
 

 
 
CITY COUNCIL: 
Mayor Curtis W. Morris 
Mayor Pro Tem John Ebiner  
Councilmember Emmett Badar 
Councilmember Denis Bertone 
Councilmember Jeff Templeman 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER AND FLAG SALUTE 
 
2. ANNOUNCEMENTS/PRESENTATIONS 
 
 
3. ORAL COMMUNICATIONS (Members of the audience are invited to address the City Council on any 

item not on the agenda.  Under the provisions of the Brown Act, the legislative body is prohibited from 
taking or engaging in discussion on any item not appearing on the posted agenda.  However, your concerns 
may be referred to staff or set for discussion at a later date.  If you desire to address the City Council on an 
item on this agenda, other than a scheduled public hearing item you may do so at this time or asked to be 
heard when that agenda item is considered.  Comments on public hearing items will be considered when 
that item is scheduled for discussion.  The Public Comment period is limited to 30 minutes.  Each speaker 
shall be limited to three (3) minutes.) 

 
a. Members of the Audience 

 
 
4. CONSENT CALENDAR 

(All items on the Consent Calendar are considered to be routine and will be enacted by one motion 
unless a member of the City Council requests separate discussion.) 
 

 a. Resolutions read by title, further reading waived, passage and adoption recommended as follows: 
 

1) RESOLUTION NO. 2014-53, A Resolution of the City Council of the City of San 
Dimas approving certain demands for the months of September and October 2014. 

 
 2) RESOLUTION NO. 2014-54, A Resolution of the City Council of the City of San 

Dimas Calling for the holding of a General Municipal Election to be held on Tuesday, 
March 3, 2015, for the election of certain officers as required by the provisions of the 
laws of the State of California relating to general law cities. 

 
 3) RESOLUTION NO. 2014-55, A Resolution of the City Council of the City of San 

Dimas Requesting the Board of Supervisors of the County of Los Angeles to render 
specified services to the City relating to the conduct of a General Municipal Election to 
be held on Tuesday, March 3, 2015. 

 
 4) RESOLUTION NO. 2014-56, A Resolution of the City Council of the City of San 

Dimas, County of Los Angeles, State of California, adopting regulations for candidates 
for elective office pertaining to candidate statements submitted to the voters at an election 
to be held on Tuesday, March 3, 2015  
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b. Approval of minutes for September 23, 2014 regular City Council meeting and September 30, 
2014 Study Session.  

 
END OF CONSENT CALENDAR 
 

5. PLANNING MATTERS 
 
 a. Consideration of a City Council policy on Study Sessions for Certain Land Use and Zoning 

Changes 
 
      b. Requests for Study Sessions from City Ventures and from Walbern Development 
  
6. OTHER BUSINESS 
 
 a. Christ’s Church of the Valley – street closure request  
 
      b. Receive a presentation regarding Proposition P “Safe Neighborhood Parks Measure” on 
   the November ballot to provide funding for neighborhood and regional parks and 

 recreation through a $23 annual per parcel tax. Consider taking a position to support this 
 measure. 

 
 c. Receive report of the project to build a new office/restroom and replace an existing restroom at 

the Sycamore Canyon Equestrian Center facility. Authorize proceeding with this project. 
 
      d. Approval of the Contract and Associated Fee Proposal in Conjunction with the 

 Industrial/Commercial Facility Inspection Program as Mandated by the National Pollutant 
 Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit for Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System 
(MS$) Discharge: R4-2012-0175. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 2014-57 - A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 

             OF SAN DIMAS REESTABLISHING FEES FOR NATIONAL POLLUTANT 
             DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM (NPDES) INSPECTIONS AND AMENDING 
             THE SAN DIMAS MUNICIPAL CODE 
 
7. ORAL COMMUNICATIONS 
 
 a. Members of the Audience (Speakers are limited to five (5) minutes or as may be determined by 

the Chair.) 
 

b. City Manager 
 

c. City Attorney 
 

d. Members of the City Council 
 
1)   Councilmembers' report on meetings attended at the expense of the local agency. 
 

  2)  Individual Members' comments and updates. 
 

8. ADJOURNMENT 
 
 The next meeting is on October 28th, at 7:00 p.m.   
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AGENDA STAFF REPORTS:  COPIES OF STAFF REPORTS AND/OR OTHER WRITTEN 
DOCUMENTATION PERTAINING TO THE ITEMS ON THE AGENDA ARE ON FILE IN THE 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK AND ARE AVAILABLE FOR PUBLIC INSPECTION DURING THE 
HOURS OF 8:00 A.M. TO 5:00 P.M. MONDAY THROUGH FRIDAY.  INFORMATION MAY BE 
OBTAINED BY CALLING (909) 394-6216.  CITY COUNCIL MINUTES AND AGENDAS ARE 
ALSO AVAILABLE ON THE CITY’S HOME PAGE ON THE INTERNET: 
http://cityofsandimas.com/minutes.cfm.   
 
SUPPLEMENTAL REPORTS:  AGENDA RELATED WRITINGS OR DOCUMENTS PROVIDED 
TO A MAJORITY OF THE SUBJECT BODY AFTER DISTRIBUTION OF THE AGENDA PACKET 
SHALL BE MADE AVAILABLE FOR PUBLIC INSPECTION AT THE CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
DURING NORMAL BUSINESS HOURS. [PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS 
EXEMPTED] 
 
POSTING STATEMENT:  ON OCTOBER 10, 2014, A TRUE AND CORRECT COPY OF THIS 
AGENDA WAS POSTED ON THE BULLETIN BOARDS AT 245 EAST BONITA AVENUE (SAN 
DIMAS CITY HALL); 145 NORTH WALNUT AVENUE (LOS ANGELES COUNTY PUBLIC 
LIBRARY, SAN DIMAS BRANCH); AND 300 EAST BONITA AVENUE (UNITED STATES POST 
OFFICE); THE VONS SHOPPING CENTER (PUENTE/VIA VERDE) AND THE CITY’S WEBSITE 
AT WWW.CITYOFSANDIMAS.COM/MINUTES.CFM.  
 

http://cityofsandimas.com/
http://www.cityofsandimas.com/MINUTES.CFM


RESOLUTION NO. 2014-53 
 

   A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
   CITY OF SAN DIMAS, CALIFORNIA, APPROVING 

CERTAIN DEMANDS FOR THE MONTHS OF  
SEPTEMBER AND OCTOBER 2014 
 

                   
 
 WHEREAS, the following listed demands have been audited by the Director of Finance; 
and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Director of Finance has certified as to the availability of funds for 
payment thereto; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the register of audited demands have been submitted to the City Council for 
approval. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of San 
Dimas does hereby approve Prepaid Warrant Register 09/30/2014: (24596 – 24636) in the 
amount of $561,499.73; and Warrant Register 10/15/14: (149298 – 149446) in the amount of 
$396,469.79. 
 
  

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED THIS 14th, DAY OF OCTOBER 2014. 
 
 
 
 
     ___________________________________________ 
       Curtis W. Morris, Mayor of the City of San Dimas 
ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________ 
Debra Black, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution was adopted by vote of the City 
Council of the City of San Dimas at its regular meeting of October 14th, 2014 by the following 
vote: 
 

AYES: Mayor Morris, Councilmembers Badar, Bertone, Ebiner, Templeman 
NOES: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
ABSENT: None 

   
 
      ________________________________ 
      Debra Black, Deputy City Clerk 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2014-54 
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SAN DIMAS, CALIFORNIA, CALLING FOR THE 
HOLDING OF A GENERAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION TO BE HELD ON TUESDAY, 
MARCH 3, 2015, FOR THE ELECTION OF CERTAIN OFFICERS AS REQUIRED BY 
THE PROVISIONS OF THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA RELATING TO 
GENERAL LAW CITIES  
 
 WHEREAS, under the provisions of the laws relating to general law cities in the State of 
California, a General Municipal Election shall be held on March 3, 2015, for the election of 
Municipal Officers; and 
  
 NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN DIMAS, 
CALIFORNIA, DOES RESOLVE, DECLARE, DETERMINE AND ORDER AS FOLLOWS: 
 
 SECTION 1. That pursuant to the requirements of the laws of the State of California 
relating to General Law Cities, there is called and ordered to be held in the City of San Dimas, 
California, on Tuesday, March 3, 2015, a General Municipal Election for the purpose of electing 
a Mayor for the full term of two years; and two Members of the City Council for the full term of 
four years. 
 
 SECTION 2. That the ballots to be used at the election shall be in form and content as 
required by law.   
 
 SECTION 3. That the City Clerk is authorized, instructed and directed to procure and 
furnish any and all official ballots, notices, printed matter and all supplies, equipment and 
paraphernalia that may be necessary in order to properly and lawfully conduct the election. 
 
 SECTION 4. That the polls for the election shall be open at seven o’clock a.m. of the 
day of the election and shall remain open continuously from that time until eight o’clock p.m. of 
the same day when the polls shall be closed, pursuant to Election Code § 14401 of the Elections 
Code of the State of California. 
 
 SECTION 5. That pursuant to Election Code Section 12310, a stipend for services for 
the persons named as precinct board members is fixed at the sum of $100.00 for each Inspector 
and $80.00 for each Clerk for the election.  In addition, the sum of $25.00 shall be given to each 
precinct board member to attend a training class; the sum of $25.00 shall be paid to each precinct 
board member fluent in the Spanish language with the ability to translate election documents and 
assist voters; and the sum of $10.00 shall be paid to each Inspector or their designee who carries 
a cell phone for communication during the election.  The rental for each polling place, where a 
charge is made, shall be the sum of $25.00 for the election.  When required, the compensation of 
the Custodian of a building shall be $25.00 for the election. 
 
 SECTION 6. That in all particulars not recited in this Resolution, the election shall be 
held and conducted as provided by law for holding municipal elections. 
 
 SECTION 7.  That notice of the time and place of holding the election is given and the 
City Clerk is authorized, instructed, and directed to give further or additional notice of the 
election, in time, form, and manner as required by law. 
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 SECTION 8.  That the City Council authorizes the City Clerk to administer said election 
and all reasonable and actual election expenses shall be paid by the City upon presentation of a 
properly submitted invoice. 
 
 SECTION 9.  That the City Clerk shall certify to the passage and adoption of this 
Resolution and enter it into the book of original Resolutions. 
 
 PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED THIS 14th day of October, 2014. 
 
 
 ________________________________________ 
 Curtis W. Morris, Mayor of the City of San Dimas 
 
ATTEST: 
 
__________________________ 
Debra Black, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution No. 2014-54 was adopted by vote 
of the City Council of the City of San Dimas at its regular meeting of October 14th, 2014, by the 
following vote: 
 
 
AYES:    
NOES:   
ABSENT:  
ABSTAIN:  
 
 
      __________________________________________ 
       Debra Black, Deputy City Clerk  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



RESOLUTION NO.  2014-55   
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN DIMAS,   
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, REQUESTING  
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

TO RENDER SPECIFIED SERVICES TO THE CITY RELATING TO THE CONDUCT 
OF A GENERAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION TO BE HELD ON  

TUESDAY, MARCH 3, 2015 
 

 
 WHEREAS, a General Municipal Election is to be held in the City of San Dimas, 
California,  on Tuesday, March 3, 2014; and 
 
 WHEREAS, in the course of conduct of the election it is necessary for the City to 
request services of the County; and 
 
 WHEREAS, all necessary expenses in performing these services shall be paid by the 
City of San Dimas. 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN DIMAS, 
CALIFORNIA, DOES RESOLVE, DECLARE, DETERMINE, AND ORDER AS FOLLOWS: 
 
 Section 1.  That pursuant to the provisions of Section 10002 of the Elections Code of the 
State of California, this City Council requests the Board of Supervisors of the County to permit 
the County Election Department to prepare and furnish the following for use in conducting the 
election: 
 
 1. A listing of County precincts with number of registered voters in each, so city may 
consolidate election precincts into city voting precincts, and maps of the voting precincts; 
 
 2. A list of polling places and poll workers the County uses for their elections; 
 
 3. The computer record of the names and addresses of all eligible registered voters in the 
city in order that the City's Consultant may: 
  a. Produce labels for vote-by-mail voters;  
  b. Produce labels for sample ballot pamphlets;  
  c. Print rosters of voters and Street Indexes;   
 
 4. Voter signature verification services as needed;  
 
 5. Make available to the City election equipment and assistance as needed according to 
state law. 
 
 Section 2.  That the City shall reimburse the County for services performed when the 
work is completed and upon presentation to the City of a properly approved bill. 
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 Section 3.  That the City Clerk is directed to forward without delay to the Board of 
Supervisors and to the County Election Department, each a certified copy of this Resolution. 
 
 Section 4.  That the City Clerk shall certify to the passage and adoption of this 
Resolution and enter it into the book of original Resolutions. 
 
 PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED THIS 14th day of October, 2014. 
 
 
 
 
 ________________________________________ 
 Curtis W. Morris, Mayor of the City of San Dimas 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________ 
Debra Black, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution No. 2014-55  was adopted by vote 
of the City Council of the City of San Dimas at its regular meeting of October 14th,  2014, by the 
following vote: 
 
 
AYES:  
NOES:   
ABSENT:  
ABSTAIN:  
  
  
 
 
  ______________________________________ 
  Debra Black, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 



 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 2014-56 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN DIMAS, COUNTY 
OF LOS ANGELES, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING REGULATIONS FOR 
CANDIDATES FOR ELECTIVE OFFICE PERTAINING TO CANDIDATES 
STATEMENTS SUBMITTED TO THE VOTERS AT AN ELECTION TO BE HELD ON 
TUESDAY, MARCH 3, 2015 
 
 WHEREAS, Section 13307 of the Elections Code of the State of California provides that 
the governing body of any local agency adopt regulations pertaining to materials prepared by any 
candidate for a municipal election, including costs of the candidate's statement. 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN DIMAS, DOES 
HEREBY RESOLVE, DECLARE, DETERMINE, AND ORDER AS FOLLOWS: 
 
 SECTION 1.  GENERAL PROVISIONS.  That pursuant to Section 13307 of the 
Elections Code of the State of California, each candidate for elective office to be voted for at an 
election to be held in the City of San Dimas on Tuesday, March 3, 2015, may prepare a 
candidate’s statement on an appropriate form provided by the City Clerk.  The statement may 
include the name, age and occupation of the candidate and a brief description of no more than 
200 words of the candidate’s education and qualifications expressed by the candidate himself or 
herself.  The statement shall not include party affiliation of the candidate, nor membership or 
activity in partisan political organizations.  The statement shall be filed in typewritten form in the 
office of the City Clerk at the time the candidate’s nomination papers are filed.  The statement 
may be withdrawn, but not changed, during the period for filing nomination papers and until 
5:00 p.m. of the next working day after the close of the nomination period. 
 
 SECTION 2.  FOREIGN LANGUAGE POLICY.   
 
 A. Pursuant to the Federal Voting Rights Act, the city is required to translate candidate’s 

statements into Spanish.   
 
 B. Pursuant to state law, the candidate’s statement must be translated and printed (in the 

voters pamphlet) in any language at the candidate’s request.  
 
 C. The City Clerk shall  
  1. Translations: 
   a) Have all candidates’ statements translated into Spanish as specified in (A) 

above.   
   b) Have translated those statements into the languages as requested by the 

candidate as specified in (B) above. 
 
  2. Printing: 
   a) Print all translations of all candidates’ statements pursuant to (A) above, in the 

main voter pamphlets.  Main voter pamphlets will be in English and Spanish. 
   b) Print any translations of candidates, who so request printing in the main voter 

pamphlet - the main voter pamphlet will be an English and Spanish pamphlet, 
also containing candidate statement translations if requested by the candidate.  
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 SECTION 3.  PAYMENT.   
 
 A. Translations:   
  1) The candidate shall be required to pay for the cost of translating the candidate’s 

statement into any required foreign language as specified in Section 2 (A) above, 
pursuant to State and Federal law.   

 
  2) The candidate shall be required to pay for the cost of translating the candidate 

statement into any foreign language that is not required as specified in Section 2 
(B) above, pursuant to Federal and/or State law, but is requested as an option by 
the candidate.   

 
 B. Printing:   
  1) The candidate shall be required to pay for the cost of printing the candidate’s 

statement in English in the main voter pamphlet.  The candidate shall be required 
to pay for the cost of printing of the candidate statement in any foreign language 
required in the voter pamphlet as specified in Section 2 (A) above.   

 
  2) The candidate shall be required to pay for the cost of printing the candidate's 

statement in a foreign language in the main voter pamphlet that is not required, 
but is requested by the candidate per Section 2 (B) above.   

 
The City Clerk shall estimate the total cost of printing, handling, translating, and mailing the 
candidate’s statements filed pursuant to this section, including costs incurred as a result of 
complying with the Voting Rights Act of 1965 (as amended), and require each candidate filing a 
statement to pay in advance to the local agency his or her estimated pro rata share as a condition 
of having his or her statement included in the voter’s pamphlet.  In the event the estimated 
payment is required, the estimate is just an approximation of the actual cost that varies from one 
election to another election and may be significantly more or less than the estimate, depending 
on the actual number of candidates filing statements.  Accordingly, the Clerk is not bound by the 
estimate and may, on a pro rata basis, bill the candidate for additional actual expense or refund 
any excess paid depending on the final actual cost.  In the event of underpayment, the clerk may 
require the candidate to pay the balance of the cost incurred.  In the event of overpayment, the 
Clerk shall prorate the excess amount among the candidates and refund the excess amount paid 
within 30 days of the election. 

 
 SECTION 4.  MISCELLANEOUS.   
 
 A. All translations shall be provided by professionally-certified translators;   
 
 B. The City Clerk shall comply with all recommendations and standards set forth by the 

California Secretary of State regarding occupational designations and other matters 
relating to elections.  

 
 SECTION 5.  ADDITIONAL MATERIALS.  No candidate will be permitted to include 
additional materials in the sample ballot package. 
 
 SECTION 6.  That the City Clerk shall provide each candidate or the candidate’s 
representative a copy of this Resolution at the time nominating petitions are issued. 



Resolution No. 2014-56   
Page 3   
  
 
 SECTION 7.  That all previous resolutions establishing City Council policy on payment 
for candidate’s statements are repealed. 
 
 SECTION 8.  That this resolution shall apply only to the election to be held on March 3, 
2015, and shall then be repealed. 
 
 SECTION 9.  That the City Clerk shall certify to the passage and adoption of this 
Resolution and enter it into the book of original resolutions. 
 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 14th day of October 2014 by the 
following vote: 
  
 
 
      ________________________________________ 
      Curtis W. Morris, Mayor City of San Dimas 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
Debra Black, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 
 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution was adopted by vote of the City 
Council of the City of San Dimas at its regular meeting of October 14th, 2014 by the following 
vote: 
 

AYES:  
NOES:  
ABSTAIN:  
ABSENT:  

   
 
      ________________________________ 
      Debra Black, Deputy City Clerk 
 



CITY COUNCIL:
Mayor Curtis W. Morris
Mayor Pro Tem John Ebiner 
Councilmember Emmett Badar
Councilmember Denis Bertone
Councilmember Jeff Templeman 

STAFF:
City Manager Blaine Michaelis
Assistant City Manager Larry Stevens Community Development
Assistant City Manager Ken Duran Administrative Services
City Attorney Mark Steres
Director of Parks & Recreation Theresa Bruns
Senior Engineer Shari Garwick
Senior Planner Marco Espinoza
Deputy City Clerk Debra Black

1. CALL TO ORDER AND FLAG SALUTE

Mayor Morris called the meeting to order at 7:01 p.m. and led the flag salute.

2. ANNOUNCEMENTS

Mayor Morris clarified the purpose of tonight’s meeting.

Senator Carol Liu State of the State Address

Highlights from Senator Liu’s address are that the State legislators approved a water bond, bills to 
manage the State water supply, single use plastic bags, $330 million dollars in state filming tax credit; 
these are awaiting the Governor’s approval.  Also announced third year of a budget surplus, Proposition 2 
(Water Bond) placed on the November 4, ballot, increased education fund by $2.7 billion dollars.

San Dimas Parks and Recreation Department Bowser Bash event on Saturday, October 11,
2014 at Horsethief Canyon Park

Recreation Coordinator Erica Rodriguez announced the upcoming activities planned for the Parks and 
Recreation Bowser Bash.

3. ORAL COMMUNICATIONS (Members of the audience are invited to address the City Council on 
any item not on the agenda.  Under the provisions of the Brown Act, the legislative body is prohibited 
from taking or engaging in discussion on any item not appearing on the posted agenda.  However, 
your concerns may be referred to staff or set for discussion at a later date.  If you desire to address the 
City Council on an item on this agenda, other than a scheduled public hearing item you may do so at 
this time or asked to be heard when that agenda item is considered.  Comments on public hearing 
items will be considered when that item is scheduled for discussion.  The Public Comment period is 
limited to 30 minutes.  Each speaker shall be limited to three (3) minutes.)

MINUTES
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING

TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 23, 2014, 7:00 P. M.                                                        
SAN DIMAS COUNCIL CHAMBERS  

245 E. BONITA AVE.
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a. Members of the Audience 
 
1) Margie Green – Chamber of Commerce – announcement of Western Days Parade and activities 
 
2) Kent??? – Lee & Associates – asked council to look City Ventures new proposal and grant the study 

session 
 
3) Larry Fator – resident – feels the developer should wait 1 year before submitting a new project... 
 
 City Attorney Mark Steres clarified that the 1 year rule is only if they submitted the same or 

substantially similar project. 
  
 Mr. Fator added that the community prefers having the commercial property and feels that there are 

no guarantees that the properties won’t become rentals. 
 
4) Rosita Sanchez – resident – asked questions regarding the verbiage change “without prejudice” 
 
Mayor Morris responded to Ms. Sanchez question. 
 
5) Greg Ojeda – resident – why not just remove the language if it isn’t needed and if it has been used in 

the past on other documents. 
 
Assistant City Manager of Community Development Larry Stevens explained the reasoning for the  
language and the occasions when used. By using it this time staff was hoping to mitigate against having a 
discussion on the sizing of a new project. 
 
6) Amparo Beruman – resident – keep the 5-0 vote 
 
7) Rosa Gonzalez – resident – has the school district enrollment been taken into consideration 
 
Mayor Morris responded that the school district has indicated that they are able to absorb any new 
development the city approves; they have an opportunity to be a part of discussions regarding potential 
development. 
 
8) Myra Freeman – resident – had a question on the appendage piece of property 
 
Mr. Stevens clarified that both areas of the property are owned by the same person. 
 
4. CONSENT CALENDAR 

 (All items on the Consent Calendar are considered to be routine and will be enacted by one motion 
unless a member of the City Council requests separate discussion.) 
 

 a. Resolutions read by title, further reading waived, passage and adoption recommended as follows: 
 

(1) RESOLUTION NO. 2014- 52, A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF SAN DIMAS APPROVING CERTAIN DEMANDS FOR THE MONTH OF 
SEPTEMBER 2014 
 

MOTION: It was moved by Councilmember Templeman, seconded by Councilmember Badar to 
removed items 2, 3 and 4 for separate discussion, accept and approve the remaining items on 
consent.The motion carried by vote of five to zero. (5-0) 
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b. Approval of minutes for regular meeting of September 9, 2014 and study session of August 26, 
2014. 

 
c.    Reject claim for Rachel Horta 

 
 d. Proclaim October 19 – 25, 2014 “Freedom from Workplace Bullies Week” 
 

END OF CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
REMOVED FOR SEPARATE DISCUSSION: 
 

(1) RESOLUTION NO. 2014-49, A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL DENYING 
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT 14-01, A REQUEST TO AMEND THE LAND USE 
DESIGNATION MAP FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 155 N. EUCLA AVENUE 
(APNS: 8386-006-010, 025, 026, 027, 028 AND 029) 

 
(2) RESOLUTION NO. 2014-50, A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL DENYING 

MUNICIPAL CODE TEXT AMENDMENT 13-06 AND ZONE CHANGE 14-01 FOR THE 
OF THE PROPERTY LOCATED 155 NORTH EUCLA AVENUE (APNS: 8386-006-010, 
025, 026, 027, 028 AND 029) 

 
(3)  RESOLUTION NO. 2014-51, A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL DENYING 

TENTATIVE TRACT MAP NO. 72590 (TTM 13-02), DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEW 
BOARD CASE 13-31 AND TREE REMOVAL PERMIT CASE 14-05, LOCATED AT 155 
NORTH EUCLA AVENUE (APN’S: 8386-006-010, 025, 026, 027, 028 and 029) 
 

MOTION:  It was moved by Councilmember Badar, seconded by Councilmember Bertone to strike 
the term “without prejudice” wherever stated in the resolutions. The motion carried by vote of five to 
zero. (5-0) 
 
MOTION: It was moved by Councilmember Bertone, seconded by Councilmember Badar to waive 
further reading and approve Resolution 2014-49, 2014-50, 2014-51 as amended. The motion carried 
by vote of five to zero. (5-0) 
 
Councilmember Ebiner read language from the general plan denial that express why the council 
denied the project for that site. He added that any developer should read the statements carefully 
before presenting a new project. 

 
5. PLANNING/DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
 

a. Preliminary discussions and setting of Study Session date concerning establishing a Council 
Policy on holding study sessions on development projects and concerning an approach to 
evaluating land use issues associated with residential densification.  

b. Consideration of a request by City Ventures for a study session on October 14, 2014 on a revised 
project at 155 N. Eucla Avenue. 

 
Assistant City Manager of Community Development Larry Stevens presented staff’s report on this item. 
 
The consensus of the council is to have a study session on September 30, 2014 at 6:00 p.m. to create a 
formal study session policy, along with a presentation from the City Attorney on the scope appropriate for 
study sessions and postpone study session with City Ventures until a policy is in place.  
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A joint training session with the Planning Commission by the City Attorney on Brown Act, ex-parte 
communications and quasi legislative judicial decisions has been scheduled for October 14, 2014 at 5:30 
p.m.  
     
6. OTHER BUSINESS 
 

a.  Designate the San Dimas Committee for Gold Line Station Art 
 
City Manager Blaine Michaelis presented staff’s report on this item.  Recommendation to appoint 
committee members. 
 
MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Bertone, second by Councilmember Badar to appoint 
Bill Emerson, Margie Green, Curt Morris, John Ebiner, Marco Espinoza, Krishna Patel and Blaine 
Michaelis as the San Dimas Committee for Gold Line Station Art. The motion carried by vote of five to 
zero. (5-0) 

 
b. Provide direction regarding the desire to nominate a candidate to serve on the San Gabriel 

Valley Water Quality Authority Board representing cities without pumping rights. 
 
City Manager Blaine Michaelis presented staff’s report on this item. 
 
Consensus was to wait for the actual vote and take action then.  
 
7. ORAL COMMUNICATIONS 
 

 a. Members of the Audience (Speakers are limited to five (5) minutes or as may be determined by 
the Chair.) 

 
       1) Gil Gonzalez – resident – suggested council take a slow growth or no growth approach to any kind of 

development in the future 
 

       2) Adam Lunzer – City Ventures – requested a study session to get better understanding of what type 
of development would work and asked that council keep the request in mind for future 

 
3) John Rekstein – Olsen Company – thanked council for clarification on the study session process 
 
4) Rose Amaro – resident – happy with L.A. Signal staying, does not want City Venture project 
 
5) Susan Barkley – resident – inquired about changes needed to be made by the current property 
 owner 
 
Mr. Stevens responded that Mr. Morales constructed improvements on his property without seeking 
approvals for zoning or building permits. As a result, code enforcement actions were taken where he was 
required to file application to Design and Review Board to address deficiencies.  DPRB imposed 
requirements to bring the property into compliance. Staff has deferred taking action because of the City 
Ventures application. If City Ventures application does not go forward Mr. Morales is obligated to 
comply with the approvals granted by DPRB. 
 
6) Mr. Morales responded that the improvements made were all improvements that would meet code, 
 they were non- structural. He added that after meeting with staff he did come in to pay for permits 
 and hired a structural engineer to submit plans that were not accepted. 
 
7) Larry Fator feels that the city is forcing Mr. Morales to move. 
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b. City Manager 
 
Mayor’s call in show September 25, 2014, 7:00 pm. 

 
c. City Attorney 
 
Nothing to report. 

 
d. Members of the City Council 

 
1) Appoint Lindsey Merritt to Equestrian Commission 

 
MOTION: It was moved by Councilmember Templeman, seconded by Councilmember Bertone to 
appoint Lindsey Merritt to the Equestrian Commission. 
 

2) Councilmembers' report on meetings attended at the expense of the local agency. 
 
Nothing to report. 
 
  3)  Individual Members' comments and updates. 
 
Nothing to report. 
  
8. ADJOURNMENT 
 
 a. Provide direction regarding future study session schedule - adjourn the meeting accordingly 
 
The meeting adjourned at 9:30 pm. The next meeting will be on September 30, 2014, 6:00 pm a joint 
study session with the Planning Commission followed by the regular city council meeting at 7:00 pm. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
_____________________________________________ 
Debra Black, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
PRESENT: 
Mayor Curtis W. Morris 
Mayor Pro Tem John Ebiner 
Councilmember Emmett Badar  
Councilmember Denis Bertone 
 
ABSENT: 
Councilmember Jeff Templeman 
 
City Manager Blaine Michaelis 
Assistant City Manager Ken Duran 
City Attorney Mark Steres 
Assistant City Manager for Community Development Larry Stevens 
Director of Parks and Recreation Theresa Bruns 
Senior Engineer Shari Garwick 
Captain Don Slawson 
 
 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER  
 
Mayor Morris called the Special City Council Meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.  Mayor Morris reported that 
Councilmember Templeman is absent due to illness. 
 
2.   ORAL COMMUNICATIONS 
 
Mayor Morris commented that the Council will allow public comment on the item on the agenda 
during the discussions. 
 
Stan Stringfellow, stated that he has comments on the staff report and would like to make 
comments when appropriate. 
 
Gil Gonzalez, commented that while the Council is considering how to address projects that 
request changes to zoning he thinks it is a good idea to consider a moratorium on projects that do 
not conform to the underlying zoning. 
 
3.a PRESENTATION BY THE CITY ATTORNEY ON STUDY SESSIONS AND 

CONSIDERATION OF A POLICY REGARDING STUDY SESSIONS ON GENERAL PLAN 
AMENDMENTS, SPECIFIC PLAN AMENDMENTS, ZONE CHANGES AND RELATED 
DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS    

 
City Attorney Steres provided some comments on the legal parameters of a study session policy.  
He added that if a site specific project requires a hearing the applicant has the right to a fair 
hearing where is decision is based solely on information presented at a hearing.  If a study 

MINUTES 
SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 2014, 6:00 P.M.                                                        
SAN DIMAS COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

CONFERENCE ROOM 
245 E. BONITA AVENUE 
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session is conducted prior to the hearing process he cautioned that they be careful not to make 
commitments to consideration of an application.  He distributed a memorandum outlining legal 
parameters on study sessions. 
 
Mr. Steres added that one area where a preliminary determination can be made is in the case of a 
General Plan Amendment, where the City has the discretion to say no prior to the start of the 
application process.  He provided further discussion on this process and the level of discretion in 
making a determination that there have been changed conditions that warrant a consideration of 
the requested change. 
 
In response to a question on whether or not information gathered at site visits could be used 
during the hearing process, Mr. Steres responded that you can use the information as part of the 
decision but it has to be disclosed prior to the opening of the public hearing. 
 
Mr. Stevens reviewed his staff report that outlined some of the reasons why developers 
expressed that they desire study sessions. 
 
Mr. Stevens reviewed the existing code provisions that require for early review of requests for 
zone changes, new specific plans and Municipal Code text Amendments and the review for 
changed circumstances. 
 
Mr. Stevens presented and reviewed a draft City Council Policy on Study Sessions.  He reviewed 
and explained each of the seven sections of the policy; Purpose, Eligible Applications, Timing, 
Participants, Public Notice, Submittal Requirements and Limitations on Considerations. 
 
In response to a question on the Eligible Applications he commented that the minimum of two 
acres in size is fairly arbitrary but is intended to not allow for piecemeal projects.  The consensus 
was that two acre minimum is okay for now. 
 
On the Timing section it was the consensus that study sessions should only be at the pre-
application stage. 
 
On the Participants section it was the consensus that most study sessions should be joint with the 
Planning Commission but the decisions would be on a case by case basis. 
 
On the Public Notice section Mr. Stevens stated that the draft policy suggests normal Brown Act 
requirements for posting of meetings but no mailed notice of the meetings to surrounding 
property owners.  He added that the Council could direct the applicant to hold a community 
meeting in addition to the study session.  The consensus was to agree with this approach but if 
there is to be a community meeting the City should host the meeting.  In response to a question 
Mr. Steres commented that is okay for Councilmembers to attend community meetings but to be 
careful not to give an opinion at the meeting and also disclose their attendance at any future 
public hearings. 
 
On the Submittal Requirements section Mr. Stevens reviewed the minimum submittal 
requirements for a pre-application requesting a hearing.  There was discussion on the need for a 
site plan and conceptual building plans.  It was the consensus that they are necessary to have 
some visual of the concept. 
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Mayor Morris asked for public comment. 
 
Stan Stringfellow, asked about the format of a study session, would the applicant have an 
opportunity to make a presentation.  Mr. Stevens responded that he envisions that the format 
would be similar to other project reviews.  Mr. Stringfellow suggested, and it was agreed to 
incorporate the meeting protocol into the policy. 
 
Gil Gonzales asked for clarification on the Section 18.028.020 pre-application processes.  Mr. 
Stevens explained the Code requirement for City Council approval of the submittal of certain 
types of applications.  There was some further discussion and clarification on this process. 
 
Commissioner Bratt commented that he questions if the early study session process would 
circumvent the discretion of the other bodies during the hearing process.  Mayor Morris 
responded that that is not the intent and applications would go through the full process and the 
Planning Commission should continue to use their best judgment.  There was further discussion 
on the intent of the study session process.  It was the consensus to try the study session process a 
few times and see how it works. 
 
Mr. Stevens suggested a few further revisions to the draft policy and stated he would make 
revisions and bring the revised policy back to the City Council on October 14th for consideration. 
 
3.b  CONSIDERATION OF AN APPROACH TO EVALUATING LAND USE ISSUES 

ASSOCIATED WITH RESIDENTIAL DENSIFICATION 
 
Mr. Stevens reported that at the last several Council Retreats there was discussion on process to 
review properties that may have a potential change in zoning, in many cases increase residential 
density.  He added that he is presenting an approach that may begin to more expeditiously 
address this, short of a General Plan Update. 
 
At the request of Mayor Morris, Mr. Stevens explained the City’s Housing Element and how the 
element addresses and  identifies zones to meet the City’s fair share housing requirements.  He 
emphasized that the City does not have to change any zoning or approve any housing projects to 
be compliant with state housing law. 
 
Mr. Stevens outlined a six step, incremental approach to identifying potential properties or areas, 
and ways to evaluate potential development opportunities, as outlined in his staff report. 
 
Mayor Morris asked how this process would work for properties that we already know there is 
some interest in, considering the step process could take time.  Mr. Stevens commented that 
those would have to be dealt with outside his proposed process, probably through the study 
session process.   
 
Mayor Morris commented that he hopes that the City can start to develop some criteria for what 
is appropriate change, what are the factors that would be considering in evaluating change.  He 
added that we should anticipate the types of projects that may be presented and get a consensus 
on criteria for things that might be considered.  Mr. Stevens responded that maybe we could 
establish interim policy criteria on land use changes to provide some guidance, such as what is 
compatibility with adjacent land uses, what different residential products look like.  There was 
discussion on a process to develop interim guidelines and how it might work.  Mr. Stevens listed 
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some potential standards that could possibly be considered as criteria.  There was further 
discussion on areas such how to establish density, floor area ratio and design guidelines.  Mayor 
Morris suggested that if this is a concept the Council would like to pursue, staff and the City 
Attorney ought to flush out if or how it could be done. 
 
Mr. Stringfellow commented that if the Council goes in this direction they do enough research to 
establish density criteria. 
 
Some of the audience members questioned specific properties that were identified on the 
illustrative exhibits.  Mr. Stevens responded that those maps were used as illustration only and 
that no specific properties have been identified, the identification of potential properties is part of 
the process. 
  
In response to a question from the audience, Mayor Morris stated that individual property owners 
always have the ultimate decision on whether or not their property changes zones. 
 
Mr. Stringfellow commented that if a larger area is considered for a zone change it may create 
some non-conforming uses.  There was discussion on creating non-conforming standards in 
those cases.  There was more discussion and general comments from the audience on changes in 
density requests. 
 
Mr. Stevens commented that it would take a month or two to figure out a process to establish 
interim guidelines.  In response to a question, Mr. Stevens commented that this process would 
not affect applications that are currently in the hearing process or a request for a study session 
that may come up prior to the interim guidelines.   
 
Mr. Stevens commented that he will provide an update on the development of the process at the 
November 3rd retreat.  It was suggested that the Planning Commissioners be invited to the retreat. 
 
4.  Adjournment 
 
The meeting adjourned at 9:15 p.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
____________________________ 
Ken Duran, City Clerk 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



MEMORANDUM
DATE:  October 14, 2014

TO:  Mayor and City Council

FROM: Community Development Department

SUBJECT: Consideration of a City Council policy on Study Sessions for Certain Land Use 
and Zoning Changes

   
   
On September 30, 2014 the City Council and Planning Commission conducted a Joint Meeting 
to consider a policy for Study Sessions. Staff reviewed the Draft policy and identified various 
minor changes to the Draft. The attached policy has been revised to reflect those concerns. All 
changes are identified in red.

Staff recommends, after any needed further discussion, adoption of the attached Study Session 
Policy.   
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CITY COUNCIL POLICY – Study Sessions
PURPOSE - To accommodate preliminary consideration by the City Council and/or 
Planning Commission prior to application processing for specified development projects.
and/or To consider a petition for a zone change or amendment pursuant to 
Zoning Code Section 18.208.020.

To maximize opportunities for meaningful public discussions at the earliest 
feasible time.

ELIGIBLE APPLICATIONS - Proposed development projects involving a change in 
the existing Land Use designation on the General Plan, a change in zoning, a new 
Specific Plan (or amendment to an existing Specific Plan) where properties are greater 
than two (2) acres in size.

TIMING - Requests for Study Sessions shall occur during the pre-application stage 
or immediately upon a determination of completeness for an eligible application.

PARTICIPANTS- As determined by the City Council when establishing a date for a 
requested Study Session, the Council may determine that the Session shall be held 
jointly with the Planning Commission.

PUBLIC NOTICE - No mailed notice to surrounding property owners is required other 
than posting on a published agenda. The Council, at a Study Session, may direct the 
holding of a neighborhood/community meeting and may withhold its comments and/or 
petition consideration until such a meeting has been held. Any such meeting shall be 
hosted by City Staff.

SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS -
1. A detailed written statement describing the proposed project and all amendments 

and changes required.
2. A detailed written statement indicating of the reasons for the request setting forth the 

changed conditions warranting such changes or amendments, describing the 
potential effects on and compatibility with adjacent and nearby properties, stating 
public benefits that may occur as a result of the changes and/or amendments, and 
any other information deemed beneficial to understanding the proposals.

3. A conceptual site plan and conceptual building plans.

STUDY SESSION PROCEDURES - City Staff will prepare a written summary of the 
proposed changes and a discussion description of land use and/or zoning alternatives. 
Said discussion shall consider whether the scope of the proposed chsnges shall be 
expanded.



 

 

2 
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The project proponent or any interested party may provide oral or written comments for 
consideration at a Study Session. Subsequent City Staff reports shall summarize and 
comments made during the Study session process. 
 
Study Sessions shall not be for the purpose of taking evidence regarding any proposal. 
Neither the City Council, nor any City Board or Commission, or Staff may rely upon the 
information obtained or comments made during a Study Session for any final decision, 
unless such information or comments are reintroduced during a subsequent noticed 
public hearing on the merits of the proposed changes.  
 
LIMITATIONS ON CONSIDERATIONS -  All parties shall understand that no 
project decisions or direction can be made at a Study Session since those 
determinations are properly made at noticed public hearings. Nothing in this policy is 
intended to constitute, permit or result in any binding determination of the rights, 
interests or entitlements of the City, project proponents or any interested person for any 
proposal considered at a Study session. Except for the authority set forth in Section 
18.208.020, no project proponent shall be bound by any directions, comments or other 
information resulting from a Study Session and project proponents may, but are not 
required to modify their proposals. The Council is however authorized to determine that 
there is not sufficient merit to allow an application to proceed to hearing. The Council 
may also determine that the scope of any requested change or amendment would 
better serve the public need by either being increased or decreased in area. The 
Council may direct a community meeting prior to final determinations on these matters.  
 

 

 

Adopted: 

Revised: 

 



MEMORANDUM
DATE:  October 14, 2014

TO:  Mayor and City Council

FROM: Community Development Department

SUBJECT: Requests for Study Sessions from City Ventures and from Walbern Development
   
  
If the City Council adopts the Study Session Policy on the current agenda, Staff has received two written 
request to schedule Study sessions.   

City Ventures has requested the opportunity to have a Study session as soon as possible for a revised 
residential project at 155 N. Eucla. They have not provided a conceptual plan yet but have had 
discussions with Staff concerning appropriate development parameters for a revised project. They have 
previously indicated that they would hold a neighborhood meeting prior to any Study session.

Walbern Development has requested the opportunity to have a Study Session as soon as possible for a 
±75 lot residential subdivision (average lot size 50’ x 50’) located on the west side of San Dimas Avenue 
south of Allen Avenue.

Both projects require general plan amendments, zone changes and specific plans so they meet the 
eligibility requirements of the Study Session policy. Both projects have or will be able to satisfy the 
submittal requirements.

Staff anticipates that it is desirable to hold the Study Session jointly with the Planning Commission. If 
desired both Study sessions can be held the same date.

Available Study session dates for upcoming City Council meetings are:
1. October 28 – two Councilmembers will be out of town
2. November 12 (Wednesday due to the holiday) – Financial Audit currently set for that date
3. November 25 – short week due to Thanksgiving week
4. December 9 – Public Safety dinner delivery event scheduled
5. December 23 – no Council meeting due to Christmas holidays

If there is a desire to meet before a Thursday Planning commission meeting, Their current schedule is as 
follows:

1. October 16 – too close to properly notice any agenda
2. November 6 – continued hearing on Olsen Foothill Blvd. project scheduled
3. November 20
4. December 4
5. December 18

The Council can also select a non-meeting date for a Study session.
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Agenda Item Staff Report 

 
To: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council 
 For the meeting of October 14, 2014 
 
From: Blaine Michaelis, City Manager 
 
Initiated By: Theresa Bruns, Director of Parks and Recreation 
 
Subject: Los Angeles County's Proposition P: “Safe Neighborhood Parks, Youth/Senior Recreation, 

Beaches and Wildlife Protection Measure”  
 
 

Summary 
 

 Proposition P, the “Safe Neighborhood Parks, Gang Prevention, Youth/Senior  
 Recreation, Beaches and Wildlife Protection Measure” has been placed on the  
 November 2014 ballot by the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors. 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
On November 3, 1992, sixty-four percent (64%) of the voters in Los Angeles County approved Proposition 
A, entitled “Safe Neighborhood Parks, Gang Prevention, Tree-Planting, Senior and Youth Recreation, 
Beach and Wildlife Protection Measure.”  Proposition A authorized the formation of the Los Angeles County 
Regional Park and Open Space District; the levy of a per parcel benefit assessment within the District; and 
a plan of expenditure for the proceeds of the assessment.  Eligible Proposition A projects allowed for the 
development, acquisition, improvement, restoration and maintenance of parks, recreational, cultural and 
community facilities, and open space lands within the County.   
 
In November 1996, county voters amended Proposition A’s assessment method and authorized revenue 
expenditures with the passage of the second Proposition A.  These funding measures, Proposition A 1992 
and Proposition A 1996 will expire in 2014-15 and 2018-19, respectively.  In an effort to ensure continued 
funding for these programs the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors has placed Proposition P on the 
November 2014 ballot.   
 
Proposition P, the “Safe Neighborhood Parks, Gang Prevention, Youth/Senior Recreation, Beaches and 
Wildlife Protection Measure” would assess a $23 per parcel special tax for 30 years which totals 
approximately $54 million annually for parks, open space and recreation facilities projects.  The measure 
will require a two-thirds majority vote to pass, and is intended as replacement of the currently assessed 
“1992 Proposition A” parcel tax that will sunset in June 2015. 
 
The Proposition P expenditure plan includes: 
 

A. 20% of all funds will go directly to cities and unincorporated communities for local neighborhood park 
projects to repair and upgrade fields, gymnasiums and playgrounds, restrooms, security lighting and 
install water-efficient irrigation, and increase accessibility.  
 

o This per parcel allocation of funds is based on each city's or unincorporated area’s 
percentage of the total number of parcels in the County, and is the most direct method of 
receiving funds for San Dimas. 
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B. 15% will be allocated for County beach, park and clean water projects. 

 
o This allocation will fund Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation, 

Department of Beaches and Harbors, and other County projects. 
 

C. 30% will be available for regional projects and for open space, mountain, river, wetland and stream 
projects. 

D. 10% of all funds will be allocated for projects that increase parks, open space and recreational 
opportunities in underserved, park-poor communities. 

E. 5% will be available for competitive grants to nonprofits and public agencies. 
 

o Section C-E funding will be divided equally among the five Supervisorial Districts in each 
category, and expended at the discretion of each District Supervisor.  This is similar to the 
current competitive project allocation process. 
 

F. 15% will be available for maintenance and servicing of park capital projects funded from the 1992, 
1996 and 2014 Propositions. 
 

o Each agency that has completed capital projects which were funded by the previous 
Propositions will receive a per parcel share of a percentage of the maintenance and servicing 
allocation.  San Dimas will be eligible for this allocation based on our completed projects. 
 

G. 5% will be utilized for administration of the Proposition. 
 
Proposition P will require annual, independent financial audits and public review of expenditures to ensure 
funds are used as intended by County voters.  It is the County's intent that the Los Angeles County 
Regional Park and Open Space District will administer the program, as they have Proposition A, 1992 and 
1996. 
 
Of the above listed expenditure categories, San Dimas will receive section A funding on a per parcel 
percentage basis, and will be eligible for sections C-E funding, likely on a competitive basis, and eligible for 
section F funding on a percentage basis for our completed Proposition funded projects. 
 
The Proposition P expenditure plan differs from those of Proposition A 1992 and 1996 in that there are no 
specified projects named in the language of the Measure.   
 
For reference, the City of San Dimas has successfully completed the following Proposition A grant funded 
projects: 
 
Horsethief Canyon Park Development        $1,443,716 
This project was listed as a specified project within the actual language of the 1992 Proposition for a 
specified budget of $1,100,000.  The remaining $343,716 was per parcel funding.  The project included 
lighted soccer field, picnic area, tot lot, volleyball area, horseshoe courts, wildlife corridor enhancement, 
nature trail, restroom, and infrastructure improvements. 
 
Maintenance & Servicing Funds         $997,855 
In addition to funding the successful completion of park improvement projects, the 1992 Proposition has 
provided annual funding for maintenance of Horsethief Canyon Park since its completion.  To date, the City 
has received approximately $997,855 applied directly toward the ongoing maintenance of Horsethief 
Canyon Park.  This annual funding will conclude with the sunseting of Proposition A 1992. 
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Horsethief Canyon Park Multi-Use Trail System       $150,000 
This project was listed as a specified project within the actual language of the 1996 Proposition for a 
specified budget of $150,000.  The project included construction of additional multi-use trails in Horsethief 
Canyon Park, and was completed in cooperation with the California Department of Fish and Game, meeting 
all environmental requirements. 
 
Pioneer Park Improvements          $161,755 
This project included skatepark, picnic shelter and security lighting, and was funded with 1996 per parcel 
funding. 
 
Horsethief Canyon Park          $96,091.32 
This project included the widening and clearing of the Poison Oak Trail and construction of a hilltop picnic 
area including installation of picnic tables, benches, hitching posts and the planting of trees.  The project 
was completed in cooperation with the Los Angeles County Parks and Recreation Department and was 
funded through a Fifth District competitive grant award. 
 
San Dimas Windstorm Recovery Project        $20,469.59 
This project included the planting and irrigation of approximately 33 new trees throughout the City of San 
Dimas and the removal of approximately 12 trees damaged by the windstorm of 2011, and was funded 
through a Fifth District competitive grant award. 
 
And our most recent grant award, which is still to be completed: 
 
Walnut Creek Wildlife Habitat and Open Space Development Project    $850,000 
This project is funded through a Fifth District competitive grant award and will consist of trail development, 
demolition of existing structures, ADA access point improvements, fencing and gating, native landscaping, 
and interpretive signage.  Currently the project is awaiting completion of the CEQA process. 
 
In summary, as a recipient of Proposition A (1992 and 1996), the City of San Dimas has completed park 
projects totaling $1,872,031.91; received nearly $998,000 for park maintenance; has an additional $850,000 
project pending completion; for a total over $3.72 million. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Receive presentation and pleasure of the Council whether to support Proposition P by minute action. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Attachment:  

 Proposition P Fact Sheet 
 Proposition P Expenditure Plan Details 
 Proposition P Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors Ballot Resolution 



Safe Neighborhood Parks, Gang Prevention, Youth/Senior Recreation, 
Beaches and Wildlife Protection Measure on the November Ballot

Every year, more than 70 million people visit parks in LA 
County including their neighborhood parks, and participate 
in park-sponsored recreational programs. Millions of children 
and youth use park facilities for after-school, weekend, and 
summer programs, and millions of seniors attend programs 
at nearby senior centers.

While city, state and federal funding for parks and recreation 
has been decreasing during the past 20 years, LA County voters 
approved the Safe Neighborhood Parks tax measure in 1992, 
which generates about $54 million a year for neighborhood 
and regional parks and recreation. The tax measure is about
to expire—Proposition P is designed to replace it.

P R O P O S I T I O N

S A F E  N E I G H B O R H O O D  PA R K S  M E A S U R E

Completed Projects
Since 1992, The Regional Park and Open Space District has funded almost 
1,500 projects with funds from that measure and additional funding, 
including:

• 328 new children’s play areas
• 350 new and refurbished recreation centers, senior centers, community 

centers, nature centers
• 244 trails projects
• About 33,000 acres permanently converted to parks or open space
• 110 water quality and water supply enhancement projects
• 175 tree planting projects (10,000 trees planted)
• 200 restrooms added or refurbished

Visit the County Regional Park and Open Space District website to see new 
and enhanced local parks in your area: osd.lacounty.gov

Proposition P Continues Park Funding 
The 1992 funding tax measure expires in June 2015 and that $54 million 
a year will no longer be available for neighborhood and regional parks. 
Should Proposition P be approved, it would continue funding $54 million a 
year through an annual $23 per parcel special tax for 30 years. Proposition 
P will be on the November 4, 2014 ballot. It requires a two-thirds majority 
vote to pass.

How Funds from Proposition P Would Be Spent
Proposition P allocates funds across the County for projects related to water 
quality in rivers, creeks, lakes and beaches; water supply sources; park-poor 
areas; maintaining existing parks; and for projects that employ local youth 
(Proposition A employed over 25,000 youth).

• Parks in Disadvantaged Communities –10% of all funds are dedicated 
specifically for projects that increase parks, open space and recreational 
opportunities in underserved communities that have fewer parks and 
playgrounds. 

• Neighborhood Parks – 20% of all funds will go directly to cities and 
unincorporated communities for local neighborhood parks and arts 
projects to repair and upgrade fields, gymnasiums and playgrounds; 
repair and upgrade restrooms; upgrade security lighting; install water-
efficient irrigation; and increase accessibility.

• Clean Beaches, Clean Water – 15% of funds will go toward County 
beach, park and clean water projects.

• Regional Open Space – 30% of funds will be used to develop and 
maintain County trails, and fund mountain, river, wetlands and stream 
projects that protect natural resources and enhance visitor experiences. 

• Nonprofit and Public Agency Projects – 5% will be made available as 
grants to organizations engaged in senior/youth facilities, urban tree 
planting, graffiti prevention, public access to rivers and streams, and 
natural lands restoration. Priority for projects that employ youth and for 
groups involved in gang prevention and training programs for at-risk 
youth. 

• Maintain Parks – 15% of funds will be used to maintain facilities to 
improve the usability of these community assets, so that past and future 
park investments are not degraded or lost. 

Accountability
The measure requires annual, independent financial audits of all revenue 
and expenditures and open, public review to ensure funds are used 
efficiently, and as voters intend.

All funds must remain local within LA County and can only be used for 
parks, recreation, and open space projects.

Los Angeles County Regional Park and Open Space District   |   osd.lacounty.gov

Fact Sheet

For more information, including the text of Proposition P and the arguments  
in favor and opposing:

Sample Ballot      Full Text of Proposition P

http://file.lacounty.gov/dpr/cms1_219678.pdf
http://file.lacounty.gov/dpr/cms1_217327.pdf


 

Expenditure Plan Details 

Generally, any of the funds out of Section 5, 
Expenditure Plan, can be expended on the same types 
of projects the Open Space District has funded in the 
past. If Proposition P is approved by two-thirds of the 
voters in November, the funds—about $54 million a 

year—will come into the County, then be divided 
into each category in Section 5 of the Resolution (a-
g).  The intent is that the Open Space District is the 
Special Unit of Department of Parks and Recreation 
to administer this proposition.

   
Section 5 EXPENDITURE PLAN Over 30 Years at $23/parcel 

(a) 20% to Cities and Unincorporated areas within the 
County on a per parcel basis  

1) Allocation will be based on each city’s 
percentage of the total number of parcels 
in the county 

2) Allocation will be based on each 
unincorporated area’s percentage of the 
total number of parcels in the county 

 

1) $280,573,904 directly to Cities 
2) $44,917,864 to Unincorporated 

Areas of the County 

(b) 15% to the County for County parks, beaches and 

clean water/park projects. 

$244,118,826 to County Parks and 

Beaches 

(c) 30% to the County for Regional projects for open 

space, foothill, mountain, trail, river, wetland and 

stream projects 

$488,237,652 for Projects in all areas of 

the County 

 

(d) 10% to the County for underserved communities $162,745,884 to Underserved 

Communities for Parks & Recreational 

Amenities 

(e) 5% available as competitive grants to Public Agencies 

and Non Profit Organizations 

$81,372,942 for Competitive Grants to 

Public Agencies and Non Profit 

Organizations 

(f) 15% for maintenance and servicing of projects that have 

received funding from the 1992, 1996 and 2014 

Propositions 

$244,118,826 for Maintenance 

 

(g) 5% for Administration $81,372,942 for Administration 

   

In Section 5(a), the per parcel funding, it is expected 
that the Cities and the County will expend those funds 
on the projects that they find have the highest priority 
for these areas.  

In Section 5(b), these funds are for County projects, 
Department of Parks and Recreation, Department of 
Beaches and Harbors, and others. 

Section 5(c-e), these funds will be divided equally 
between the five Supervisorial Districts, into each of 
those categories. These funds will be expended at the 
discretion of the Supervisor, much as the current Excess 
Funds works today, with each Supervisor funding the 

highest priority projects within each category across the 
district. 

In Section 5(f), the Maintenance & Servicing funds, 
Section 21 in the Resolution details the allocation 
percentages. 

For more information on Proposition P and link to an 
interactive map of all Proposition A Projects: 

http://osd.lacounty.gov 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2014-57 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 
DIMAS REESTABLISHING FEES FOR NATIONAL POLLUTANT 
DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM (NPDES) INSPECTIONS 

AND AMENDING THE SAN DIMAS MUNICIPAL CODE 
 

WHEREAS, the San Dimas Municipal Code provides that the City Council shall 
determine a fee that shall reimburse the City for the costs of inspections of facilities undertaken 
pursuant to Chapter 14.11 or any federal, state, regional and/or local regulatory agency order 
or permit pertaining to stormwater pollution or discharges (San Dimas Municipal Code § 
14.11.90); and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that the proposed fees do not constitute a 
“tax,” but rather are properly subject to the regulatory fee exemption set forth at Article XIII C, § 
1(e)(3) of the California Constitution; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that the amount of the proposed fees are 

no more than necessary to cover the reasonable costs incurred by the City in providing 
NPDES inspections of facilities; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that the manner in which the costs are 

allocated to those subject to this fee schedule bears a reasonable relationship to the benefit 
received from the City’s inspections of facilities subject to the NPDES permit; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the City does not have a funding mechanism in place to recover costs 
associated with administration of the NPDES Industrial/Commercial facility inspections; and 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of San Dimas does hereby resolve as 

follows: 
 

1. Resolution No. 03-57 is hereby repealed in its entirety and is of no further force and 
effect. 

2. The City of San Dimas hereby adopts the fee schedule attached hereto as Exhibit 
“A” for reimbursing the City for the costs of inspections, which shall be imposed on 
the facilities where those inspections occur. 

3. The fees adopted by this resolution shall be collected concurrently at the time of 
payment of the business license fee. 

4. The City shall include in its Industrial/Commercial facility Inspection Fees a 
surcharge of 15% to recover costs associated with administration of the program. 

5. The fee schedule set forth at Exhibit “A” to this resolution shall become effective 
November 03, 2014. 

 
 
 



2 
 
 
 
 
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED THIS 14th DAY OF OCTOBER, 2014. 
 
 
 
            _________________________________ 
            Curtis W. Morris, Mayor City of San Dimas 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_______________________________ 
Debra Black, Deputy City Clerk 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution was adopted by vote of the City 
Council of the City of San Dimas at its regular meeting of October 14th, 2014 by the following 
vote: 
 

AYES:  
NOES:  
ABSTAIN:  
ABSENT:  

   
 
      ________________________________ 
      Debra Black, Deputy City Clerk 
  



3 
 

EXHIBIT A 
 
 
 

OPTION 1:  Two (2) Inspections – Collect Inspection Fee Over a 2-Year Period beginning in 
December 2014 

  2014 Industrial/Commercial Facility Inspections 

Facility Type  Contract Total  Proposed Inspection Fee 
(incl. 15% admin costs)  

Total Subsidized by City 

Commercial (103) $52,720 
 (+15%=$60,628) 

$147.16 
$0 

Industrial (72)   $ 210.51 

 

.  
 
 
OPTION 2:  Two (2) Inspections – Collect Inspection Fee Over a 2-Year Period beginning in 

December 2014 – City absorbs program startup Costs ($8,244) 

2014 Industrial/Commercial Facility Inspections 

Facility Type  Contract Total  Proposed Inspection Fee 
(incl. 15% admin costs)  

Total Subsidized by City 

Commercial (103) $52,720 - $8,244 = 
$44,476 

 (+15%=$51,147.40) 

$ 124.15 
$8,244 

Industrial (72)   $ 177.60 

.  
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