (DISTRICT 5)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	The County of San Diego is actively involved in open space habitat planning including the Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP), and the development of the North County MSCP area Subarea Plan.  The analysis for the proposed North County Plan indicates that the Escondido Creek watershed has high value habitat and will be an important part of the proposed North County MSCP Subarea Plan.  If not acquired and protected, this corridor could be developed, which would fragment the critical wildlife habitat linkages that the area provides.

On May 10, 2000 (3), the Board of Supervisors established appropriations in the amount of $2,260,000 for Capital Project KA 0551 – Escondido Creek Acquisitions, based on Transportation Enhancement Activities (TEA) grant funds ($2,000,000) and matching County MSCP general funds ($260,000).

The Board is requested to set a hearing for June 11, 2003 to consider the acquisition of 27.36 acres known as Assessor's Parcel No. 223-110-30 (Thomas Bros. Map reference 1129, B-7) from the property owner, Tunstall.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	There is no fiscal impact associated with this request.  Should the Board approve the purchase of this parcel on June 11, 2003, the funding sources for the purchase price of $574,350 will be a Caltrans Transportation Enhancement Activities (TEA) grant matched with County MSCP general funds previously budgeted in Capital Project KA 0551 – Escondido Creek Acquisitions.  Management of the acquired land will be conducted by existing Department of Parks and Recreation staff.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

1. Direct the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to publish the required Notice of Intention to Purchase in accordance with Government Code Sections 25350 and 6063.

2. Set this matter for June 11, 2003 at which time the Board of Supervisors may consummate the purchase of Assessor's Parcel No. 223-110-30 (Tunstall).

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater, the Board of Supervisors took action as recommended, on Consent; setting Hearing for June 11, 2003, 9:00 a.m.

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	15.
	SUBJECT:
	APPROVE APPOINTMENTS TO THE COMPREHENSIVE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY COMMITTEE   (DISTRICT: ALL)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	The Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy Committee is required by the federal Department of Commerce, Economic Development Administration in order to review, edit, and recommend approval of the County’s Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy report. This report is required in an effort to maintain eligibility for Economic Development Administration grant funding.  The County has the lead role in preparing and approving this report, with assistance provided by the Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy Committee. Grants provided by the Economic Development Administration support projects in areas of economic distress designed to create or retain full-time permanent jobs and income for the unemployed.

The Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy Committee has representatives from many of the jurisdictions within San Diego County as well as economic development councils, small business finance institutions, chambers of commerce, academia, industry and community organizations.  There are currently three vacancies on the Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy Committee due to changes in member job status.   To maintain representation in compliance with the Economic Development Administration requirements it is recommended the Board appoint Andrea Moser as the representative for the San Diego Regional Economic Development Corporation, Doug Perkins as the representative for the South County Economic Development Council and Pat Partin as the representative for the North County Economic Development Council.  Resumes for the recommended appointees are attached. 

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	None

	
	BUSINESS IMPACT STATEMENT:

	
	This action enables the Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy  Committee to continue to assist the County with the development of the CEDS report and to qualify for federal Economic Development Administration grants.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
Appoint Andrea Moser to replace Bill Carney, Doug Perkins to replace Gustavo Perez, and Pat Partin to replace Lynn Stuart to the Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy Committee for three-year terms that will expire on April 30, 2006.

	
	ACTION:

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

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	16.
	SUBJECT:
	ADMINISTRATIVE ITEM:

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO TRACT NO. 5065-1: APPROVAL OF FINAL MAP AND SECURED AGREEMENT FOR PUBLIC AND PRIVATE IMPROVEMENTS LOCATED IN BONSALL PLANNING AREA (DISTRICT: 5)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	This project is a subdivision consisting of 25fillin "" \d "" single-family residential lots, and a total of 99.43 acres.  It is located in the Bonsall area, on Old River Roadfillin "" \d "".  (Thomas Guide, page 1067, J-5fillin "" \d "", 2001 Edition) 

The project is being brought before the Board for approval of final map and secured agreement for publicfillin "" \d "" and privatefillin "" \d "" improvements.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	N/A

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
1. fillin "" \d ""Approve this map.

2. Accept access rights from Lots 1, 18 and 19 in and to Old River Road (SC262) as relinquished and waived on said map.

3. Accept an open space easement over portions of Lots 2 through 22, 24 and 25 as granted on said map.

4. Accept a noise protection easement over all of Lots 18 through 21.

5. Accept height restriction easement over Lots 16 through 23, as dedicated on said map.

6. fillin "" \d ""Approve and authorize the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to execute the Agreement to Improve Major Subdivision, which includes street improvements, drainage facilities, water facilities and setting of final monuments.  (Attachment B).

	
	ACTION:

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

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	17.
	SUBJECT:
	ADMINISTRATIVE ITEM:

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO TRACT NO. 5232-1: APPROVAL OF FINAL MAP AND SECURED AGREEMENT FOR PUBLIC AND PRIVATE IMPROVEMENTS LOCATED IN VALLEY CENTER COMMUNITY PLANNING AREA:  (DISTRICT: 5)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	This project is a subdivision consisting of 7fillin "" \d "" single-family residential lots, and a total of 16.73 acres.  It is located in the Valley Center area, on the south side of Vesper Road, 500 feet east of Jana Lanefillin "" \d "".  (Thomas Guide page 1090, H-1,fillin "" \d "" 2003 Edition) 

The project is being brought before the Board for approval of final map and secured agreement for publicfillin "" \d "" and privatefillin "" \d "" improvements.

	
	FISCAL IMPACT:

	
	N/A

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
1. fillin "" \d ""Approve this map and accept on behalf of the public, subject to improvements, a portion of Vesper Road, for use as a street, together with the right to extend and maintain drainage facilities and excavation and embankment slopes beyond the limits of said right-of-way, all as dedicated on said map.

2. fillin "" \d ""Approve and authorize the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to execute the Joint Agreement to Improve Major Subdivision, which includes street improvements, drainage facilities, water facilities, and setting of final monuments. (Attachment B).

3. Find that subordination of existing utility easements is not necessary in the area of new road dedications on this map.

	
	ACTION:

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

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	18.
	SUBJECT:
	ADMINISTRATIVE ITEM:

SECOND CONSIDERATION AND ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE: TRAFFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS (DISTRICTS: 5)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	On April 9, 2003 (3), the Board introduced Ordinance for further consideration and adoption on April 30, 2003.

	
	RECOMMENDATION:

	
	CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

Adopt Ordinance entitled:

AN ORDINANCE ADDING SECTION 72.161.44.1. TO THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE RELATING TO TRAFFIC REGULATIONS IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

	
	ACTION:

	
	ON MOTION of Supervisor Jacob, seconded by Supervisor Slater, the Board of Supervisors took action as recommended, on Consent, adopting Ordinance No. 9550 (N.S.), entitled: AN ORDINANCE ADDING SECTION 72.161.44.1. TO THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE RELATING TO TRAFFIC REGULATIONS IN THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO.

AYES:  Cox, Jacob, Slater, Roberts, Horn

	

	

	19.
	SUBJECT:
	CLOSED SESSION (DISTRICT: ALL)

(CARRYOVER FROM 4/29/03 AGENDA ITEM NO. 30)

	
	OVERVIEW:

	
	A.
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION

James Joseph Blight, a minor v. County of San Diego, et al.; San Diego Superior Court No. GIC 758575

B.
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION

C. Anthony Valladolid v. County of San Diego Board of Supervisors, et al.; San Diego Superior Court No. GIC 775976

C.
CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS

Designated Representatives:  Carlos Arauz and Mike Kolb

Employee Organizations:  All


	
	ACTION:

	
	County Counsel reported the following action:

On Item 19A, by vote of all 5 Board members present and voting Aye, the Board authorized settlement by payment of $200,000 in return for plaintiff’s dismissal of his action with prejudice.

	

	

	20.
	SUBJECT:
	PRESENTATIONS /AWARDS



	
	Chairman Greg Cox presented a proclamation honoring West Nile Virus Awareness Week to Bob Copper, DCAO.

	

	

	21.
	SUBJECT:
	PUBLIC COMMUNICATION



	
	Michael Thometz addressed the Board regarding SB 23.

Margaret Grosse Hyatt addressed the Board regarding Cougar Pass Coalition.

Brandon Cesmat addressed the Board regarding the Cougar Pass Coalition.

Lee Brown addressed the Board regarding a lot split.

Granger Haugh addressed the Board regarding biological buffers.



	
	ACTION:

	
	Heard; referred to the Chief Administrative Officer.


There being no further business, the Board adjourned at 5:10 p.m.

THOMAS J. PASTUSZKA

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

County of San Diego, State of California

Notes by: Hall/Randolph

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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