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

1. CALL TO ORDER AND FLAG SALUTE

2. RECOGNITIONS

San Dimas High School Football Team CIF Finalists

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 and ask 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:

RESOLUTION 2016-02, A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF SAN DIMAS, CALIFORNIA, APPROVING CERTAIN DEMANDS FOR THE 
MONTH OF JANUARY, 2016.

b. Approval of minutes for the regular City Council and Study Session meetings of January 
12, 2016.

c. Claim Rejection: Hackelton v. City of San Dimas (1927799)
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d. Farmers Market 2016 Proposal – Advocates for Healthy Living is requesting City 
Council approval to conduct the 2016 Farmer’s Market on Wednesdays, April 6 through 
September 7, on First Street adjacent to Civic Center Park, in the City Hall Parking Lot 
and a portion of Civic Center Park 

 
e. ORDINANCE 1240, AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF SAN DIMAS, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ADOPTING 
MUNICIPAL CODE TEXT AMENDMENT 15-07 TO AMEND SECTION 
18.14, WATER-EFFICIENT LANDSCAPES. (SECOND READING AND 
ADOPTION) 

 
f. Approval of Resolution 2016-03 Annual Update of Parking Prohibition of Certain 

City Streets 
 

RESOLUTION 2016-03, A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF SAN DIMAS PROHIBITING PARKING OR STOPPING OF VEHICLES 
ON CERTAIN STREETS. 

 
g. Amending of Ordinance No 1203 to reflect correct Recommended Speed Limit 

for San Dimas Avenue (Avenida Melisenda to San Dimas Avenue (Loop 
Junction)) of 30mph. 

 
i. ORDINANCE 1203, AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF SAN DIMAS, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES DOES AMENDING 
THE SAN DIMAS MUNICIPAL CODE BY AMENDING THE SECTION 10.06 
THERETO DESIGNATING SPEED LIMITS ON CERTAIN STREETS IN THE 
CITY OF SAN DIMAS 

 
ii. Approve Two-year Extension of Speed Zone Study to 2018 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve consent calendar as presented. 
 
END OF CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
5. PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
     a. Proposed CDBG Program FY 2016-17 Projected Use of Funds 
 

RESOLUTION 2016-05, A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF SAN DIMAS CALIFORNIA, AUTHORIZING THE ALLOCATION OF THE 2016 
YEAR COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT (CDBG) FUNDS FOR  
FISCAL YEAR 2016-17 
 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve and adopt resolution 2016-05. 
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b. Revision to Parcel Map 90-1 (21554); A request to delete Planning Condition No. 4 of 
Resolution 91-10 relating to recordation of a notice of non-conforming status of the 
existing residence and restrictions on expansion and/or substantial modification of the 
residence at 1623 N. San Dimas Canyon Road (APN: 8665-010-063) The Planning 
Commission recommended approval of the request at its January 7, 2016 meeting. 
 
RESOLUTION 2016-04, A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF SAN DIMAS APPROVING A REVISION TO PARCEL MAP 90-1 
(21554) IN THE FORM OF THE REMOVAL OF A CONDITION OF 
APPROVAL AFFECTING THE PROPERTY AT 1623 N. SAN DIMAS 
CANYON ROAD (APN: 8665-008-016) 

 
RECOMMMENDED ACTION: Approve and adopt Resolution 2016-04. 
 
6.   OTHER BUSINESS 
 
 a. SB 415 Requiring Municipal Election Date Consolidation 
 

i. Request for Councilmembers, City Manager, City Clerk and City Attorney to sign 
petition for alternate solution 

 
ii. Ordinance allowing San Dimas to continue stand-alone elections through 2021. 

 
ORDINANCE 1241, AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
SAN DIMAS, HEREBY ADOPTING A PLAN AND INTENT TO CONSOLIDATE 
CITY ELECTIONS WITH THE STATEWIDE ELECTION BY NO LATER THAN 
THE NOVEMBER 8, 2022, STATEWIDE ELECTION 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Authorize Councilmembers and City Clerk to sign petition and 
adopt Ordinance 1241. 
 
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) Reappointments to the Public Safety Commission 
 
2) Councilmembers' report on meetings attended at the expense of the local agency. 
 
3) Individual Members' comments and updates  
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8. ADJOURNMENT

The next meeting is February 9, 2016, 7:00 p.m.

9. CLOSED SESSION
(Recess to closed session pursuant to Government Code 54957)

a. Public Employee Performance Evaluation
Title: City Manager

Notice Regarding American with Disabilities Act: In compliance with the ADA, if 
you need assistance to participate in a city meeting, please contact the City Clerk’s Office at 
(909) 394-6216.  Early notification before the meeting you wish to attend will make it possible 
for the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting [28 CFR 
35.102-35.104 ADA Title II].

Copies of documents distributed for the meeting are available in alternative formats upon 
request. Any writings or documents provided to the City Council regarding any item on this 
agenda will be made available for public inspection at the Administration Counter at City Hall 
and at the San Dimas Library during normal business hours. In addition most documents are 
posted on the City’s website at cityofsandimas.com. 

Posting Statement: On January 22, 2015, a true and correct copy of this agenda was posted on 
the bulletin board at 245 East Bonita Avenue (San Dimas City Hall), 145 North Walnut Avenue 
(Los Angeles County Library), 300 East Bonita Avenue (United States Post Office), Von’s 
Shopping Center (Puente/Via Verde Avenue) and the City’s website 
www.cityofsandimas.com/minutes.cfm

http://www.cityofsandimas.com/minutes.cfm


 

 

City of San Dimas 
Congratulates 

 Abbas Darwiche  
 

2015 CIF Football Finals 
 

 

 

__________________________________________ 
Curtis W. Morris, Mayor City of San Dimas 

 



RESOLUTION 2016-02 
 

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

CERTAIN DEMANDS FOR THE MONTH JANUARY 2016  
                   
 
 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 Warrant Register 01/29/2016 (153882-154013) in the amount of 
$952,239.41. 
 
  

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 26th, day of January 2016. 
 
 
 
 
     ___________________________________________ 
       Curtis W. Morris, Mayor of the City of San Dimas 
ATTEST: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Debra Black, Assistant City Clerk 
 
 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY that Resolution 2016-02 was approved by vote of the City 
Council of the City of San Dimas at its regular meeting of January 26th, 2016 by the following 
vote: 
 

AYES:  
NOES:   
ABSTAIN:  
ABSENT:  

   
 
      ________________________________ 
      Debra Black, Assistant City Clerk 

4a4a































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

STAFF:
City Manager Blaine Michaelis
Assistant City Manager Community Development Larry Stevens
Assistant City Manager Administrative Services Ken Duran
City Attorney Mark Steres
Director of Parks & Recreation Theresa Bruns
Director of Public Works Krishna Patel
Planning Manager Fabiola Wong
Senior Planner Marco Espinoza
Associate Planner Luis Torrico
Assistant City Clerk Debra Black  

1. CALL TO ORDER AND FLAG SALUTE

Mayor Morris called the meeting to order and led the flag salute at 7:00 p.m. He announced that 
item 4(f) of the consent calendar would be removed and discussed as part of the public hearing 
on item 5(a). 

2.    ANNOUNCEMENT

The Parks and Recreation Commission will host a Community Meeting on January 19, 
2016 at 6:30 pm in the Community Building for the countywide Park Needs Assessment 
project being conducted by the Los Angeles County Parks and Recreation Department.

Director of Parks & Recreation Theresa Bruns announced the January 19, 2016, Parks & 
Recreation Commission Community Outreach meeting for the countywide Parks Needs 
Assessment project.

2. RECOGNITIONS

Recognize the members of the San Dimas High School Boy’s Water Polo Team and 
Cross Country 2015 CIF Finalists 

MINUTES
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING

TUESDAY, JANUARY 12, 2016, 7:00 P. M.                                                        
SAN DIMAS COUNCIL CHAMBERS

245 E. BONITA AVE.
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Mayor Morris presented certificates to the athletes and coaches.  
 
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 and ask 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 

 
1) Evan Celaya – ASB President San Dimas High School announcement of activities events 

for the high school 
2) Angela B. resident – Voiced concerns over the potholes located on San Dimas Avenue  

  
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: 
 

RESOLUTION 2016-01, A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF SAN DIMAS, CALIFORNIA, APPROVING CERTAIN DEMANDS FOR THE 
MONTHS OF DECEMBER 2015 AND JANUARY 2016. 

 
b. Approval of minutes for the City Council meetings of November 24, 2015 and December 

12th, 2015. 
 

c. ORDINANCE 1237, AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF SAN DIMAS, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ADOPTING 
MUNICIPAL CODE TEXT AMENDMENT 15-08 TO AMEND SECTION 
18.540, SPECIFIC PLAN NO. 24, UPDATING THE PERMITTED AND 
CONDITIONALALLY PERMITTED USES IN AREA I.  (SECOND READING 
AND ADOPTION) 

 
d.   ORDINANCE 1239, AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
 SAN DIMAS APPROVING MUNICIPAL CODE TEXT AMENDMENT 15-09 TO 
 AMEND CHAPTER 18.194 MEDICAL MARIJUANA TO PROHIBIT THE 
 CULTIVATION OF MARIJUANA AND THE ESTABLISHMENT OR OPERATION 
 OF MOBILE MARIJUANA DISPENSARIES CITYWIDE, AND OTHER 
 MISCELLANOUS EDITS (SECOND READING AND ADOPTION) 

 
      e. Approval of Pre-Qualified Concrete Flatwork Specialty Contractor(s)  

for Bonita Avenue Boardwalk Streetscape Replacement and Renovation Project 
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      f. ORDINANCE 1238, AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

SAN DIMAS APPROVING MUNICIPAL CODE TEXT AMENDMENT 15-06 TO 
AMEND THE USES IN SPECIFIC PLAN NO. 17 AREA 1 (CODE SEC. 18.528), TO 
ALLOW FOR THE OFF-SITE SALE OF BEER AND WINE IN CONJUNCTION 
WITH A CONDITIONALLY PERMITTED SERVICE STATION WITH A 
CONVENIENCE STORE. (SECOND READING AND ADOPTION) 

 
     g. Approval of Budget, Waiver of Formal Bid Process & Authorization to Pre-Purchase 

Certain Specialty Items for the Bonita Ave Boardwalk Streetscape Replacement and 
Renovation Project 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve consent calendar as presented. 
 
MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Bertone, seconded by Councilmember 
Badar to approve consent calendar with removal of item 4f. 
  
END OF CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
5. PUBLIC HEARING 
 
 a. CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 15-10 – A request to allow 
  for the off-site sale of beer and wine (Type 20) in conjunction with a conditionally 
  permitted service station with convenience store located at 1790 S. San Dimas Avenue 
  (Via Verde 76).  (APN:  8396-017-025)  The Planning Commission recommended 
  approval at their regular meeting of November 19, 2015 by a 4-0-1 vote. Item continued 
  from December 8, 2016 council meeting. 

 
RESOLUTION 2015-54, A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF SAN DIMAS APPROVING CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 15-10, A REQUEST 
TO ALLOW OFF-SITE SALES OF BEER AND WINE (TYPE 20 LICENSE) IN 

       ASSOCIATION WITH A SERVICE STATION CONVENIENCE STORE 
       (VIA VERDE 76) LOCATED AT 1790 SOUTH SAN DIMAS AVENUE    
       (APN: 8396-017-025) 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve Conditional Use Permit 15-10 and adopt Resolution 
2015-54, Approving Conditional Use Permit 15-10, a request to allow off-site sales of beer and 
wine (type 20 license) in association with a service station convenience store (Via Verde 76) 
located at 1790 South San Dimas Avenue(APN: 8396-017-025) 
 
Senior Planner Marco Espinoza presented staff’s report on this item. 
 
Councilmember Ebiner asked how the square footage of the sales area is calculated and if the 
display cases were different from the refrigeration cooler. 
 
Responding to Councilmember Ebiner’s question City Manager of Community Development 
Larry Stevens replied that the refrigeration coolers are walk in coolers, not display coolers that 
customers have access to and are viewed as distinct and separate and not included in the square 
footage. 
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Councilmember Ebiner asked if the restrictions on the single containers were written in any 
ordinance or only in the C.U.P.s; and then asked how the language was placed in the text 
amendment originally. 
 
Mr. Espinoza replied that the restrictions were only in the C.U.P., placing it there is more 
restrictive to the site and that the language was never intended to be in the code.  
 
Councilmember Badar asked for an explanation of the process for to bringing violations back to 
council and if there was something in place to make it more restrictive or revoking the C.U.P. 
 
Mr. Espinoza responded that typical staff will try to work with applicant, if that does not work it 
would then go back to the Planning Commission for review of the C.U.P. depending on what 
needs to be accomplished. 
 
Mr. Stevens read condition 21 of the C.U.P. that specifically address alcohol related crimes that 
could be reason for possible modifications; and explained that additionally the conditional use 
section of the code does allow staff the ability to revoke or modify the use permit. 
 
Councilmember Badar asked what happened if staff doesn’t hear from the Sheriff’s Department 
or ABC, if the city has anything in place for annual reviews. 
 
Mr. Stevens answered that typically ABC posts on site when restrictions have been placed and 
that’s when we would hear from the Sheriff’s Department. 
 
Councilmember Badar asked if the city has restrictions on any of the other facilities that sell 
single cans. 
 
Mr. Stevens replied that staff has not felt a need for citywide restrictions and that this type of 
restriction is most commonly imposed in areas with a different economic climate than what 
exists in San Dimas. 
 
City Attorney Mark Steres confirmed that the current resolution’s conditions 10 and 11 does 
address the 10% limitation and the review and approval of council for any increases. 
 
Mayor Morris opened the public hearing at 7:47 p.m. for applicants to address council.  
 

1) Sam Ghosn stated that the review of the other stations showed none had more than 10% 
floor usage and that they agreed to the 10% as well. He added that all of the stations sell 
single bottles, all employees are well trained and no one would want to jeopardize the 
business. 

 
2) Resident Gary Enderle stated that drunk drivers will get alcohol from anywhere, anyone 

can buy a six pack and remove one and it becomes single bottle and that this is not a 
legitimate issue. He added that the beer in the coolers will be locked after 2:00 a.m., and 
it was his understanding that the Sheriff’s Department does get the majority of the ABC 
violation reports that can be reported to council. He concluded by saying he saw no 
problem with supporting the business. 
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3) Resident Dr. Marvin Ersher stated he was in favor of the C.U.P. and thought that staff did 
a good job on the staff report. He added that it would be incumbent upon council to have 
the different standards included in the resolution because it would add more scrutiny and 
be more restrictive. He also felt that the service aspect of the business is going away and 
things should stop here. 

 
4) Resident Ryan Vienna stated that he was in favor of the fair and equitable treat of a small 

business owner and it is important for them to protect their business and have an 
opportunity to compete on the same small market within the community. He added that 
since the single can restriction is not in place anywhere else, it should not be applied here. 

 
Mayor Morris invited those in opposition forward to speak. 
 

1) Resident Lori Terry explained that because of a personal experience of a family member 
walking to a convenience store near his assisted living facility the sale of alcohol would 
not be a good idea at this location.  

 
2) Resident Marilyn R. shared that there are already too many burglaries in the area, and 

that Von’s already sells liquor so this station doesn’t need to sell it too. She added the 
other stations in the city that sell alcohol are not in residential neighborhoods. 

 
3) Resident Alan Nash expressed his concern over public safety, and felt that this is a way 

of promoting the convenience of drinking and driving. 
 

4) Pastor Bob Harmon opposed to the request, doesn’t feel it is a good location. 
 
Resident Patrick Jones stated he was not in opposition and felt the information presented by prior 
speakers was not factual and not a fair representation. He added that testimony presented has 
been based on innuendo and what might or might not happen. He wouldn’t want any legislative 
body to decide where he can or can’t buy something. Von’s sells a lot of single can alcohol so 
why would the city restrict this business. He added that it took applicants three years to get 
approval for their last request because of some emotions and concerns that were voiced and 
never happened. He addressed the concerns of drinking in Bonelli Park by stating that if caught 
citations are issued by law enforcement and it is not this body’s issue to address. 
 
Resident and business owner Angela? originally opposed the request, and agreed with Mr. Nash 
that this will become a source of illegal drinking. She asked about the potential for the location to 
become a liquor store.  
 
Mr. Stevens explained that this particular location is limited to 1,000 sq. ft. and they couldn’t 
expand beyond that without an amendment to the code.  Beer and wine sales are limited to 10% 
or 100 sq. ft. of the 1,000 sq. ft. of floor area, additionally they must continue to operate a gas 
station to have the convenience store as an accessory to the station.  
 
Bill Ghosn applicant shared that these same discussions were had six years ago none of the 
concerns voiced have occurred. He explained that theirs is a good project; they take of the 
business and have had no violations. 
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Councilmember Templeman asked the applicant if six years ago they said they would not sell 
beer and alcohol. 
 
Mr. Bill Ghosn replied no and at the time it was a realtor speaking for the project who stated that. 
 
Mayor Morris invited applicant to speak in rebuttal. 
 
Mr. Sam Ghosn shared that they would not jeopardize the business or neighborhood. 
 
Mayor Morris closed public hearing at 8:24 p.m. and brought the item back to council for 
discussion. 
 
City Attorney Steres reviewed the procedural actions needed of council as second reading and 
adoption of the resolution or if interested in an amendment it would need to be reintroduced and 
brought back for second reading at the next meeting.  
 
Councilmember Ebiner asked Mayor Morris if it would be unreasonable to put it in the 
limitations in the C.U.P. 
  
Mayor Morris responded as long as it was not an unreasonable limitation. 
 
Mr. Steres answered that the staff report provided reasonable evidence to support the 10%. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Bertone, seconded by Councilmember 
Badar to waive further reading and adopt Ordinance 1238 by title. 
 
Mayor Morris called for any further discussion. 
 
Councilmember Ebiner stated he would stay with his original decision and did not feel the time 
Was right to change this specific plan. 
 
Mayor Morris stated he originally voted in favor for two reasons, one because of a change in the 
Business climate, and because the city has not done this with other locations it would be difficult 
to prohibited it here. 
 
AYES:  Badar, Bertone, Templeman 
NOES:  Ebiner, Templeman 
ABSTAIN:  None 
ABSENT:  None 
 
The motion carried by a vote of three to two. (3-2) 
 
Mayor Morris called for discussions of the C.U.P. 
 
Councilmember Ebiner expressed his appreciation of staff’s work on the report.  He added that 
10% of the floor area of 1,000 sq. ft. shop is generous and he could live with 10% and could go 
down to 5%.  
 



City Council Minutes 
January 12, 2016                                                                                                                                            Page 7 
 
 
Councilmember Templeman asked the Mayor to acknowledged the email council received from 
The Executive Director at Brookside San Dimas facility.  He stated that it should be remembered 
that the C.U.P. goes with the property and a good operation now provides for a better 
opportunity for others later on with and an entitlement to sell beer and wine. He went on to say 
that he worries about locations open all night, near freeway off ramps selling alcohol with young 
employees on duty; some other stations in town have outside windows that are used to keep 
customers from entering. He ended by saying this is a bad plan and had he understood the 
request from the Shell Station would have had the same concerns and comments. 
 
Mayor Morris discussed the email from the Director of Brookdale San Dimas. He stated that the 
C.U.P. has gone through the process, staff and the Planning Commission has approved it, it is 
consistent with the other businesses with liquor licenses and could see no reason not to grant the 
request. 
 
Councilmember Badar shared that he agreed with Councilmember Templeman’s comments but 
in the end legally could see no reason not to grant the request.  
 
Councilmember Ebiner stated he believes the city is setting a precedent with the 10%; no one 
else has it and hopes that it carries on if other stations come forward. He added he could vote for 
the C.U.P. if it had the single can condition prohibition. 
 
Councilmember Badar responded to Councilmember Ebiner by saying that at the beginning of 
meeting he asked staff what council’s options were if a problem occurred and the response was 
that staff could review and pull the permit and bring it back to council. He then asked what the 
procedure would be for him to be able to ask that applicant a question at this point of the 
meeting. 
 
City Attorney Steres announced that the public hearing would have to be reopened. 
 
Mayor Morris reopened the public hearing for Councilmember Badar to ask the applicant if the 
sliding door at the location was functional and could it be made functional. 
  
Mr.  Ghosen answered that it was not functional and that the liquor would be locked up by 2:00 
a.m. 
 
Mayor Morris closed the public hearing at 8:49 p.m. 
 
MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Badar, seconded by Councilmember 
Bertone to waive further reading and adopt Resolution 2015-54. The motion carried by vote of 
three to two. (3-2) 
 
AYES:  Badar, Bertone, Morris 
NOES:  Ebiner, Templeman 
ABSENT:  None 
ABSTAIN:  None 
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b.    MUNICIPAL CODE TEXT AMENDMENT 15-07 – A City initiated request to 
amend Municipal Zoning Code Chapter 18.14, Water Efficient Landscapes to bring the 

City into compliance with Governor Brown’s Drought Executive Order B-19-25. 
 
ORDINANCE 1240, AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF SAN DIMAS, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ADOPTING 
MUNICIPAL CODE TEXT AMENDMENT 15-07 TO AMEND SECTION 
18.14, WATER-EFFICIENT LANDSCAPES. (FIRST READING AND 
INTRODUCTION) 
 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Read by title and introduce Ordinance 1240. 
 
Associate Planner Luis Torrico presented staff’s report on this item and responded to 
questions from council on the specific requirements of the order and ordinance. 
 
Mayor Morris opened the public hearing at 9:10 p.m. 
 

1) Resident Gil Gonzales asked if the city reviewed how this order would affect 
     the design of new 7500 sq. ft. lot size homes, will they all be drought resistant 
     design and if the ordinance needed to be adopted tonight. 

 
In response Mr. Stevens stated that virtually every new residence will be subject to the 
new requirements and will be drought resistant and have up to 25% turf. 
 

2) Resident Bob G. expressed concern over the Foothill Blvd. Median Project and 
    trees being cut down. 

 
Mayor Morris and Director of Parks and Recreation explained that the tress were cut 
down after an evaluation done by the City Arborist that indicated they were compromised 
and they will be replaced with other species. 
 

3) Resident Jim Mc Cants asked if the services of the city arborist were only for 
    the city projects. 

 
Ms. Bruns responded that the municipal arborist position applies to the municipal forest 
and public property. The arborist typically does not get involved in or make decisions 
about removal on private property. 
 
Councilmember Templeman asked if someone files a permit to remove a tree will the 
arborist go out to look at the tree. 
 
Ms. Bruns responded that the Planning Department handles those situations.  
 
Mr. Stevens added that there are circumstances where Planning will seek the assistance 
from the city arborist to review material from another arborist the property owner 
engaged. 
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4) Resident Patrick Jones shared that remodeling his front yard may not make a 
    difference based on the method being used by the water company to measure 
    residential usage and asked the city to use their voice in asking the water 
    district to come up with a better way of measuring usage. 

 
Closed at 9:30 pm brought back for discussion 
 
MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Badar, seconded by Councilmember 
Bertone to waive further reading and introduce Ordinance 1240, Adopting Municipal 
Code Text Amendment 15-07 to amend Section 18.14, Water-efficient Landscapes. The 
motion carried by vote of five to zero. (5-0) 
 
AYES: Badar, Bertone, Ebiner, Templeman, Morris 
NOES: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
ABSENT: None 
 
6.   ORAL COMMUNICATIONS 
 
Members of the Audience (Speakers are limited to five (5) minutes or as may be determined by 
the Chair.) 
 

1) Resident Gil Gonzales objected to the vehicles driven by the Code Compliance staff 
identifying as Code Compliance. He felt that it looked mean and Code Compliance is 
a community based service and should be viewed as positive. He expressed concern 
that the graffiti behind Red Roof Inn still has not been removed and the manner in 
which it is being handled. 

  
2) Vice Chair Chamber of Commerce Rick Hartman announced upcoming events for the 

Chamber. 
 

3) Ryan Vienna resident and President of the HOA San Dimas Village Walk provided 
an update on the legal issues involving the two associations of Village Walk and 
Grove Station.  

 
b. City Manager 

 
Introduced new staff member Fabiola Wong Planning Manager for the city. 
 
Call in Show – Thursday 7:00 pm 
 

c. City Attorney 
 
Nothing to report 

 
d. Members of the City Council 

 
1) Appointment to the Parks and Recreation Commission 
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Councilmember Ebiner recommended appointment of Paolo Kesparidit to fill the vacancy on the 
Parks & Recreation Commission. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Ebiner, seconded by Councilmember 
Bertone to appoint Paolo Kesparidit to the commission. The motion carried by vote of five to 
zero. (5-0) 
 
AYES:  Badar, Bertone, Ebiner, Templeman, Morris 
NOES:  None 
ABSENT:  None 
ABSTAIN: None  

 
2) Appointment to the Focus groups for the Downtown Study 

 
Assistant City Manager Community Development Larry Stevens presented and asked council to 
accept the appointments as listed. 
 
MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Templeman, seconded by Councilmember 
Ebiner to accept listing of Focus Group Nominees. The motion carried by vote of five to zero. 
(5-0) 
 
AYES:   Badar, Bertone, Ebiner, Templeman, Morris 
NOES:  None 
ABSENT:  None 
ABSTAIN: None 

 
3) Appoint 2 members of the City Council to work with staff regarding potential 

changes to the Memorandum of Understanding with the San Dimas chamber of 
Commerce. 

 
City Manager Blaine Michaelis presented staff’s report and requested candidates for 
appointment. 
 
Councilmember Templeman nominated Mayor Morris and Councilmember Badar. 

 
4) Councilmembers' report on meetings attended at the expense of the local agency. 

 
Nothing to report. 

 
5) Individual Members' comments and updates. 

 
 
 
____________________________    _____________________________ 
Debra Black, Assistant City Clerk    Curtis W. Morris, Mayor 
   
 



 
 

 
 
PRESENT: 
Mayor Curtis W. Morris 
Mayor Pro Tem Jeff Templeman 
Councilmember Emmett Badar 
Councilmember Denis Bertone 
Councilmember John Ebiner 
 
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 
Director of Public Works Krishna Patel 
Captain Duane Harris 
Lt. Andy Berg 
 
1.  CALL TO ORDER  
 
Mayor Morris called the Special City Council Meeting to order at 6:15 p.m. 
 
2.  ORAL COMMUNICATIONS 
 
None 
 
3.  PRESENTATION/DISCUSSION COMMUNITY SAFETY PLANNING 
 
City Manager Michaelis stated that the purpose of the study session is for the City Council to receive a 
presentation from the Sheriff’s Department on the Department’s critical incident preparedness. 
 
Lt. Berg provided a presentation on the Departments preparedness and response to critical incidents, in 
particular active shooters.   
 
Lt. Berg reported that the Station staff has prepared a presentation for businesses, schools and community 
organizations and has been making presentations to various groups.  He shared literature prepared by the 
Department for the general public.  He also showed a video prepared by the Department providing safety 
tips for the public on active shooter situations. 
 
4.  ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 7:00 p.m. 
 
_____________________ 
Ken Duran, City Clerk 
 

MINUTES  
SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
TUESDAY, JANUARY 12, 6:15 P. M.                                                        
SAN DIMAS COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

CONFERENCE ROOM 
245 E. BONITA AVENUE 

 



 

AN EMPLOYEE-OWNED COMPANY 

770 S. Placentia Avenue  ı  Placentia, CA 92870 

P. O. Box 25180  ı  Santa Ana, CA   92799-5180 

www.carlwarren.com  ı  Tel: 714-572-5200  ı  800-572-6900  ı  Fax: 866-254-4423 
CA License No. 2607296 

 
January 18, 2016 
 
 
TO: City of San Dimas 
 
ATTENTION:  Ken Duran, Assistant City Manager 
 
 RE: Claim     : Hackelton v. San Dimas 
 Claimant  : Patty Hackelton 
 Member  : City of San Dimas 
 Date Rec’d by Mbr : 12/15/15 
 Date of Event  : 12/7/15 
 CW File Number : 1927799 
 
Please allow this correspondence to acknowledge receipt of the captioned claim.  Please take the 
following action: 
 

• CLAIM REJECTION: Send a standard rejection letter to the claimant. 
 
Please include a Proof of Mailing with your rejection notice to the claimant.  An exemplar copy 
of a Proof of Mailing is attached.  Please provide us with a copy of the Notice of Rejection and 
copy of the Proof of Mailing.  If you have any questions feel free to contact the assigned adjuster 
or the undersigned supervisor.   
 
  
 
 Very truly yours 
 
 CARL WARREN & COMPANY 

 Richard D. Marque 
 Richard D. Marque 
 Supervisor  
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PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 
COUNTY OF ____________) 
 
I am employed in the county aforesaid, State of California.  I am over the age of eighteen years and 
not a party to the within cause or claim; my business address is:  
_______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
On ___________, 20__, I served the within _______________________[name of document; e.g.: 
“Rejection of Claim”], presented to ___(name of Public Entity)_____.  (Claim No.         ) by placing 
a true copy, enclosed in a sealed envelope with postage thereon fully prepaid, in the United States 
mail at ____(city)___, California, addressed as follows: 
 
 [name and address of claimant, or claimant’s attorney] 
 [address on letter] 
 
I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 
 
Executed on     (date)                , at  (city)               , California 
 
______________________________ ___________________________ 
 [Type or print name] [Signature] 
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Agenda Item Staff Report 

 
To: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council 
 For the meeting of January 26, 2016 
 
From: Blaine Michaelis, City Manager 
 
Initiated By: Theresa Bruns, Director of Parks and Recreation 
 
Subject: 2016 Farmer’s Market Proposal 
 

 
Summary 

 
  Advocates for Healthy Living is requesting City Council approval to  
  conduct the 2016 Farmer’s Market on Wednesdays, April 6 through  
  September 7, on First Street adjacent to Civic Center Park, in the  
  City Hall Parking lot and a portion of Civic Center Park. 
   
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Advocates for Healthy Living, led by Maurice Cuellar, have operated the San Dimas Farmer’s Market 
each season since 2007.  The program has included: certified agricultural producers; prepared food 
producers; commercial food vendors; arts and crafts vendors; nonprofit organizations; health and 
beauty vendors; youth oriented vendors; performing artists and sponsor booths.  The event has been 
successful each year, with 2015 seeing a reduced but consistent number of farmer vendors throughout 
the season. 
 
Prior to each season, Mr. Cuellar has presented a request to conduct a Farmer’s Market and has 
received City approval for its operation.  At the conclusion of each market season, staff has met with 
Mr. Cuellar to evaluate that season.  Mr. Cuellar and staff have continued to be very aware and 
responsive to the concerns of the business community as well as the residents of the neighborhood 
adjacent to the Civic Center.   
 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
There are no changes in the event request for this year.  Advocates for Healthy Living has requested 
approval to conduct the Farmer’s Market on Wednesday evenings, April 6 through September 7, 2016 
in the same location as the 2012 - 2015 events.  The location includes First Street adjacent to Civic 
Center Park, the east side of the City Hall Municipal parking lot, as well as the southern portion of Civic 
Center Park.  The proposal also includes a request for use of the Civic Center Plaza based upon staff 
discretion, which is consistent with the prior four seasons of the event.   
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The Market is proposed to open each evening of operation beginning at 4:00pm on First Street and 
5:00pm in the City Hall parking lot, and to close at 8:30pm on school nights, and 9:00pm on non-school 
nights. 
 
Mr. Cuellar is requesting the closure of First Street at Iglesia Street to the east end of First Street to 
begin at 3:00pm, and the City Hall parking lot closure to begin at 4:00pm, with both areas to remain 
closed until 10:00pm each night of operation.  The street closure times are consistent with the last four 
seasons. 
 
Conditions included in the 2016 Special Event Permit are consistent with those of the 2012 - 2015 
events.  Last year, 2015, one new condition specific to the types of vendors was included, and is 
retained for this year.  Condition #11 allows for all categories of vendors requested by Advocates for 
Healthy Living to be included in the event, with emphasis placed on Farmers, and a limit to the number 
of commercial vendors present on any given event night.  This Condition is included to provide a 
balance among the type of vendors present.   
 
The Conditions of Approval (attached) require the following to be submitted: an updated site plan; 
current Certificates of Insurance; current operating permits; security plan approved by the Sheriff’s 
Department; and proof of California non-profit status. 
 
Should the event be approved and the permit be renewed, Advocates for Healthy Living weekly 
responsibilities will include, but are not limited to: complete traffic control set up and tear down; 
compliance with all NPDES fluid discharge standards; all appropriate accessible route signage; 
complete event clean up with trash to be disposed of in the dumpsters located in the Civic Center public 
parking lot; communication and cooperation with City staff; and resolution of any public safety incident 
or Market related issue.  Staff will work with Advocates for Healthy Living for oversight of traffic control 
set up, but require the organization to provide an adequate number of staff or volunteers to complete 
the set up.  City staff will also work with Mr. Cuellar for the use of City operated electricity and 
restrooms.   
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends that City Council authorize Advocates for Healthy Living to operate a 2016 Farmer’s 
Market event in the public right of way, including approval of street closure on First Street east from 
Iglesia Street, and the east side of the City Hall Municipal parking lot each Wednesday evening 
beginning April 6, 2016 through September 7, 2016 subject to standards and conditions.   
 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Theresa Bruns 
Director of Parks and Recreation 
 
 
 
 
 
Attachments:  

• Special Event Permit Conditions of Approval 
• Advocates for Healthy Living 2016 Farmer’s Market Proposal 
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SPECIAL EVENT PERMIT 
 

Conditions of Approval 
 
 

Special Event Permit for the weekly operation of a Farmer’s Market within the First Street public 
right of way is approved subject to the following conditions: 
 

1. This permit is valid for the term of April 6, 2016 – September 7, 2016.  Said Special Event 
Permit shall be subject to renewal on an annual basis thereafter. 

 
2. Permit shall authorize the weekly use of the First Street public right of way except shall not 

obstruct public sidewalk, adjacent to Civic Center Park; as well as use of the easterly portion of 
the City Hall Municipal Parking lot, and the southerly portion of Civic Center Park adjacent to 
First Street, each Wednesday for a weekly Farmer’s Market.  Only non-food vendors and 
children’s rides will be allowed on the Civic Center Park, with no vehicular access allowed. 
 

3. The Farmer’s Market shall commence on First Street and within Civic Center Park at 4:00 p.m. 
and within the City Hall Municipal Parking Lot at 5:00 p.m. 
 

4. The Farmer’s Market shall conclude at 8:30 p.m. on school nights; 9:00 p.m. on non-school 
nights. 

 
5. The Farmer’s Market shall be operated in the location pursuant to the submitted site plan on file 

with the Parks and Recreation Department.  Site plan shall indicate the placement of all booths, 
canopies, platforms, restrooms, activities and other improvements.  Accessible routes shall be 
indicated on the plan.  Restrooms will be provided by the City at the Senior Citizen/Community 
Center. 

 
6. The applicant shall submit plans to the Building Division to determine whether a blanket 

seasonal permit is required for the installation of multiple membrane structures (temporary 
canopies) used by vendors.  Plans shall include a general site plan of proposed structures as well 
as specific membrane structure issues such as; size ranges of individual structures, 
separation/attachment of structures, and whether open or closed.  The site will be subject to 
periodic inspection from the Building Division, and all deficiencies shall be promptly addressed. 

 
7. The applicant shall provide and maintain appropriate access and services for persons with 

disabilities in conformance with all applicable state and federal laws. 
 

8. The applicant shall be responsible for obtaining the appropriate Certificates of Insurance and 
Policy Endorsements, as required by the City Manager’s Office, naming the City of San Dimas 
as an additional insured, which shall remain in effect for the term of this event. 

 
9. The applicant shall obtain a master business license pursuant to Section 5.24.070(u) of the San 

Dimas Municipal Code, for participating farmers and correlate the number of “employees” to the 
number of farmers participating in the Farmer’s Market; and, shall work with the City to devise a 
business licensing program for the other vendors. 

 
10. The applicant and vendors shall be responsible for obtaining all necessary operating permits and 

shall comply with the regulations of all applicable agencies, including but not limited to the Los 
Angeles County Department of Health Services, California Department of Food and Agriculture, 
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Los Angeles County Fire Department, State of California Alcohol Beverage Control, and other 
agencies as applicable. 
 

11. The Farmer’s Market event may include the following categories of vendors: Farmers, Pre-
Packaged Foods, Prepared Foods, Arts/Crafts, Sponsors, Kids Rides/Activities, and Non-Profits, 
with a primary emphasis on Farmers.  The event shall include a limited number of commercial 
retail vendors comprising no more than 15% of the total number of vendors on any given event 
night.  Should the number of Farmers regularly fall below 20%, or commercial retail vendors 
above 15% of the total number of vendors on any event night the Farmer’s Market may 
jeopardize permit renewal. 

 
12. The traffic detour circulation plan adopted pursuant to the Traffic Safety Committee approval 

shall be periodically evaluated.  Such evaluation shall include analysis of the effectiveness of the 
traffic volumes and detour impacts.   

 
13. The applicant shall be responsible for all traffic control during event, including set-up and tear-

down of equipment needed for execution of traffic plan, such as traffic barricades.  Applicant 
shall be responsible for the closing and opening of First Street and the City Hall Municipal 
Parking Lot for the operation of this event.   
 

14. Closure of First Street shall be limited to the hours of 3:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m. 
 

15. Closure of the City Hall Municipal Parking Lot shall be limited to the hours of 4:00 p.m. to 
10:00 p.m. 

 
16. Applicant must ensure that vendors do not occupy the public right of way prior to the authorized 

time for street and/or parking lot closure. 
 

17. Applicant shall provide all vendors with a vehicle placard to be clearly displayed that states “San 
Dimas Farmer’s Market Vendor.”  Vendor parking shall be encouraged in the Municipal Parking 
Lots on First Street and Bonita Avenue or on the east side of Iglesia Street.  Some parking on the 
east side of Iglesia Street may be reserved for performers during the Music in the Park program. 
 

18. No vendor parking shall be permitted on the west side of Iglesia Street from Bonita Avenue to 
Second Street, nor shall vendors be permitted to park on First Street or Second Street west of 
Iglesia Street. 
 

19. Applicant shall respond in a timely manner to all complaints and concerns, and shall take prompt 
and appropriate action to resolve such concerns. 

 
20. Applicant shall be authorized for use of City electrical sources, and shall be responsible for the 

repair of any damage to City property which may occur as a result of the Farmer’s Market event.  
Any electrical cords shall be located a minimum 10 feet above all walkways and 16 feet above 
all parking lot areas, or secured to the ground and covered on all walkway areas. 

 
21. This permit shall allow the installation of a street banner to publicize the Farmer’s Market.  

Banner must be submitted to the Parks and Recreation Department by March 18, 2016. 
 

22. The applicant shall provide sufficient waste receptacles for the duration of the Farmer’s Market.  
The applicant shall provide containers for the collection of recyclable products. 
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23. The site shall be thoroughly cleared of all trash and material(s) associated with the temporary 
weekly event and returned to the original condition of the site at the conclusion of each 
Wednesday event.  All waste generated from the event must be disposed of in the City dumpsters 
located in the Civic Center public parking lot. 
 

24. Applicant shall patrol the surrounding neighborhood each week of the event (Iglesia Street, First 
Street, Second Street, and Bonita Avenue) to pick up trash generated from the event. 

 
25. Applicant shall be responsible for making all vendors aware of NPDES discharge requirements 

and responsibilities, and comply with City standards, including ensuring that all pavement inside 
and extended beyond the area of each food vendor booth is covered with plastic tarp and/or 
cardboard prior to the start of food preparation to protect the pavement surface.  Grease spatters 
and other spills shall be absorbed with rags or absorbent material before removing tarp.  All 
soiled materials shall be disposed of properly. 
 

26. Applicant shall be responsible to have supplies available to accommodate all NPDES 
requirements. 
 

27. Applicant shall be responsible for securely protecting the catch basins at the south end of the 
City Hall Municipal Parking Lot and on First Street with tarps and sand bags each week prior to 
the start of food preparation. 

 
28. The applicant shall be responsible for the cleaning and repair of any damage to City property 

which may occur as a result of the Farmer’s Market event. 
 

29. Applicant shall obtain approval of a security plan from the Los Angeles County Sheriff and shall 
comply with any conditions established by the Sheriff and shall be subject to periodic review and 
updating. 

 
30. Applicant must provide proof of current California non-profit status. 

 
31. Applicant may provide low volume amplified live entertainment until 8:00 pm on school-nights, 

and 9:00 pm on non-school nights during the weeks of the event when the Music in the Park and 
Movies in the Park Programs are not operating; and may provide low volume amplified live 
entertainment until 7:00 p.m. on the evenings when Music in the Park and Movies in the Park are 
conducted.  Performances shall be located in the City Hall Municipal Parking lot area and shall 
face away from the residents, in other words, in a direction other than to the north. 
 

32. Applicant shall request use of the Civic Center Plaza based upon event growth and expansion.  
Such use shall be granted at the discretion of the Parks and Recreation Director and shall only 
include non-food vendors. 
 

33. This permit is subject to review, revision, or revocation if the applicant does not conform to the 
above operating conditions, and/or if the Farmer’s Market operation is deemed a nuisance by the 
City Council. 

 
34. Copies of all written permits and/or conditions shall be maintained on site for reviewing by any 

public official. 
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Advocates For Healthy Living 
2016 San Dimas Farmers Market Proposal 

Based on resident feedback and our experiences from last year we would request the following: 

Event Location 
●  First Street from Dead End to Iglesia (Vendors) 
●  City Hall Parking Lot – Entire East Side (Vendors) 
●  Civic Center Park (overflow non-food vendors and kids rides/activities on East Side of Park) 
●  City Hall Plaza (Type of activities and/or vendors to be determined by Parks and Rec Director) 

 
 
Event Times 

●  Wednesdays – April 6th to September 7th 
 
 
Street Closure Hours: 

●  1st Street: 3pm-10pm 
●  Parking Lot: 4pm-10pm 

 
 
Operating Hours during school nights: 

●  1st Street: 4pm-8:30pm 
●  Parking Lot: 5pm-8:30pm 

 
 
Operating Hours during non-school nights: 

●  1st Street: 4pm-9pm 
●  Parking Lot: 5pm-9pm 

 
 
Vendors 

●  Farmers, Pre-Packaged Foods, Prepared Foods, Arts/Crafts, Sponsors, Kids Rides/Activities, Non-Profits 
 
 
Music 

●  Low amplified music till 9pm during non-school days and till 8pm school days and where it does not affect 
events/meetings at City Hall, Music/Movies in the Park and neighbors. 

 
Parking 

●  Attendee Parking 
○  Senior Center Parking Lot, Municipal Lot next to Dollar Tree and Municipal Lot on 1st Street. 

●  Vendor Parking 
○  East Side of Iglesia Street 

●  Resident Parking 
○  Signage, posting and barricades to be determined by staff and/or the Traffic Committee. 

 
 
Trash 

●  Use of the City Hall Parking Lot Trash Containers are requested. 

Please contact Maurice Cuellar with any concerns or issues concerning the farmers market. Cell Phone 626-354-2962.  

For public distribution: Mailing address is PO Box 262, San Dimas, CA 91773. Vendor and General Information number is 
909-581-4744. Vendor inquiries may be submitted at sandimasfarmersmarket.com and at the Farmers Market information 
booth during market nights. 

 



ORDINANCE 1240 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 
DIMAS, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ADOPTING MUNICIPAL CODE 
TEXT AMENDMENT 15-07 TO AMEND SECTION 18.14, WATER-
EFFICIENT LANDSCAPES.  

 
  

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN DIMAS DOES ORDAIN AS 
FOLLOWS: 

 
SECTION 1.  Title 18 of the San Dimas Municipal Code shall be 

amended, as provided for in Exhibit “A”  
 
 SECTION 2.  This Ordinance shall take effect 30 days after its final 
passage, and within 15 days after its passage the City Clerk shall cause it to be 
published in the Inland Valley Daily Bulletin, a newspaper of general circulation in the 
City of San Dimas hereby designated for that purpose. 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED by the city Council of the City of San Dimas this 26TH   
day of January, 2016, by the following vote: 
 
 
 
AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 
 
                       
      __________________________________ 
      Curtis W. Morris, Mayor City of San Dimas 
 
 
 
ATTEST:     Approved as to form: 
 
 
__________________________  ________________________________ 
Debra Black, Assistant City Clerk  Mark Steres, City Attorney 
 
 

I, DEBRA BLACK, ASSISTANT CITY CLERK of the City of San Dimas, do 
hereby certify that Ordinance 1240 was introduced at a r egular meeting of the City 
Council of the City of San Dimas on the 12th day of January, 2016, and thereafter 
passed and adopted at a regular meeting of said City Council held on the 26th day of 
January, 2016. 

 
     ___________________________________ 
     Debra Black, Assistant City Clerk 
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Chapter 18.14 
 

WATER-EFFICIENT LANDSCAPES 
 
Sections: 
 18.14.010 Purpose and Intent 
 18.14.020 Definitions 
 18.14.030 Applicability 
 18.14.040 Exemptions 
 18.14.050 Implementation Procedures 
 18.14.060 Landscape Water Use Standards 
 18.14.070 Existing Landscapes 
 18.14.080 Alternative Landscapes 
 18.14.090 Minor Deviations 
 18.14.100 Implementation Guidelines 
 18.14.110 Enforcement and Penalties  
 
18.14.010 Purpose and Intent 
 
The intent of the water-efficient landscape chapter is:  
 
A. That this Chapter be at least as effective in conserving water as the State Model Water 

Efficient Landscape Ordinance and consistent with Governor Brown’s April 1, 2015 
Drought Executive Order B-19-25; 
 

B. Establish a structure for planning, designing, installing, and maintaining and managing 
water efficient landscapes in new construction and rehabilitated projects; 

 
C. Establish provisions for water management practices and water waste prevention for 

existing landscapes; 
 
D. To assure beneficial, efficient, and responsible use of water resources; 
 
E. To retain the land’s natural hydrological role and promote the infiltration of surface water 

into the groundwater; 
 

F. To recognize that landscapes enhance the aesthetic appearance of developments and 
communities; 

 
G. To encourage the appropriate design, installation, maintenance, and management of 

landscapes so that water demand can be decreased, runoff can be retained, and flooding can 
be reduced without a decline in the quality or quantity of landscapes; and 

 
H. To reduce or eliminate water waste.  
 
 



18.14.020  Definitions 
 
“Aggregate” area pertains to production home neighborhoods, common interest developments, 
or other situations where multiple parcels are undergoing landscape development as one project, 
but may eventually be individually owned or maintained. 

 
“Applied water” means the portion of water supplied by the irrigation system to the landscape. 

 
“Artificial Turf” means a man-made material which simulates the appearance of live turf, 
organic turf, grass, sod, or lawn.   
 
“Automatic irrigation controller” means an automatic timing device used to remotely control 
valves that operate an irrigation system.  Automatic irrigation controllers schedule irrigation 
events using either evapotranspiration (weather-based) or soil moisture data.   
  
“Backflow prevention device” means a safety device used to prevent pollution or contamination 
of the water supply due to the reverse flow of water from the irrigation system. 
 
“Chapter” means Chapter 18.14 of the San Dimas Municipal Code. 
 
“Check valve” or “anti-drain valve” means a valve located under a sprinkler head, or other 
location in the irrigation system, to hold water in the system to prevent drainage from sprinkler 
heads when the sprinkler is off. 
 
“City” means the City of San Dimas 
 
“Certified Landscape Irrigation Auditor” means person certified to perform landscape irrigation 
audits by an accredited academic institution, a professional trade organization or other program 
such as the US Environmental Protection Agency’s WaterSense irrigation auditor certification 
program and Irrigation Association’s Certified Landscape Irrigation Auditor program.  
 
“Certification of Design” means the certification included as Exhibit E of the Implementation 
Guidelines that shall be included in the Landscape Documentation Package pursuant to Section 
2.1 of the Guidelines. 
 
“Common interest developments” means community apartment projects, condominium projects, 
planned developments, and stock cooperatives per Civil Code Section 1351. 
 
“Conversion factor” means the number that converts acre-inches per acre per year to gallons per 
square foot per year. 
 
“Drip irrigation” means any non-spray low volume irrigation system utilizing emission devices 
with a flow rate measured in gallons per hour.  Low volume irrigation systems are specifically 
designed to apply small volumes of water slowly at or near the root zone of plants.  



“Drought tolerant landscaping” means landscaping that utilizes little or no irrigation through 
the use of water-conserving materials and techniques, including but not limited to, native 
drought-tolerant plants, mulch and efficient irrigation.  
 
“Ecological restoration project” means a project where the site is intentionally altered to 
establish a defined, indigenous, historic ecosystem.   
 
“Emitter” means a drip irrigation emission device that delivers water slowly from the system to 
the soil. 
 
“Estimated Applied Water Use” or “EAWU” means the annual total amount of water estimated 
to keep plants in a healthy state. It is based on factors such as reference evapotranspiration rate, 
the size of the landscaped area, plant water use factors, and the irrigation efficiency within each 
hydrozone. 
 
“Evapotranspiration adjustment factor” or “ETAF” means a factor of.55 for residential areas 
and 0.45 for non- residential areas, that, when applied to reference evapotranspiration, adjusts for 
plant factors and irrigation efficiency, two major influences upon the amount of water that needs 
to be applied to the landscape The ETAF for new and existing (non-rehabilitated)  Special 
Landscape Areas shall not exceed 1.0. The ETAF for existing non-rehabilitated landscapes is 0.8 
 
“Evapotranspiration rate” means the quantity of water evaporated from adjacent soil and other 
surfaces and transpired by plants during a specified time. 
 
“Flow rate” means the rate at which water flows through pipes, valves and emission devices, 
measured in gallons per minute, gallons per hour, or cubic feet per second. 
 
“Front yard” for purposes of this Chapter and the Guidelines, shall mean the required front yard 
setback and any area between the street and the outline of the main building line. For other 
unique lot configurations, the Director of Development Services shall determine front yard. 
 
“Front yard landscaped area” means 50% of the Front Yard Area that requires to be landscaped 
with live vegetation, artificial turf, drought tolerant landscaping or a combination of all three. 
 
“Graywater” means a system untreated wastewater that has not been contaminated by any toilet 
discharge, has not been affected by infectious, contaminated, or unhealthy bodily wastes, and 
does not present a threat from contamination by unhealthy processing, manufacturing, or 
operating wastes. Graywater includes, but is not limited to, wastewater from bathtubs, showers, 
bathroom washbasins, clothes washing machines. And laundry tubs, but does not include 
wastewater from kitchen sinks or dishwashers as per the Health and Safety Code (Section 
17922.12).  Graywater systems promote the efficient use of water and are encouraged to assist in 
on-site landscape irrigation.  All graywater systems shall conform to the California Plumbing 
Code (Title 24, Part 5, Chapter 16) and any applicable local ordinance standards.  
 
“Hardscapes” means any durable material or feature (pervious or non-pervious) installed in or 
around a landscape area, such as pavements, concrete, asphalt, bricks or stone.  Pools and other 



water features are considered part of the landscaped area and not considered hardscapes for 
purposes of this Chapter and the Guidelines. 
 
“Hydrozone” means a portion of the landscaped area having plants with similar water needs and 
typically irrigated by one valve/controller station.  A hydrozone may be irrigated or non-
irrigated. 
 
“Implementation Guidelines” means the Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance Guidelines 
which shall be adopted by resolution of the Planning Commission.  The purpose of the 
Guidelines is to provide procedural and design guidance for applicants proposing new landscape 
or landscape rehabilitation projects that are subject to Chapter 18.14 of the City of San Dimas 
Municipal Code.   
 
“Infiltration rate” means the rate of water entry into the soil expressed as a depth of water per 
unit of time (e.g., inches per hour). 
 
“Invasive plants species” or “noxious” means species of plants not historically found in 
California that spread outside cultivated areas and can damage environmental or economic 
resources.  Invasive plant species may be regulated by county agricultural agencies as noxious 
species.  
 
“Irrigation audit” means an in-depth evaluation of the performance of an irrigation system 
conducted by a Certified Landscape Irrigation Auditor. An irrigation audit includes, but is not 
limited to: inspection, system tune-up, system test with distribution uniformity or emission 
uniformity, reporting overspray or runoff that causes overland flow, and preparation of an 
irrigation schedule. 
 
“Irrigation efficiency” or “IE” means the measurement of the amount of water beneficially used 
divided by the amount of water applied to a landscaped area. Irrigation efficiency is derived from 
measurements and estimates of irrigation system characteristics and management practices. The 
minimum average irrigation efficiency for purposes of this Chapter and the Guidelines is 0.71. 
Greater irrigation efficiency can be expected from well designed and maintained systems. The 
following irrigation efficiency may be obtained for the listed irrigation heads with an IME of 
90%: 

Irrigation Method DULQ DULH* EU IE** 
Spray nozzles 65% 79%  71% 
High efficiency spray nozzles 75% 82%  73% 
Multi stream/Multi trajectory 
rotary (MSMT) nozzles 

75% 85%  76% 

Stream rotor nozzle 70% 82%  73% 
Microspray 75% 85%  76% 
Bubblers   85% 77% 
Drip emitter   90% 81% 
Subsurface drip    90% 81% 

*DULH = .386 + (.614)(DULQ) 
** IE (spray) = (DULH)(IME) 
** IE (drip) = Emission uniformity (EU)(IME) 



“Irrigation Management Efficiency” or “IME” means the measurement used to calculate the 
irrigation efficiency of the irrigation system for a landscaped project.  A 90% IME can be 
achieved by using evaportranspiration controllers, soil moisture sensors, and other methods that 
will adjust irrigation run times to meet plant water needs. 
 
“Landscape coefficient” (KL ) is the product of a plant factor multiplied by a density factor and a 
microclimate factor. The landscape coefficient is derived to estimate water loss from irrigated 
landscaped areas and special landscaped areas. 

 
“Landscape documentation package” means the package of documents that a project applicant 
is required to submit to the City pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Guidelines. 
 
“Landscape installation certificate of completion” means the certificate included as Appendix E 
of the Guidelines that shall be submitted to the City pursuant to Section 2.7(c)(1) of the 
Guidelines. 
 
“Landscape professional” means a licensed landscape architect, licensed landscape contractor, 
or any other person authorized to design a landscape pursuant to Sections 5500.1, 5615, 5641, 
5641.1, 5641.2, 5641.3, 5641.4, 5641.5, 5641.6, 6701, 7027.5 of the California Business and 
Professions Code, Section 832.27 of Title16 of the California Code of Regulations, and Section 
6721 of the California Food and Agriculture Code. 
 
“Landscaped area” means all the planting areas, turf areas, and water features in a landscape 
design plan subject to the Maximum Applied Water Allowance and Estimated Applied Water 
Use calculations. The landscaped area does not include footprints of buildings or structures, 
sidewalks, driveways, parking lots, decks, patios, gravel or stone walks, other pervious or non-
pervious hardscapes, and other non-irrigated areas designated for non-development (e.g., open 
spaces and existing native vegetation). 
 
“Lateral line” means the water delivery pipeline that supplies water to the emitters or sprinklers 
from the valve. 
 
“Low volume irrigation” means the application of irrigation water at low pressure through a 
system of tubing or lateral lines and low-volume emitters such as drip, drip lines, and bubblers. 
Low volume irrigation systems are specifically designed to apply small volumes of water slowly 
at or near the root zone of plants. 
 
“Low volume overhead irrigation” means aboveground irrigation heads with an upper flow limit 
of 0.5 GPM. 
 
“Main line” means the pressurized pipeline that delivers water from the water source to the valve 
or outlet. 
 
“Manual isolation valve” means a valve such as a gate valve, ball valve, or butterfly valve 
installed downstream of the point of connection of the water supply to shutdown water flow 
through mainline piping for routine maintenance and emergency repair. 



“Master shut-off valve” an electronic valve such as a solenoid valve installed as close as 
possible to the point of connection and is used in conjunction with a flow sensor and flow 
monitoring controller technology to automatically shutdown system wide water flow in the event 
of high flow conditions such as mainline pipe break. 
 
“Maximum applied water allowance” or “MAWA” means the upper limit of annual applied 
water for the established landscaped area, as specified in Section 2.2 of the Guidelines. It is 
based upon the area’s reference evapotranspiration, the ETAF, and the size of the landscaped 
area. The Estimated Applied Water Use shall not exceed the Maximum Applied Water 
Allowance. 
 
“Microclimate” means the climate of a small, specific area that may contrast with the climate of 
the overall landscaped area due to factors such as wind, sun exposure, plant density, or proximity 
to reflective surfaces. 
 
“Mined-land reclamation projects” means any surface mining operation with a reclamation 
plan approved in accordance with the Surface mining and Reclamation Act of 1975.   
 
“Mulch” means any organic material such as leaves, bark, straw or compost, or inorganic 
mineral materials such as rocks, gravel, or decomposed granite left loose and applied to the soil 
surface for the beneficial purposes of reducing evaporation, suppressing weeds, moderating soil 
temperature, and preventing soil erosion. 
 
“Non-pervious” means any surface or natural material that does not allow for the passage of 
water through the material and into the underlying soil. 
 
“Operating pressure” means the pressure at which the parts of an irrigation system of sprinklers 
are designed to operate at by the manufacturer.  
 
“Overspray” means the irrigation water which is delivered beyond the target area. 
 
“Parkway” for purposes of this Chapter and the Guidelines, means that portion of a public street 
which is not improved for actual street, curb, gutter or sidewalk use and which is available for 
planting and maintaining street trees. 
 
“Person” means any natural person, firm, joint venture, joint stock company, partnership, public 
or private association, club, company, corporation, business trust, organization, public or private 
agency, government agency or institution, school district, college, university, any other user of 
water provided by the City or the local water purveyor, or the manager, lessee, agent, servant, 
officer, or employee of any of them or any other entity which is recognized by law as the subject 
of rights or duties. 
 
“Pervious” means any surface or material that allows the passage of water through the material 
and into the underlying soil. 
 



“Plant factor” or “plant water use factor” is a factor, when multiplied by ETo, that estimates the 
amount of water needed by plants. For purposes of this Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance, 
the plant factor range for very low water use plants is 0 to 0.1; the plant factor range for low 
water use plants is 0 to 0.3; the plant factor range for moderate water use plants is 0.4 to 0.6; and 
the plant factor range for high water use plants is 0.7 to 1.0. Plant factors cited in the Guidelines 
are derived from the Department of Water Resources 2000 publication “Water Use Classification 
of Landscape Species.” 
 
“Precipitation rate” means the rate of application of water measured in inches per hour. 
 
“Project applicant” means the individual or entity submitting a Landscape Documentation 
Package required under Section 2.1 to request a permit, plan check, or design review from the 
City. A project applicant may be the property owner or his or her designee. 
 
“Property owner” or “owner” means the record owner of real property as shown on the most 
recently issued equalized assessment roll. 
 
“Rain sensor” or “rain sensing shutoff device” means a component which automatically 
suspends irrigation when it rains.  
 
“Recreational area” means areas, excluding private single family residential areas, designated 
for active play, recreation or public assembly in parks, sports fields, picnic grounds, 
amphitheaters, or golf course tees, fairways, roughs, surrounds and greens.   
 
“Reference evapotranspiration” or “ETo” means a standard measurement of environmental 
parameters which affect the water use of plants.  ETo is given expressed in inches per day, 
month, or year as represented in Appendix C of the Guidelines, and is an estimate of the 
evapotranspiration of a large field of four to seven-inch tall, cool-season grass that is well 
watered. Reference evapotranspiration is used as the basis of determining the Maximum Applied 
Water Allowances. 
 
“Recycled water” or “reclaimed water” means treated or recycled waste water of a quality 
suitable for non-potable uses such as landscape irrigation and water features. This water is not 
intended for human consumption. 
 
“Rehabilitated landscape” means any re-landscaping project that requires a permit, plan check, 
or design review, meets the requirement of Section 1.2 of the Guidelines, and the modified 
landscape area is equal to or greater than 2,500 square feet. 
 
“Runoff” means water which is not absorbed by the soil or landscape to which it is applied and 
flows from the landscaped area. For example, runoff may result from water that is applied at too 
great a rate (application rate exceeds infiltration rate) or when there is a slope.  
 
“SMART irrigation controller” or “Soil moisture sensor” means a weather-based or soil 
moisture-based irrigation controller that monitors and uses information about the environmental 
conditions at a specific location and landscape to automatically adjust watering schedules.  



“Soil texture” means the classification of soil based on its percentage of sand, silt, and clay. 
     
“Special Landscaped Areas” or “SLA” means an area of the landscape dedicated solely to 
edible plants such as orchards and vegetable gardens, areas irrigated with recycled water, water 
features using recycled water, and areas designated as a Recreational Area.  
 
“Sprinkler head” means a device which delivers water through a nozzle. 
 
“Static water pressure” means the pipeline or municipal water supply pressure when water is not 
flowing. 
 
“Station” means an area served by one valve or by a set of valves that operate simultaneously. 
 
“Swing joint” means an irrigation component that provides a leak-free connection between the 
emission device and lateral pipeline to allow movement in any direction and to prevent 
equipment damage. 
 
“Turf” means a ground cover surface of mowed grass.  
 
“Valve” means a device used to control the flow of water in an irrigation system. 
 
“Visible street side yard” for purposes of this Chapter and the Guidelines, means any street side 
yard that is visible from the public right of way which shall be required to be landscaped with a 
minimum of 50% of live vegetation, artificial turf, drought tolerant landscaping or a combination 
of all three. 
 
“Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance” means Chapter 18.14 of the City of San Dimas 
Municipal Zoning Code. 
 
“Water Efficient Landscape Worksheet” means the worksheet required to be completed 
pursuant to Section 2.2 of the Guidelines and which are included in Appendix C of the 
Guidelines.  
 
“Water feature” means a design element where open water performs an aesthetic or recreational 
function. Water features include ponds, lakes, waterfalls, fountains, artificial streams, spas, and 
swimming pools (where water is artificially supplied). The surface area of water features is 
included in the high water use hydrozone of the landscaped area. Constructed wetlands used for 
on-site wastewater treatment, habitat protection, or storm water best management practices that 
are not irrigated and used solely for water treatment or storm water retention are not water 
features and, therefore, are not subject to the water budget calculation. 
 
“Watering window” means the time of day irrigation is allowed. 
 
“WUCOLS” means the Water Use Classification of Landscape published by the University of 
California Cooperative Extension, the Department of Water Resources, and the Bureau of 
Reclamation, 2000. www.owue.water.ca.gov/docs/wucols00 



18.14.030 Applicability 
 
A. Beginning February 1, 2016, all landscaping projects subject to this Chapter shall obtain a 

permit from the Department of Development Services prior to installation of any 
landscaping.  All planting, irrigation, and landscape related improvements required by this 
Chapter shall apply to the flowing landscape projects:   
 
1. New landscape projects with an aggregate landscape area equal to or greater than 500 

square feet requiring a building or landscape permit, plan check or design review; 
2. Rehabilitated landscape projects with an aggregate landscape area equal to or greater than 

2,500 square feet requiring a building or landscape permit, plan check or design review; 
3. New or rehabilitated landscape projects between 500 and  2,500 square feet may comply 

with the performance requirements of this ordinance or conform to the prescriptive 
measures contained in Appendix A of the Guidelines; 

4. New or rehabilitated projects using treated or untreated graywater or rainwater capture on 
site, any lot or parcels within the project that has less than 2,500 square feet of landscape 
area and meets the lot or parcel’s landscape water requirement (Estimated Total Water 
Use) entirely with the treated or untreated graywater or though stored rainwater capture 
on site is subject only to Appendix A Section (5) of the Guidelines; 

5. Special Landscaped Areas, such as areas dedicated to edible plants, irrigated with 
recycled water, or dedicated to active play, shall prepare a water efficient landscape 
worksheet and landscape documentation package according to specifications for Special 
Landscaped Areas;   

6. Cemeteries. Recognizing the special landscape management needs of cemeteries, new 
and rehabilitated cemeteries are limited to Sections 2.2 and 2.9 of the Guidelines; and 
existing cemeteries are limited to Section 3 of the Guidelines. 

7. Irrigation of landscaped areas of any size shall be conducted in a manner conforming to 
the rules and requirements, and shall be subject to penalties and incentives for water 
conservation and water waste prevention as determined and implemented by the local 
water purveyor or as mutually agreed by the local water purveyor and the City of San 
Dimas.   

8. Existing landscapes that are one acre or more shall not exceed their Maximum Applied 
Water Allowance.    

B. Section 18.14.070 of this chapter regarding water conservation and water waste applies to all 
landscaped areas installed prior to or after January 1, 2010. 

C. Section 18.14.030 of this chapter shall apply to all landscape areas installed after February 1, 
2016. 
 

18.14.040 Exemptions 
 
A. This Chapter does not apply to: 
 

1. Registered local, state, or federal historical sites; 
2. Ecological restoration projects that do not require a permanent irrigation system; 
3. Mined-land reclamation projects that do not require a permanent irrigation system; or 
4. Plant collections, as part of botanical gardens and arboretums open to the public.   



B. Except as provided in this Chapter a permit is required before the installation or rehabilitation 
of a landscape.  Before a permit is issued the Director of Development Services or his 
designee must ensure the proposed landscape is in conformity with the conditions set forth in 
this Chapter.   

 
18.14.050 Implementation Procedures 
 
A. Prior to installation, a “Landscape Documentation Package” shall be submitted to the 

Development Services Department for review and approval of all landscape projects subject 
to the provisions of this Chapter.  Any “Landscape Documentation Package” submitted shall 
comply with the adopted Guidelines.   

 
B. Prior to assembling the landscape documentation Package, applicants are advised to consult 

the Development Services Department to ascertain if the subject property is located within an 
area subject to additional landscape requirements including, but not limited to various custom 
lot areas and scenic corridors.  Information regarding additional landscape requirements shall 
be made available upon request.   

 
C. Other regulations affecting landscape design and maintenance practices are potentially 

applicable and should be consulted for additional requirements.  These regulations include 
but may not be limited to:  

1. State of California Section 65595; 
2. National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Permit for the Municipal Separate Sewer 

System;  
3. Water Conservation and Drought Response Regulations of the Local Water Purveyor; 
4. Zoning Code; 
5. Building Code; 
6. Specific Plans, Master Plans, General Plan, or similar land use and planning 

documents; and  
7. Conditions of approval for a specific project.   

 
D. Landscape and irrigation plans submitted to the Development Services Department for 

review and approval shall include appropriate water use calculations.   
 
E. The “Landscape Documentation Package” shall bear the signature of a licensed landscape 

architect, licensed landscape contractor, or any other person authorized to design a landscape.  
This ordinance shall not be deemed to prohibit any person from preparing any plans, 
drawings, or specifications for any property owned by that person.         

 
F.  Verification of compliance of the landscape installation with the approved plans shall be 

obtained through a “Certificate of Completion” in conjunction with the final permit process, 
as provided in the Guidelines and are certified to be in compliance with the provisions of this 
Chapter and Guidelines and that the landscaping has been completed in accordance with the 
approved plans.   

 
 



18.14.060 Landscape Water Use Standards 
 
A. For applicable landscape installation or rehabilitation projects subject to this Chapter, the 

“Estimated Applied Water” use allowed for the landscaped areas shall not exceed the 
“Maximum Applied Water Allowance” calculated using an “ET adjustment factor” of 0.55 
for residential areas and 0.45 for non-residential areas, exclusive of Special Landscape Areas, 
except for special landscaped areas where the “Maximum Applied Water Allowance” is 
calculated using an “ET adjustment factor” of 1.0; or the design of the landscaped area shall 
otherwise be shown to be equivalently water-efficient in a manner acceptable to the City as 
provided in the Guidelines.   

 
18.14.070 Existing Landscapes 
 
A. Irrigation of landscaped areas of any size shall be conducted in a manner conforming to the 

rules and requirements and shall be subject to penalties and incentives for water conservation 
and waste prevention, as determined and implemented by the local water purveyor and as 
may be mutually agreed by the City. 

 
B. The City and/or local water purveyor may administer programs such as irrigation water use 

analyses, irrigation surveys and/or irrigation audits, tiered meter rate structures, water 
budgeting by parcel, or other approaches to achieve landscape water use efficiency 
community-wide to a level equivalent to or less than would be achieved by applying a 
MAWA calculated with an ETAF of 0.8 to all landscaped areas in the City over one acre in 
size.   

 
C. The architectural guidelines of a common interest development, including apartments, 

condominiums, planned developments, and stock cooperatives, shall not prohibit or include 
conditions that have the effect of prohibiting the use of low-water use plants as a group.   

 
D. Water Waste Prevention 

1. Water waste resulting from inefficient landscape irrigation leading to excessive runoff, 
low head drainage, overspray and other similar conditions where water flows onto 
adjacent property, non-irrigated areas, walks, roadways or structures is prohibited.   

2. All landscape areas, whether installed pursuant to this chapter or not, shall be maintained 
in a healthful and sound condition.  Irrigation systems and their components shall be 
maintained in a fully functional manner consistent with the originally approved design 
and the provisions of this chapter.   

3. Landscapes shall be maintained to ensure water efficiency.  A regular maintenance 
schedule should include but not be limited to checking, adjusting, and repairing irrigation 
equipment; resetting the automatic controller; aerating and dethatching turf areas; 
replenishing mulch; fertilizing; pruning; and weeding in all landscaped areas. 

 
 
 
 
 



18.14.080 Alternative Landscapes 
 
A. Artificial or synthetic turf is an appropriate substitute for natural turf in some cases for the 

purposes of water conservation. Installation and maintenance of artificial turf shall be 
governed by Guidelines which shall be adopted as set forth in section 18.14.100. 
 

B. Drought tolerant landscapes may be an appropriate substitute, in some cases, for natural turf 
for the purposes of water conservation.  When installed correctly, drought tolerant landscapes 
can provide aesthetic curb appeal and provide an appealing community environment, while 
utilizing little to no water consumption.  Installation and maintenance of artificial turf shall 
be governed by Guidelines which shall be adopted as set forth in section 18.14.100.   

 
18.14.90 Minor Deviations 
 
A. The Director of Development Services or his or her designee may grant minor deviations 

from the requirements of this chapter limited to the following:   
1. Minor modifications to approved landscaping irrigation or grading plans, which comply 

with the spirit and intent of this chapter and the accompanying Guidelines;  
2. Modifications of planting, installation, and/or preparation details;  
3. Final of permits prior to installation of landscaping due to exceptional and unforeseen 

circumstance, subject to the deposit of an appropriate performance guarantee with the 
Development Services Department. 
 

B. In granting a minor deviation, the Director of Development Services or his or her designee 
may impose conditions, as deemed necessary, to comply with the spirit and intent of this 
chapter and accompanying Guidelines; 

 
C. The Director of Development Services Department decision may be appealed to 

Development Plan Review Board in writing pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 18.212.   
 
18.14.100 Implementation Guidelines 
 
This Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance Guidelines shall be adopted by resolution of the 
Planning Commission. 
 
18.14.110 Enforcement and Penalties  
 
A. Any firm, corporation or person,  whether as principal, agent, employee or otherwise, violating 

or causing the violation of any of the provisions of this chapter shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and any conviction thereof shall be punishable as set forth in Chapter 1.12 of the 
San Dimas Municipal Code. 
 

B. Nothing herein shall prevent or restrict the city from taking such other lawful action in any 
court of competent jurisdiction as is necessary to prevent or remedy any violation or 
noncompliance. Such other lawful actions shall include, but shall not be limited to, an 
equitable action for injunctive relief or an action at law for damages. 



C. Further, nothing in this section shall be construed to prohibit the city from prosecuting any 
violation of this chapter by means of code enforcement established pursuant to the authority 
as provided by the laws of the state of California and the City of San Dimas. 

 
D. Any violation of the provisions of this chapter shall constitute a separate offense for each and 

every day during which such violation is committed or continued. 
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RESOLUTION 2016-03 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN DIMAS,  
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, PROHIBITING PARKING OR  

STOPPING OF VEHICLES ON CERTAIN STREETS 
 
 

WHEREAS, Section 22507 of the California Vehicle Code and Sections 10.24.095 
and 10.24.104 of the San Dimas Municipal Code permit the City Council, by resolution, to 
designate streets on which parking or stopping is prohibited; and 
 

WHEREAS, Section 463 of the California Vehicle Code defines “Park or Parking” 
to mean the standing of a vehicle occupied or not, otherwise than temporarily for the 
purpose of and while actually engaged in loading or unloading merchandise or 
passengers; and 
 

WHEREAS, The City Council further resolves that the term merchandise in section 
463 of the California Vehicle Code also include items defined as goods for the purposes of 
the City parking restrictions.   

 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED it is determined necessary that parking or 
stopping be prohibited on certain city streets the City Council does find, determine, and 
declare as follows: 
 
 
 

SECTION 1.  Parking or stopping shall be prohibited as follows: 
 

A. The following streets shall be posted “NO PARKING ANY TIME”: 
 
     STREET    LIMITS 
 
1 Alleghany Circle * 
2 Allen Avenue S. side @ Allen Avenue School parking lot 
3 Allen Avenue 50’ east of driveway to the driveway west of 

457 Allen, north side 
4 Arrow Highway Freeway Underpass 
5 Blackrock Court * 
6 Bonita Avenue Along project frontage at SD Canyon Rd 

(development) 
7 Briarwood Lane * 
8 Calaveras Road E/o Alleghany Circle 
9 Carson Court * 
10 Cataract Avenue N/o Hartman Court 
11 Cataract West side; North of Foothill Boulevard 
12 Castlebury Court * 
13 Cedar Creek Lane * 
14 Cienega Avenue Freeway Underpass 
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15 Cliffside Drive * 
16 Cottonwood Lane * 
17 Covina Boulevard Freeway Underpass 
18 Covina Boulevard North east curve between Badillo and 

Kimberly 
19 Covina Hills Road 100’ e/o Paseo Victoria 
20 Covina Hills Road 50’ e/o & w/o Calle Francesca 
21 Cypress Street North side – 1,900’ w/o Lone Hill Avenue 
22 Dallas Road * 
23 Delancey Avenue West side; Allen Avenue – 130’ southerly 
24 Delancey Avenue West side: 150’ – 630’ n/o Gladstone Street 
25 Driftwood Lane * 
26 Eucla Avenue Fifth Street – north to end 
27 Foothill Boulevard North side; Cataract Avenue – 200’ east 

side of Cataract Avenue 
28 Foothill Boulevard Walnut Avenue – east for 400’ 
29 Foothill Boulevard 443 east to 448 Foothill Boulevard 
30 Gladstone Street South side; 100’ e/o Gladstone School 

parking lot 
31 Greystone Court * 
32 Harwood Court * 
33 Hoover Court East side only 
34 Ironbark Lane East of Beechwood extending through the 

curve, adjacent to intersection 
35 Knollwood Lane * 
36 Monte Vista Ave 10’ north of Park & Ride Parking lot 

driveway/RR tracks and north of City 
parking lot driveway 

37 Orangewood Lane * 
38 Oxford Court * 
39 Pinewood Lane * 
40 Puddingstone Drive Full Street, with exception of east side 275’ 

south of Tanglewood 
41 Redwood Lane * 
42 Rennell Avenue Arrow Highway – 270’ Northerly 
43 Rosewood Lane * 
44 San Antonio Road * 
4 San Dimas Avenue East side 80’ s/o 210 Fwy 
45 San Dimas Avenue 210 Fwy underpass 
46 San Dimas Canyon Road Freeway Underpass 
47 San Dimas Canyon Along project frontage at Bonita 

(w/development) 
48 San Carlos Court * 
49 San Lucas Court * 
50 San Luis Rey Drive * 
51 San Marcos Court * 
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52 San Pablo Court * 
53 San Simeon Court * 
54 Santa Cruz Court * 
55 Santa Paula Court * 
56 Santa Rosa Court * 
57 Smokewood Lane * 
58 Sycamore Canyon Rd. East side, north end of San Dimas Canyon 

Road parking lot to end of street west side: 
entire length of street 

59 Teakwood Lane * 
60 Tiverton Court * 
61 Via Verde Road 150’ n/o Covina Hills Road 
62 Walnut Avenue Freeway Underpass 
63 Walnut Avenue East side; AT&SF – 280’ North 
64 Wickham Court * 
65 Wildwood Lane * 
 
 

B. The following streets shall be posted “NO PARKING ANY TIME, EXCEPT IN 
DESIGNATED SPACES” : 

 
      STREETS                LIMITS       STREETS         LIMITS 
 
1 Auburn Road *  22 Leeds Court * 
2 Beechwood Lane *  23 Lodi Creek Road * 
3 Bidwell Road *  24 Lotus Circle * 
4 Bonnieglen Lane *  25 Malakoff Road * 
5 Caldwell Court *  26 Meadowglen Lane * 
6 Canyon Hill Road *  27 Noah Court * 
7 Dalton Road *  28 Oak CreekRoad * 
8 Deer Creek Road *  29 Ophir Circle * 
9 Derby Road *  30 Pistol Creek Court * 
10 Downie Circle *  31 San Creek Road * 
11 El Paso Court *  32 Shadyglen Lane * 
12 Fernglen Lane *  33 Stone Creek Road * 
13 Forestglen Lane *  34 Tarryglen Lane * 
14 Hathaway Rod. *  35 Tucscon Court * 
15 Hartman Court *  36 Vermilion Creek Road * 
16 Heatherglen Lane *  37 Via Vaquero * 
17 Hidden Creek Road *  38 Walker Road * 
18 Hollyglen Lane *  39 Whisperglen Lane * 
19 Hutchings Court *  40 Willowglen Lane * 
20 Kelsey Road *  41 Woodglen Drive * 
21 Kent Drive *    * 
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C. The following streets shall be posted “NO STOPPING ANY TIME” : 
 

STREETS    LIMITS 
 

1 Allen Avenue North Side; 100’ e/o Calaveras Road 
2 Allen Avenue North Side @ 615; 50’ either side of driveway 
3 Arrow Highway East city limits – west city limits 
4 Bonita Avenue North side; Arrow Hwy. – 940’ east 
5 Bonita Avenue South side; Pony Express – 170’ west 
6 Bonita Avenue North side, San Dimas Canyon - 600’ west 
7 Cataract Avenue Arrow Highway – Covina Boulevard 
8 Cienega Avenue South side; Lone Hill Avenue – 600’ east 
9 Cienega Avenue Valley (Pvt) Court – Oakglen Court 
10 Covina Boulevard Cataract Avenue – 50’ w/o Terrace Drive east 
11 Covina Boulevard e/s of Covina Blvd from the southbound 57fwy 

on ramp to 250’ west 
12 Foothill Boulevard Wild Rose Lane – Birchnell Avenue 
13 Foothill Boulevard West entrance Woodglen Drive 50’ each side 
14 Foothill Boulevard 554 Foothill Blvd. 100’ w/o driveway 
15 Gladstone Street South side; Lone Hill Avenue - Railroad crossing 

@ Costco 
16 Gladstone Street North side; Lone Hill Avenue – 1029 Gladstone 

Street 
17 Gladstone Street South side; Shellman Avenue – east driveway 
18 Gladstone Street Dallas Road to 50’ e/o Monte Vista Avenue 
19 Gladstone Street Delancey Avenue to San Dimas Canyon Road 

both sides 
20 Gladstone Street Freeway underpass and southside 200’ e/o 

underpass 
21 Horsethief Canyon Park 

Road 
West parking lot perimeter and circle 

22 Lone Hill Avenue East side; n/o Overland Ct. – Gladstone Street 
23 Lone Hill Avenue East side; Covina Boulevard – Cienega Avenue 
24 Lone Hill Avenue Arrow Highway – 400’ northerly 
25 Lone Hill Avenue Gladstone Street to Saint George west side 
26 Overland Court * 
27 Puente Street West city limit – Via Esperanza both sides 
28 Puente Street North side; 200’ e/o Via Verde 
29 Puente Street South side; e/o Via Verde to Calle Leandro 
30 Puente Street West side; west city limits – 68’ e/o Via 

Esperanza 
31 Puente Street West side; 1500’ w/o Via Verde 
32 Saints Court West side; Covina Boulevard – 300’ south 
33 Saints Court West side; 441’ s/o Covina Boulevard – south 
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to end of cul-de-sac 
34 Saints Court East side; Covina Boulevard – south to end 
35 San Dimas Avenue West side; 200’ north to 200’ s/o Arrow Highway 
36 San Dimas Avenue Via Amarillo – Avenida Domingo 
37 San Dimas Avenue Avenida Domingo 1600’ 
38 San Dimas Avenue West side, s/o 57 Fwy 
39 San Dimas Avenue East and west side, between Gladstone Street to 

Allen Avenue (exception east side on Allen Ave. 
for 200’) 

40 San Dimas Avenue West side from 210 Fwy to 180’ s/o 210 Fwy 
41 San Dimas Avenue Both sides from 210 Fwy to Baseline Road 
42 San Dimas Avenue East side, 200’ s/o Foothill blvd   
43 San Dimas Canyon Road East side; 50’ n/o Via Los Santos – north 100’ to 

2nd driveway entrance 
44 San Dimas Canyon Road West side, 600’ s/o Bonita intersection and 75’ s/o 

Bonita Ave.  
45 Terrace Drive/East 50’ n/o Covina Boulevard; east and west side 
46 Via Verde North side; 620’ w/o Puente Street to 200’ e/o 

Puente Street 
47 Via Verde S/o Puente Street – KinderCare; west side only 
48 Walnut Avenue Flagstaff Street – Allen Avenue; east side only 
49 Walnut Avenue West side, double arrow 18’ south of driveway at 

251 and at existing 2-hr sign (left arrow) 
50 San Dimas Avenue West side from Bonita Ave. to Commercial.  East 

side from arrow Hwy to Bonita Ave. 
51 San Dimas Avenue Allen Avenue to Gladstone Street, both sides 

 
 

D. The following streets shall be posted “NO STOPPING–TOW AWAY”, or “NO 
STOPPING” with TIME LIMITS or PARKING RESTRICTIONS: 

 
STREET    LIMITS 

 
1 Allen Avenue “No Parking 8:30AM-2:00PM/Passenger Loading 

7:30-8:30AM & 2:00-3:30PM, 5 Minute Parking, 
School Days Only” south side of Allen Ave between 
San Dimas Canyon Road and school’s entrance 
driveway 

2 Allen Avenue “No Parking 8:30AM-2:00PM/Passenger Loading 
7:30-8:30AM & 2:00-3:30PM, 5 Minute Parking, 
School Days Only” south side of Allen Ave between 
school driveways 

3 Auto Center 
Drive/Amelia Ave 

“No Parking, Student Loading/Unloading, 7:30-
8:30AM, and 1:00-3:00PM, Non-School Days 
Exempt”, west of Amelia  

4 Amelia Avenue West side; @ Shull School, South driveway – 200’ 
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south “No Parking 7:30 A.M. to 8:30 A.M. and 1:30 
P.M. to 3:30 P.M. During School Days” 

5 Bonita Avenue North side; San Dimas Avenue – Iglesia Avenue, “1-
Hour Parking, 7:00 A.M to 6:00 P.M.” 

6 Bonita Avenue South side; Iglesia – 350’ w/o Walnut Avenue 
7 Bonita Avenue (btw 

Monte Vista and 
San Dimas Ave – 
south municipal 
parking lot) 

“2-Hour Parking” from drainage gutter in middle 
of parking lot behind San Dimas Feed & Grain, 
west 108’ 

8 Calaveras Rd. Entrance sign: “No Parking Except on Calaveras 
Road, Parking Subject to City Overnight Restrictions” 

9 Cannon Avenue Entrance sign: “No Parking Any Time on Cannon 
Avenue, Community Streets” 

10 Covina Boulevard Lone Hill Avenue - 1200’ easterly, “No Parking 7:00 
A.M. to 3:00 P.M. School Days” 

11 Covina Boulevard Saints Court, east 200’ “No Stopping, 7:00AM to 
9:00AM and 2:00PM to 4:00PM School Days” 

12 Covina Boulevard San Dimas High School parking lot drive 
approach easterly (400’) up to the first drive 
approach of the staff parking lot “No Parking, 
Student Loading/Unloading, 7:00AM to 9:00AM 
and 2:00PM to 4:00PM School Days” 

13 Eucla Avenue R/R Crossing to Alley North of 2nd Street, east side- 
“2-hour parking” 

14 Eucla Avenue In front of 205 and 209, west side- “2-hour parking” 
15 Exchange Place East side; “20-Minute Parking” 
16 Foothill Blvd. 

Frontage 
Birchnell Avenue – 100’ west 

17 Gladstone Street North side; 170’ e/o Lone Hill Avenue - 630’ e/o Lone 
Hill Avenue, “1 Hour Parking 7:00 A.M. to 6:00 P.M. 
except Saturdays, Sundays and Holidays” 

18 Juanita Avenue North side; Walnut – first driveway “No Parking 7:30 
A.M. to 3:30 P.M. School Days” 

19 Lone Hill Avenue East side; North driveway – 260’ south “No Parking 
8:00 A.M. to 9:00 A.M. and 3:00 P.M. to 4:00 P.M. 
School Days” 

20 Lone Hill Avenue East side; South driveway – Cypress Street “No 
Parking 8:00 A.M. to 9:00 A.M. and 3:00 P.M. to 4:00 
P.M., Buses Exempt School Days” 

21 Monte Vista Avenue East side: First Street – 200’ south, “1 Hour Parking 
9:00 A.M. to 6:00 P.M. except Sunday” 

22 Monte Vista Avenue East side; Bonita Avenue – 300’ north “30 Minute 
Parking” 

23 Monte Vista Avenue West side: Bonita Ave. – 300’ north, “1 Hour Parking 
9:00 A.M. to 6:00 P.M.” 
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24 Monte Vista Avenue Fifth Street to Gladstone Street, east side – “No 
Parking Any Time – Tow Away” 

25  Paseo Victoria Entrance Sign: “No Parking on Paseo Victoria 
Monday thru Friday 8:00 A.M. to 10:00 A.M. Except 
Holidays” 

26 Puddingstone Drive East side 250’ s/o of Tanglewood, “No Parking, 
10am-5pm, June-Sept” 

27 San Dimas Avenue Via Vaquero – 210 Freeway 
28 San Dimas Canyon 

Road 
“Passenger Loading 7:30-8:30AM & 2:00-3:00PM 
School Days, 5 Minute Parking” east side between 
Allen Avenue and school pedestrian gate 

29 San Dimas Canyon 
Road 

Canyon Hill Road – Caballo Ranch Road 

30 Via Verde Avenue Covina Hills Road – s/o Camino Del Sur; east side 
only.  “No Parking 8:00 A.M. to 10:00 A.M. Monday 
thru Friday”. 

31 Walnut Avenue West side: Juanita-Fifth, “No Parking During School 
Hours” 

32 Walnut Avenue West side: AT&SF – 280’ north, “2-Hour Parking 8:00 
A.M. to 4:00 P.M., Monday thru Friday” 

33 Walnut Avenue East side; Juanita Avenue to Fifth Street “No Parking 
7:30 A.M. to 3:30 P.M. School Days” 

34 Walnut Avenue S/o Foothill Boulevard – Baseline Road east & west 
side of street “2 Hour Parking 9:00 A.M. to 3:00 P.M. 
Monday thru Friday” 

35 Walnut Avenue N/o Cannon Avenue - Harwood Court west side only; 
“No Parking Any Time – Tow Away” 

36 Walnut Avenue Cannon Avenue to Puddingstone Drive, both sides – 
“No Parking Any Time – Tow Away” 

 
 

E. All signs and markings regulating parking and stopping which exist in the City on 
the date of adoption of this resolution which were erected and placed by the 
officers and officials of the City, are declared to be the official traffic signs and 
regulations of the City and all matters pertaining thereto are ratified and confirmed 
by the City Council. 

 
 

SECTION 2.  The Director of Public Works of the City of San Dimas is hereby directed 
to post said streets with signs as indicated giving notice thereof that no person shall stop, 
stand, or park any vehicle contrary to said signs. 
 
 

SECTION 3.  This resolution supersedes Resolution 2015-07. 
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PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 26th, day of January, 2016. 
 
      
 
 
 
 

__________________________________ 
Curtis W. Morris, Mayor City of San Dimas 

 
ATTEST: 
 
_______________________________ 
Debra Black, Assistant City Clerk 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that Resolution 2016-03 was adopted by the vote of the City Council 
of San Dimas at its regular meeting of January 26th, 2016 by the following vote: 
 
AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 
 
 
      ____________________________________ 
      Debra Black, Assistant City Clerk 
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ORDINANCE 1203 
“AS AMENDED”  

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN DIMAS,  

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES DOES AMENDING THE SAN DIMAS MUNICIPAL CODE 
BY AMENDING THE SECTION 10.06 THERETO DESIGNATING SPEED LIMITS ON 

CERTAIN STREETS IN THE CITY OF SAN DIMAS 
 

THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN DIMAS DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 
 

 SECTION 1: Section 10.06.100 of the San Dimas Municipal Code is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 
 
 Section 10.06.100. In accordance with the provisions of Section 22357 and 
Section 22358 of the Vehicle Code of the State of California, the City of San Dimas hereby 
determines that the speed limits on certain streets are necessary for the orderly and safe 
movement of traffic in the City of San Dimas. Based on the engineering and traffic surveys 
of Warren Siecke and Associates presented to it, as required by Section 22358 of the 
Vehicle Code of the State of California, the City Council finds and determines that the 
speed limit set forth below are those most appropriate to facilitate the orderly movement of 
traffic and are responsible and safe and shall be the prima facie speed limits for the areas 
identified herein. 
 
                                RECOMMENDED 
STREET NAME   LIMIT                MPH SPEED LIMIT  
ALLEN AVENUE Amelia Avenue to San Dimas Canyon Road 35 
ARROW HIGHWAY Valley Center Avenue to San Dimas Avenue 40 
ARROW HIGHWAY San Dimas Avenue to Walnut Avenue 45 
ARROW HIGHWAY Walnut Avenue to East City Limit 45 
BADILLO STREET West City Limit to Valley Center Avenue  45 
BADILLO STREET Valley Center Avenue to Covina Boulevard 45 
BASELINE ROAD Amelia Avenue to San Dimas Canyon Road 35 
BONITA AVENUE Arrow Highway to Cataract Avenue 35 
BONITA AVENUE Cataract Avenue to San Dimas Avenue 25 
BONITA AVENUE San Dimas Avenue to Walnut Avenue 25 
BONITA AVENUE Walnut Avenue to East City Limits 40 
CATARACT AVENUE Arrow Highway to Covina Boulevard  40 
CIENEGA AVENUE Valley Center Avenue to Arrow Highway 40 
CLIFFSIDE DRIVE Terrace Drive to Southerly Terminus 30 
COVINA BOULEVARD Valley Center Avenue to Badillo Street 35 
COVINA BOULEVARD Badillo Street to Cataract Avenue 40 
CYPRESS STREET West City Limits to Lone Hill Avenue 40 
CYPRESS STREET Lone Hill Avenue to 550’ E/O Danecroft Avenue  35 
CYPRESS STREET 550’ E/O Danecroft to East End 25 
EUCLA STREET Bonita Avenue to Arrow Highway 30 
FOOTHILL 
BOULEVARD 

West City Limits to East City Limits 45 

GLADSTONE STREET Lone Hill Avenue to San Dimas Canyon Road 35 
LONE HILL AVENUE Gladstone Street to Cienega Avenue 40 
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                                                                                                               RECOMMENDED 
STREET NAME   LIMIT                MPH SPEED LIMIT 
LONE HILL AVENUE Gladstone Street to Cienega Avenue 40 
LONE HILL AVENUE Cienega Avenue to Cypress Street 35 
PUDDINGSTONE 
DRIVE 

San Dimas Avenue to East City Limits 30 

PUENTE STREET West City Limits to Via Verde 45 
PUENTE STREET Via Verde to Via Amadeo 30 
SAN DIMAS AVENUE Foothill Boulevard to Gladstone Street 40 
SAN DIMAS AVENUE  Gladstone Street to Arrow Highway 35 
SAN DIMAS AVENUE Arrow Highway to 1000’ S/O Puddingstone Drive 40 
SAN DIMAS AVENUE 1000’ S/O Puddingstone Drive to Avenida Loma 

Vista 
50 

SAN DIMAS AVENUE Avenida Loma Vista to Via Verde 50 
SAN DIMAS AVENUE Via Verde to Avenida Melisenda 35 
SAN DIMAS AVENUE Avenida Melisenda to San Dimas Avenue (Loop 

Junction) 
30** 

SAN DIMAS CANYON 
ROAD 

Golden Hills Road to Foothill Boulevard 35 

SAN DIMAS CANYON 
ROAD 

Foothill Boulevard to Allen Avenue 40 

SAN DIMAS CANYON 
ROAD 

Allen Avenue to Arrow Highway 40 

SYCAMORE CANYON 
ROAD 

San Dimas Canyon Road to North City Limits 25 

VALLEY CENTER 
AVENUE 

Badillo Street to Gainsborough Road 40 

VIA VERDE Covina Hills Road to I-57 Freeway 45 
WALNUT AVENUE Foothill Boulevard to Cannon Avenue 30 
WALNUT AVENUE Teague Drive to Cannon Avenue 25 
WALNUT AVENUE Cannon Avenue to Puddingstone Drive 30 
**As Amended to reflect correction of typographical error from 35mph to 30mph.  
 
 SECTION 2.  This ordinance shall take effect thirty (30) days after its final 
passage, and within fifteen (15) days after its passage, the City Clerk shall cause it to be 
published in a local newspaper of general circulation hereby designated for that purpose. 
 
 SECTION 3.  This ordinance supersedes Ordinance No. 1142. 
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PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of San Dimas this 
26th, day of January 2016, by the following vote: 
 
 
 
AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 
 
      __________________________________ 
      Curtis W. Morris, Mayor City of San Dimas 
 
 
 
 
 
ATTEST:     Approved as to form: 
 
 
__________________________  ________________________________ 
Debra Black, Assistant City Clerk  Mark Steres, City Attorney 
 
 
 
 
 

I, DEBRA BLACK, ASSISTANT CITY CLERK of the City of San Dimas, do hereby 
certify that Ordinance 1203 was approved as amended at a regular meeting of the City 
Council of the City of San Dimas on the 26th day of January, 2016.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 

 
AGENDA ITEM STAFF REPORT 

 
 
 
TO:   Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council 
   For the Meeting of January 26, 2016 
 
FROM:   Larry Stevens, Assistant City Manager – Community Development 
 
INITIATED BY: Ann Garcia, Community Development 
 
SUBJECT:  Proposed CDBG Program FY 2016-17 Projected Use of Funds 
 

SUMMARY 
The Housing Division is in the process of planning activities for FY 2016-2017  

Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG) Year.  
 

This is a Public Hearing for the proposed FY 2016-2017 programs which are greatly 
influenced by the City’s limited allocation of CDBG funds and the success of 

implementing good viable  
CDBG projects.  

 
BACKGROUND 
 
Each year, Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds are allocated to cities by the 
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) which is administered through the Los 
Angeles County Community Development Commission (CDC).  Participating cities receive funding 
based upon the number of cities participating in the County’s program, community development 
need, and a city’s commitment to provide housing, economic and community development 
opportunities.   
 
Projects must be implemented according to the 1974 Housing and Community Development Act 
and the National Affordable Housing Act passed by Congress in 1990.  Consequently, our 
preparation for the FY 2016-17 program year will be regulated in a manner consistent with these 
laws. 
 
Activities carried out with CDBG funds must address at least one of the national objectives of the 
CDBG program which include: 
 

 Benefiting low and moderate income persons, 
 Addressing slum or blight; or, 
 Meeting a particular urgent community development need. 

 
Activities may include, but are not limited to, public facilities and improvements, acquisition and 
relocation, public services and housing improvement/rehabilitation programs.  Applicable statutes 
and regulations place specific requirements on certain activities such as a limitation on the amount 
of CDBG funds which may be used for public services, planning and administration costs.    
 
 
 
DISCUSSION/ANALYSIS 
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The City of San Dimas strives to maintain a safe, decent and sanitary environment for all of its 
residents.  Therefore, the grant amount is spent only on those activities that will enhance the ability 
to achieve this goal. 
 
Housing Rehabilitation Program - Continuing City Project 
 
The Housing Rehabilitation Program assists eligible households with the high cost of repairing their 
residences.  The program also reimburses Administration staff costs. The Rehabilitation Programs 
have been most successful and highly supported by the residents of San Dimas. The program also 
provides support to City code enforcement efforts to correct substandard housing conditions. 
 
Program Administration 
 
Program allowable funds at 15-20% of the eligible program can be used for administration and 
management of that program. The City will be going out to bid on hiring a consultant to administer 
the CDBG Housing Rehabilitation Program. Our current consultant, New Turtle Island, has 
completed their contract with the City from fiscal year 2013-2014 to 2015-2016 of administering the 
program. We received excellent evaluations during our monitoring from the CDBG Program 
Managers. Due to program guidelines we are required to go out to bid after the contract has been 
completed. 
 
PROGRAM FY 2015-16 UPDATE 
 
The FY 2015-16 CDBG Program got started in July 2015 with our two programs; Housing 
Rehabilitation and the Youth Scholarship Program.  In our Housing Rehabilitation program we have 
a goal of assisting a minimum of 10 households with various housing rehabilitation projects. Most of 
the applications we have received have been for re-roofs and plumbing.   
 
The City continued our Housing Rehabilitation waiting list from our previous program year and we 
have continued to get quite a bit of interest in the program from the residents.  We have sent out 
approximately 10 applications to the top 10 on our list and have completed 5 projects and 5 are 
currently being evaluated and qualified by our consultant.  
 
The Youth Scholarship program has a goal of assisting at least 50 youth for the program year 2015-
16. As of this month, there were 43 youth that have been assisted through this program.  
 
Funding through the Housing Authority fund is being used for Mobile Home parks housing 
rehabilitation projects. We have a waiting list with approximately 40 individuals. We sent out 30 
applications up to now and have received 22 completed applications back with varied needs. We 
have completed 22 inspections and have created scopes of work for each resident to go out to bid 
for the work that needs to get done. There are 14 projects that are waiting for estimates and bids to 
come in. We have completed 8 projects so far for this program year. 
 
 
PROPOSED FY 2016-17  
The FY 2016-17 grant allocation of $130,570. This amount is not final and will be updated later this 
year.  For FY 2016-17, staff is proposing to allocate 100% of the City’s total program budget to 
activities benefiting low to moderate income persons. As customary, additional funding from prior 
year carryover are reallocated to the Housing Rehabilitation program when financial closeout is 
completed. The City does not have a total yet of unallocated funds from the 2015-16 program year.  
We will have a total available by the end of April and at that time will make adjustments to the 
budget.  

The proposed project continues to maintain the city’s affordable housing supply and provide 
supportive services for targeted low-income groups, including persons who are homeless, persons 
with disabilities, the elderly and other special needs groups.  The projects identified below are 
existing CDBG programs that have been successful and are supported in the community.  
 



 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
Staff understands that there are other options for these CDBG funds, but these two proposed 
projects are the most cost efficient approach in meeting our goals of maintaining a safe, decent and 
sanitary environment for our residents and provides for the continuation of successful viable 
projects.  
 
Expanding our CDBG programming to other programs would require using even more administrative 
resources from the steadily decreasing CDBG money available to us.  Our current strategy of 
housing rehab and recreation scholarships is about the most cost efficient approach with the 
requirements and conditions that come with CDBG money.  For this reason, staff is recommending 
that we stay with the current CDBG strategy and programs – the CDBG dollars are not as 
consumed by administrative requirements as other options resulting in more CDBG dollars 
accomplishing a direct benefit for our residents. 
 
Staff is prepared to support any recommendations Council may provide within the scope, objectives 
and mandated requirements of the CDBG program. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Community Development Department recommends that the City Council approve the proposed FY 
2016-17 CDBG program as outlined in the staff report and the resolution, and authorize the City 
Manager or Assistant City Manager to execute any and all documents necessary to further the 
projects approved herein, including but not limited to amendments and modifications thereto for 
CDBG projects with the Los Angeles County Community Development Commission.  
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
Ann Frances Garcia 
Administrative Aide 
 
 
 

Proposed Projects FY 2016-17 

Program Budget Approx.% 
of Budget 

Estimated Accomplishments 

Housing Rehabilitation $  102,484 78% 8-10 Households 
Program Management-Housing Rehab. $   18,086 15% Program Management 
Youth Scholarship Program $   10,000 7% 50 Youth Applicants 
TOTALS $  130,570      100%  



RESOLUTION 2016-05 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN DIMAS,  
CALIFORNIA, AUTHORIZING THE ALLOCATION OF THE 2016 YEAR COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT (CDBG) FUNDS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016-17 
 

WHEREAS, and the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program has 
operated since 1974 to provide local governments the resources to meet the needs of 
persons of low-and moderate-income; and 
 

WHEREAS, and the City of San Dimas contracts with the Los Angeles County 
Community Development Commission for the disbursement of Community Development 
Block Grant Funds, through the Small Cities Program; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City of San Dimas will receive an estimated total of $130,570 in 
Fiscal Year 2016-17 through the Community Development Block Grant Funds; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council has conducted a public hearing, with the required 
prior noticing to provide the public and opportunity to comment on the programs proposed 
for the Fiscal Year 2016-17 Community Development Block Grant Funds Program. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
SAN DIMAS DOES HEREBY RESOLVE AND ORDER AS FOLLOWS: 
 

Section 1: The City Council approves the Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) Program Budget for Fiscal Year 2016-17 and instructs staff to submit the 
necessary document and a copy of this Declaration to the Los Angeles County 
Community Development Commission. 

Section 2: The City Council authorizes City staff to adjust the Program budget as 
necessary throughout the Fiscal Year. This includes, but is not limited to, allocating 
amounts on a per project basis, adjusting project budgets, implementing a new or 
cancelling existing activities, to allow for the timely expenditure of CDBG-funds. 

 
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 26th day of January, 2016. 

 
 
__________________________________ 
Curtis W. Morris, Mayor City of San Dimas 

 
ATTEST: 
 
_______________________________ 
Debra Black, Assistant City Clerk 
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that Resolution 2016-05 was adopted by the vote of the City Council 
of the City of San Dimas at its regular meeting of January 26th, 2016 by the following vote: 
 
AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 
 
 
      _____________________________ 
      Debra Black, Assistant City Clerk 
 
 
 
 



Agenda Item Staff Report

TO:   Honorable Mayor and Members of City Council
For the Meeting of January 26, 2016

FROM:  Blaine Michaelis, City Manager

INITIATED BY: Planning Department

SUBJECT: Revision to Parcel Map 90-1 (21554); A request to delete 
Planning Condition No. 4 of Resolution 91-10 relating to 
recordation of a notice of non-conforming status of the 
existing residence and restrictions on expansion and/or 
substantial modification of the residence at 1623 N. San 
Dimas Canyon Road (APN: 8665-010-063)

The Planning Commission recommended approval of the 
request at its January 7, 2016 meeting.

SUMMARY

An application has recently been filed to remove a condition of 
approval of Parcel Map 90-1 (PM 21554).

Staff, the Subdivision Review Committee, and the Planning 
Commission are recommending approval of the request.

BACKGROUND

The January 7, 2016 Planning Commission Staff Report contains the detailed 
background information and analysis. The report and draft minutes are included 
as Exhibits A and B of this cover sheet. The Planning Commission held a public 
hearing on t he item and expressed its support of preservation of the rock 
structure and deletion of the condition of approval. The Commission adopted 
Resolution PC-1556 recommending approval of the Applicant’s request.
Resolution PC-1556 is included as Exhibit C.
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RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff, the Subdivision Review Committee, and t he Planning Commission are 
recommending approval to the City Council of a revision to Parcel Map 90-1 
(21554) in the form of the deletion of Planning Condition No. 4 of City Council 
Resolution 91-10. 
 
“Applicant shall record, prior to or in conjunction with recordation of the parcel 
map, a notice of the non-conforming status of the existing residence on proposed 
Lot No. 3 indicating that the expansion and/or substantial modification is not 
permitted due to said non-conforming status. The notice shall be in a form to be 
approved by the City Attorney and Community Development Director.” 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 

 
Jennifer Williams 
Associate Planner  
 
 
 
Attachments:  
 
Exhibit A -  January 7, 2016 Planning Commission Staff Report 
 

Appendix A General Information, Aerial View, and Site Photographs 
Exhibit A -  Resolution 91-10 Approving Tentative Parcel Map 90-1 

(21554) 
Exhibit B -  Conceptual Site Plan 
Exhibit C - Comments Received from Los Angeles County Department 

of Parks and Recreation 
Exhibit D -  DPR Form 523 (Department of Parks and Recreation 

Historic Fact Sheet) 
Exhibit E -  Fact Sheet and Minutes of DPRB Case No. 06-60 (Includes 

Historical Assessment by Onyx)- October 12, 2006, August 
9, 2007, and September 13, 2007 

 
Exhibit B -  January 7, 2016 Planning Commission Draft Minutes 
 
Exhibit C - Resolution PC-1556 
 
 
CC Resolution 2016-04 
 



Planning Commission
Staff Report

DATE: Thursday, January 7, 2016

TO: Planning Commission

FROM: Jennifer Williams, Associate Planner 

SUBJECT: Revision to Parcel Map 90-1 (21554); 1623 N. San Dimas Canyon 
Road

SUMMARY
The Applicant is requesting the deletion of a condition of approval 

of Parcel Map 90-1 (21554) which was approved by the City in 
1991 to subdivide a 1.04 acre parcel into 3 lots.

In 1991, the City determined the project to be exempt from CEQA 
per Section 15315 of the CEQA Guidelines.

BACKGROUND

An application has recently been filed to remove a condition of approval of Parcel 
Map 90-1 (PM 21554). Parcel Map 90-1 subdivided a 1.04 acre parcel into 3 lots 
for the development of single-family homes. Two of the lots have since been 
developed. The Applicant is requesting removal of one of the conditions of 
approval of the parcel map in order to pursue a small addition to an existing 
historic rock structure along with its preservation and rehabilitation to a functional 
residence on the remaining Lot 3. 

ANALYSIS

Applicant’s Request

The Applicant is requesting that existing Planning Condition No. 4 of City Council 
Resolution 91-10 (Exhibit A) be deleted:

“Applicant shall record, prior to or in conjunction with recordation of the parcel 
map, a notice of the non-conforming status of the existing residence on proposed 
Lot No. 3 i ndicating that the expansion and/or substantial modification is not 
permitted due to said non-conforming status. The notice shall be in a form to be 
approved by the City Attorney and Community Development Director.”
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The structure is considered to be non-conforming due to its non-compliant side-
yard setback. The property is located in the SF-A 10,000 zone and as such 
requires a 20’ front setback and 5’ and 12’ side yard setbacks. The existing rock 
structure is near a 0’ setback adjacent to San Dimas Canyon Park on its 
southern side. The proposed addition is located on the northern side of the 
structure and as such the addition would comply with the required 5’ side yard 
setback. A copy of the conceptual site plan is attached as Exhibit B. 
 
Staff and the Applicant have not been able to locate any evidence that the notice 
of non-conforming status required in the subject condition was ever recorded 
despite a T itle search and a s earch for recorded documents between February 
1991 (month of Tentative Parcel Map approval) and August 1994 (month of map 
recordation) through the Los Angeles County Recorder. 
 
A courtesy notice and copy of the conceptual site plan were mailed to the Los 
Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation on November 24, 2015. 
Their comments do not include any objections to the deletion of the parcel map 
condition and are provided as Exhibit C.  
 
Prior Cases / CEQA 
 
The original Parcel Map was determined to be exempt from CEQA per Section 
15315 of the CEQA Guidelines: “Class 15 consists of the division of property in 
urbanized areas zoned for residential, commercial, or industrial use into four or 
fewer parcels when the division is in conformance with the General Plan and 
zoning, no variances or exceptions are required, all services and access to the 
proposed parcels to local standards are available, the parcel was not involved in 
a division of a larger parcel within the previous 2 years, and the parcel does not 
have an average slope greater than 20 percent.” 
 
A historical assessment of the structure was conducted by Onyx Architects in 
2002 and is referenced in the Fact Sheet for DPRB Case No. 06-60. DPRB Case 
No. 06-60 was a request to construct a new 3,337 square foot residence on the 
lot and modify the rock structure by removing the roof and interior improvements 
and using it as an o utdoor courtyard. DPR Form 523, copies of the historical 
assessment by Onyx, and Fact Sheets and Minutes of the October 12, 2006, 
August 9, 2007, and September 13, 2007 DPRB meetings are attached to this 
report for reference as Exhibits D and E. 
 
The historical assessment evaluated the rock structure’s historical significance 
and future development of the site including four possible scenarios that would 
trigger varying levels of CEQA review: 
 

1. Restoration of the existing rock structure as a functional residence, most 
likely resulting in a “no impact” determination. This is identified as the best 
possible outcome for the historic fabric of the building; 
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2. Rehabilitation or renovation of the structure to a different use as an 
accessory structure such as a pool house or workshop, resulting in a “less 
than significant impact” determination; 

3. Radical change, with limited preservation of one or more stone façade(s), 
resulting in a “less than significant with mitigation” determination; and 

4. Demolition of the structure, possibly resulting in a “ potentially significant 
impact” determination and an EIR. 

 
As seen especially in the minutes of the October 12, 2006 DPRB meeting, the 
DPRB had expressed a s trong preference in the reuse and preservation of the 
historic rock structure. 
 
Other Applications 
 
This request will require review at a publ ic hearing before the City Council. 
Should the City Council approve the request, the Applicant will then file other 
necessary applications for the site and architectural design of the addition, 
rehabilitation work, and other development proposed on-site. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
To the best of Staff’s knowledge, the document referenced in the condition of 
approval was never actually recorded and it was the Applicant’s inquiry and 
Staff’s research into the development of the parcel that led to the discovery of the 
Parcel Map condition, rather than a T itle search. As such, the condition of 
approval is not serving the function it was intended for. The historic rock structure 
is a unique historic resource and the Development Plan Review Board previously 
expressed a s trong preference to preserve the rock structure. Removal of the 
condition of approval will allow the Applicant the ability to pursue the structure’s 
restoration and v iability as a r esidence. The Applicant will still be required to 
pursue other applications for the site and architectural design of any proposals 
for expansion or modification. As such, Staff is supportive of the deletion of the 
subject condition of approval. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff and the Subdivision Review Committee are recommending that the 
Planning Commission recommend approval to the City Council of a revision to 
Parcel Map 90-1 (21554) in the form of the deletion of Planning Condition No. 4 
of City Council Resolution 91-10. 
 
“Applicant shall record, prior to or in conjunction with recordation of the parcel 
map, a notice of the non-conforming status of the existing residence on proposed 
Lot No. 3 indicating that the expansion and/or substantial modification is not 
permitted due to said non-conforming status. The notice shall be in a form to be 
approved by the City Attorney and Community Development Director.” 
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Respectfully Submitted, 
 

 
Jennifer Williams 
Associate Planner  
 
 
 
Attachments:  
 
 
Appendix A General Information, Aerial View, and Site Photographs 
 
Exhibit A -  Resolution 91-10 Approving Tentative Parcel Map 90-1 (21554) 
Exhibit B -  Conceptual Site Plan 
Exhibit C - Comments Received from Los Angeles County Department of 

Parks and Recreation 
Exhibit D -  DPR Form 523 (Department of Parks and Recreation Historic Fact 

Sheet) 
Exhibit E -  Fact Sheet and Minutes of DPRB Case No. 06-60 (Includes 

Historical Assessment by Onyx)- October 12, 2006, August 9, 
2007, and September 13, 2007 

 
 
Resolution PC-1556 
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APPENDIX A

General Information

Applicant: Alan Brookman, Architect for Hartman Baldwin 

Owner: Robert Grossman

Location: 1623 N. San Dimas Canyon Road

General Plan: Single-Family Very Low Estate

Zoning: Single-Family Agriculture

Surrounding North: Single Family Agriculture; Single-family homes
Land Use and Zoning South:Open Space; San Dimas Canyon Park

East: Single Family Agriculture; Single-family homes
West: Single Family Agriculture; Single-family homes

Legal Notice: A legal notice was published in the Inland Valley Daily 
Bulletin; posted at City Hall, the Library, Post Office 
and Via Verde Shopping Center; and was mailed to 
property owners within 300 feet of the project on or 
before December 25, 2015.

Environmental: In 1991, the City originally determined the project to 
be Categorically Exempt per Section 15315 of the 
CEQA Guidelines.

Aerial View

San Dimas 
Canyon Park

Subject Site

N
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Site Photographs 
 
Looking West 

 
 
Looking Southeast 
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Looking East 

 
 
Looking North from San Dimas Canyon Park 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

Resolution 91-10 Approving Tentative Parcel Map 90-1 (21554) 
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EXHIBIT B 
 

Conceptual Site Plan 
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EXHIBIT C 
 

Comments Received from Los Angeles County  
Department of Parks and Recreation 
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EXHIBIT D 
 

DPR Form 523 (Department of Parks and Recreation Historic Fact Sheet) 
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EXHIBIT E 
 

Fact Sheet and Minutes of DPRB Case No. 06-60  
(Includes Historical Assessment by Onyx) 

October 12, 2006, August 9, 2007, and September 13, 2007 
 
 
 
 



















































 

 

 
 
 

CITY OF SAN DIMAS 
PLANNING COMMISSION 

MINUTES 
 

Regularly Scheduled Meeting 
Thursday, January 7, 2016 at 7:00 p.m. 

245 East Bonita Avenue, Council Chambers 
 

 
Present 
Chairman David Bratt 
Commissioner John Davis 
Commissioner Margie Green 
Commissioner Tomas Molina 
Commissioner Ted Ross 
Assistant City Manager Comm. Dev. Larry Stevens 
Planning Manager Fabiola Wong 
Senior Planner Marco Espinoza 
Associate Planner Jennifer Williams 
Planning Secretary Jan Sutton 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER AND FLAG SALUTE 
 
Chairman Bratt called the regular meeting of the Planning Commission to order at 7:00 p.m. and 
Commissioner Davis led the flag salute.  
 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
1. CONSIDERATION OF REVISION TO PARCEL MAP 90-1 (21554) – A request t o delete 

Planning Condition No.  4 of Resolution 91-10  relating to recordation of a notice  of non-
conforming status of the existing residence and restrictions on expansion and/or substantial 
modification of the residence, locate d at 1623 N. San Dima s Canyon Road.  (APN:   8665-
010-063) 

 
Staff report presented by Associate Planner Jennifer Williams, who stated this request was 
to remove Planning Con dition No. 4 of Resolution 91-10 approving Tentative Parcel Map 90-1  
(21554) requiring the re cordation of a notice of non-conforming status for Lot 3  containing the 
existing historic rock house and setting restrictions on expansion or substantial modification due 
to the near zero existin g side yard setback on  the southern side.  She stated if t he Council 
eventually waives this condition, any future additions to  the home would need to  comply with  
existing setback standards and the architectural design would be reviewed by the DPRB.   
 
She stated both Staff and the Applicant have b een unable to locate a recorded notice of non-
conforming status.  A courtesy notice with the conceptual site plan was sent to the Los Angeles 
County Department of Parks and Recreation, and they did not hav e any objection to  the 
removal of the condition.  She went over the historical assessment of the structure conducted by 
Onyx Architects in 2002 which used as reference when an application was processed for a new 
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house on the lot in 2006, and the f our possible scenarios and the appropriate CEQA re view 
required in those instances.  At that time the DPRB e xpressed a strong preference in the reuse 
and preservation of the historic rock structure.  Removal of this condition will allow the Applicant 
the ability to pursue the structure’s restoration and viability as a residence, though he will still be 
required to process other applications for the si te and architectural design for any expansion or 
modification.  Staff and the Subdivision Review committee are recommending t he Planning 
Commission recommend approval of this revision to the City Council. 
 
Commissioner Molina clarified that all other conditions of the Parcel Map will remain intact. 
 
Associate Planner Williams stated that is correct that all other conditions of approval and the 
map will remain the same. 
 
Commissioner Green asked when the Grasscreek area w as constructed.  She asked if th is 
house might have been an outbuilding of the Lariat Ranch that was located in that area before 
development and was taken down when they built Fernridge, Grasscreek and the other streets  
because they had a lot of rock structures up there.  She stated she was in support of saving this  
home. 
 
Associate Planner Williams stated the Grasscreek ne ighborhood was built  approximately 
1964, but t he Historic Resources Inventory form did not mention the ranch.  Sh e stated th is 
house is considered significant because it is one of the few remaining rock structures in the area 
and was built in 1923 for Earl Gillette. 
 
Commissioner Davis stated according to the archivist for the Historical Socie ty, Gillette 
married into the Lariat family that  owned the  ranch, which was sold off to construct the 
subdivision north of this location. 
 
Commissioner Davis asked if the Commission approves this item, would this be the  only time 
they see a nything regarding the proposed additions to the house.  If the Co mmission and 
Council approve this request, then we are giving the Applicant the op portunity to expand the  
residence as shown on the plan in the packet. 
 
Associate Planner Williams stated the DPRB application would not come b ack to the 
Commission, but if it is determined a variance would be needed, then that would come back to  
the Commission for review.  Appro val of this item would allow the Applicant to submit an  
application for expansion. 
 
Commissioner Ross asked if there is something in place now that if  a cond ition requires a 
document to be recorded, there is follow-up to see that it is done. 
 
Associate Planner Williams stated under o ur current p rocess the Planner checks all the 
conditions during the plan check pr ocess between approval of the Tentative Map and the Final 
Map. 
 
Commissioner Ross stated in Exh ibit E the seismic reinforcement recommendation is basic 
life safety and asked what that involves. 
 
Associate Planner Williams stated it is basically buildin g a shell within the exist ing building.  
The Building Official was there at the Subdivision Committ ee meeting, and the architect’s firm 
has worked on several stone structu res in other cities so they are familiar with how to address  
that. 
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Chairman Bratt stated in regards to her comments earlier about whether this would need a 
variance or not, it seemed to him that it would require one since the property would not have the 
required setback. 
 
Associate Planner Williams stated the existing stru cture obviously does not meet t he 
required setbacks but any new construction would have to.  It wouldn’t be the addition itself that 
needs the v ariance, but they need to review the proposal against the code for ex pansion or 
modification of non-conforming uses to determine if one is needed. 
 
Senior Planner Marco Espinoza stated pa rt of Staff’s review on  whether this needs a 
variance or not is that while the existing structure basically has a zero setback on the south, the  
question is would it be considered legal non-co nforming, or would it need a variance once you 
consider making the structure habitable again along with the modifications. 
 
Chairman Bratt opened the meeting for public hearing.  Addressing the Commission was: 
 
Alan Brookman, Architect, Hartman Baldwin Design/Build, Applicant, stated the Historic 
Resources Survey was conducted several months after this condition was placed on the lot so it 
is not clear if the City Council rea lized the historical significance of this structure.  These stone 
grove houses are made using the st ones cleared from the fields in orde r to plant the trees and 
there are only a handful of these along the length of the foothill cities.  They are very excited to 
be able to work on preserving this structure.  He went over some of t he construction methods 
that would be used to stabilize the house, which can be costly but the homeowner was 
supportive of saving the building.  The intent of the project is not to make this a modern house  
but to just add a small amount of useable space to the north side to make it a three bedroom, 
two bath h ouse with a detached garage and detached studio.  The addition will meet th e 
Secretary of Interior’s g uidelines for additions to historic st ructures using different materials to 
differentiate the original from the addition. 
 
There being no further comments, the public hearing was closed. 
 
Commissioner Davis felt it was wonderful tha t the owner wanted to preserve the house and 
hired a reputable architect to expand it slightly, and was in support of this. 
 

RESOLUTION PC-1556 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 
SAN DIMAS RECOMMENDING APPROVAL  TO THE CITY COUNCI L 
OF A REVI SION TO T ENTATIVE PARCEL MAP 90-1 (2 1554) IN T HE 
FORM OF THE RE MOVAL OF A CONDITION OF APPROVAL 
AFFECTING THE PROPERTY AT 1623 N. SAN DIMAS CANYON ROAD 
(APN: 8665-008-016) 
 

MOTION:  Moved by Davis, seconded by Green to adopt Resolution PC-1556 recommending 
the City Council revise Tentative Parcel Map 90-1 (21554) by deleting Planning Condition No. 4 
of City Council Resolution 91-10.  Motion carried unanimously, 5-0. 
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ORAL COMMUNICATION 
 
2. Community Development Department 
Senior Planner Marco Espinoza introduced the new Planning Manager Fabiola Wong, who 
shared her background with the Commission. 
 
Assistant City Manager Larry Stevens stated in regards to the email sent to the  
Commissioners asking for names of people who might want to participate on the three planning 
groups for the Downtown Specific Plan they can be people who are interested in the Downtown 
and in providing the City direction; they do not  necessarily have to be  residents if  they ha ve 
some other type of connection, su ch as a local business o wner.  The Commission ers do not 
need to ascertain a nominee’s interest, Staff will handle that part. 
 
Senior Planner Espinoza stated they expect to have the code amendment for microbreweries 
ready for the February 4th meeting. 
 
3. Members of the Audience 
No communications were made. 
 
4. Planning Commission 
No communications were made. 
 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOTION:  Moved by Green, seconded by Davis to adjourn.  Motion ca rried unanimously, 5-0.  
The meeting adjourned at 7:32 p.m. to the regular Planning Commission meeting scheduled for 
Thursday, January 21, 2016, at 7:00 p.m. 
 
 
 
 

  _______________________________ 
  David A. Bratt, Chairman 
  San Dimas Planning Commission 

 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Jan Sutton 
Planning Commission Secretary 
 
 
 
Approved:   

















RESOLUTION 2016-04 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 
DIMAS APPROVING A REVISION TO PARCEL MAP 90-1 
(21554) IN THE FORM OF THE REMOVAL OF A CONDITION 
OF APPROVAL AFFECTING THE PROPERTY AT 1623 N. SAN 
DIMAS CANYON ROAD (APN: 8665-008-016) 

 
 WHEREAS, an appl ication for a revision to Tentative Parcel Map 90-1 
(21554) has been duly filed by: 
    

Alan Brookman, Architect for Hartman Baldwin 
100 W. Foothill Blvd 

Claremont, CA 91711 
 
 WHEREAS, the applicant is requesting the revision to remove Planning 
Condition of Approval No. 4 of Resolution 91-10 approving Tentative Parcel Map 
No. 90-1 (21554). The condition proposed to be r emoved currently reads as 
follows: 

 
“Applicant shall record, prior to or in conjunction with recordation of the parcel 

map, a notice of the non-conforming status of the existing residence on proposed 
Lot No. 3 indicating that the expansion and/or substantial modification is not 

permitted due to said non-conforming status. The notice shall be in a form to be 
approved by the City Attorney and Community Development Director;” and 

 
 WHEREAS, the subject property is described as follows: 

 
The subdivision consisted of an approximately 1.04 acre parcel that was 

previously subdivided into 3 lots, with the final map having been recorded in 
1994. This request for revision affects Lot 3, also identified as 1623 N. San 

Dimas Canyon Road (APN: 8665-010-063). The site is approximately 18,039 
square feet, including the flag driveway; and 

    
 WHEREAS, the original Parcel Map was previously submitted to 
appropriate agencies as required under Section 17.12.030 of the San Dimas 
Municipal Code with a r equest for their report and recommendations; and the 
request for the revision to the map was also reviewed by the Subdivision Review 
Committee and Planning Commission and recommended for approval; and 
 
 WHEREAS, notice was duly given of the public hearing on the matter and 
that public hearing was held on January 26, 2016 at the hour of 7:00 p.m., with 
all testimony received being made a part of the public record; and 
 
 WHEREAS, all requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act 
and the City’s Environmental Guidelines have been met for the consideration of 
whether the project will have a s ignificant effect on t he environment. The City 
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Council already determined the project to be Categorically Exempt per Section 
15315, Class 15 of the CEQA Guidelines with the original parcel map in 1991. 
The removal of the subject condition of approval does not affect said 
determination. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the evidence received at the 
hearing, and for the reasons discussed by the City Council members at the 
hearing, including written and oral staff reports, together with public testimony 
and subject to the conditions attached as “Exhibit A,” the City Council now finds 
as follows: 
 
A. That the proposed parcel map is consistent with the General Plan and the 

applicable Land Use Zone. 
 
As was found by the City Council in Resolution 91-10, Parcel Map 90-1 
was consistent with the Low Density Residential designation of the 
General Plan and the Single Family Agriculture 10,000 zoning district. The 
sizes of the lots were not less than the minimum 10,000 square foot lot 
size required in the Single Family Agriculture zone. The deletion of the 
subject condition does not change this finding. 

 
B. That the design or improvement of the proposed subdivision is consistent 

with the General Plan and the applicable Land Use Zone. 
 
 The design and improvements of the prior subdivision was consistent with 

the General Plan and Land Use Zone. The deletion of the subject 
condition does not change this finding. 

 
C. That the site is physically suitable for the type of development proposed.  
 

As was found by the City Council in Resolution 91-10, the site was 
physically suitable for the density of the development proposed. The 
creation of three lots reflected similar lot sizes adjacent to the subject 
property in that those square footages were in excess of 10,000 square 
feet.  
 
Because of shallow lots and potential negative aesthetic effects created by 
the mass of future building structures on properties to the north, a 25’-0” 
“No Building Area was imposed along the north property line. 
 
The deletion of the subject condition of approval does not change this 
finding. 

 
D. That the site is physically suitable for the proposed density of the 

development. 
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 The final map has already been r ecorded, and deletion of the subject 

condition of approval has no effect on the density of the development. 
 
E. That the design of the subdivision or the proposed improvements is not 

likely to cause substantial environmental damage or substantially and 
avoidably injure wildlife or their habitat. 

 
 As was found by the City Council in Resolution 91-10, a t hree-lot 

subdivision would not cause a substantial impact on t he environment. 
Parcel Map 90-1 was exempt from Environmental Review per Section 
15315, Class 15 of the California Environmental Quality Act. The deletion 
of the subject condition of approval does not change this finding. 

 
F. That the design of the subdivision or the type of improvements is not likely 

to cause serious public health problems. 
 

As was found by the City Council in Resolution 91-10, the parcel map was 
not detrimental to the general health, safety, and welfare of the public in 
that the subdivision was consistent with all design and zoning standards of 
the City of San Dimas and t hat conditions were imposed as necessary 
measures to protect the health, safety, interest, and general welfare. The 
deletion of the subject condition of approval does not change this finding. 

 
G. That the design of the subdivision or the type of improvements will not 

conflict with easements, acquired by the public at-large, for access 
through or use of property within the proposed subdivision. 

 
 As was found by the City Council in Resolution 91-10, the design of the 

subdivision did not conflict with existing utility easements in that utility 
easements were not present on the property. The deletion of the subject 
condition of approval does not affect easements of access or use of the 
property. 

 
H. That the discharge of waste from the proposed subdivision into the 

existing sewer system will not result in a violation of existing requirements 
prescribed by the Regional Water Quality Control Board.  Conditions are 
imposed to protect the public health, safety and gener al welfare and t o 
implement the intent and purpose of the General Plan. 

 
 The subdivision has already been recorded and complied with the 

requirements for waste discharge at the time the parcel map was finalized. 
The deletion of the subject condition of approval does not impact 
compliance with the requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control 
Board nor serve to harm the public health, safety, or general welfare or the 
intent and purpose of the General Plan. 
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 PURSUANT TO THE ABOVE FINDINGS, IT IS RESOLVED that the City 
Council approves a revision to Parcel Map 90-1 (21554) in the form of removal of 
Planning Condition of Approval No. 4 of Resolution 91-10 approving Tentative 
Parcel Map No. 90-1 (21554), subject to compliance with all of the other 
Conditions in Exhibit “A” attached hereto and incorporated herein.  A copy of this 
Resolution shall be mailed to the applicant. 
 

PASSED, APPROVED and ADOPTED, this 26th day of January, 2016. 
 
 
    
 

__________________________________ 
Curtis W. Morris, Mayor City of San Dimas 

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
_______________________________ 
Debra Black, Assistant City Clerk 
 
 
 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that Resolution 2016-04 was adopted by the vote of 
the City Council of San Dimas at its regular meeting of January 26th, 2016 by the 
following vote: 
 
AYES:  
NOES:  
ABSTAIN:  
ABSENT:  
 
 
 
 

____________________________________ 
Debra Black, Assistant City Clerk 

 
 
 











 
 

 

 
 

Agenda Item Staff Report 

 
Date: January 26, 2016 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and Members of City Council  
 January 26, 2016 
 
From: Blaine Michaelis, City Manager 
 
Initiated by:  Ken Duran, City Clerk 
 
Subject: SB 415 Requiring Municipal Election Date Consolidation 
    
______________________________________________________________________ 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
SB 415 was passed by the State legislature eliminating the ability of Cities to have their 
own stand-alone elections effective in 2018, unless voter turnout compares favorably 
with statewide general elections.  Commencing January 1, 2018, “political subdivisions” 
are prohibited from holding an election other than on a statewide election date if holding 
an election on a nonconcurrent date has previously resulted in voter turnout for a 
regularly scheduled election in that political subdivision being at least 25% less than the 
average voter turnout within the political subdivision for the previous 4 statewide general 
elections.  San Dimas is one of 45 cities in Los Angeles County who are required to now 

SUMMARY 
On September 1, 2015 the Governor approved SB 415 essentially  

requiring all cities to consolidate with statewide elections  
(eliminating our “stand-alone” municipal elections.) 

 
There are some efforts to seek help from several legislators to come up 

with an alternate solution to meet the goals of SB 415, which was to 
increase voter participation. This petition and ordinance will show our 

support for an alternate solution and also allow us to continue our stand-
alone elections through 2022, even if the county is able to implement 

consolidation before that date. 
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consolidate with the County and to move our election to either the statewide June 
primary election or the statewide November General election in even years by 
November 2022. 
 
DISCUSSION/ANALYSIS  
 
Being required to consolidate elections may boost the statistics for voter turnout; 
however the following negative impacts are anticipated: 
 

• Consolidated Elections are Typically More Expensive. Stand-alone elections 
are typically much less expensive than consolidated elections, and would 
negatively impact the city’s election expense.  The City’s election expense for the 
last election was $71,000. For many cities, the cost of a consolidated election is 
over double what a stand-alone election would cost.  

• Longer ballots with local races at the end of the ballot. Longer ballots could 
result in increased voter confusion. How many voters “stay the ballot” and vote 
on the local races at the end? 

• Local Candidates and Issues Lost in National and State Races. Articles, 
editorials, forums, air-time, campaign signs, and discussions would be focused 
on national and state races. Local candidates would be competing with national 
and state candidates and issues for campaign contributions and local races and 
issues could get lost. 

• Elections Night Returns Slower. On election night, cities typically have all 
ballots counted, and know the outcome, before 10:00 p.m. Los Angeles County 
has 5,000 precincts to count, and some precincts may not be counted until very 
late in the evening, or in the early morning hours. 

• Slower Final Results. The County has up to 30 days to certify the results of an 
election. Cities typically hold final count in less than 7 days. The timeliness of the 
final count and certification is especially important in a close race. 

• Loss of Sense of Community on Election Night. Cities typically hold election 
night ballot tabulation in our own City Council Chambers and it is a local event. 

• Shortening the Term of Council members Voted into Office in 2021. A 
provision of the legislation is that a change in election date cannot lengthen the 
term of an officer by more than 12 months.  Therefore, we will need to move up 
the election date when the consolidation takes place, shortening the term of 
those elected in the previous election by either four or nine months, depending 
whether is moved to the June or November election. 

 
PETITION OF OPPOSITION 
 
There are some efforts underway to seek help from several legislators to come up with 
an alternative solution to meet the goals of SB 415, which is to increase voter 
participation.  The organizers of these efforts are asking cities are opposed to the 
consolidations to sign a petition expressing opposition for the change and support for 
finding alternative solutions to increasing voter participation.  On April 14, 2015 the City 
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Council expressed opposition to the then pending legislation.  Signing of this petition 
would be consistent with that previous opposition. 
 
 
ORDINANCE OF INTENT TO CONSOLIDATE 
 
The requirement is to consolidate by January 1, 2018.  However, in recognition that 
some Counties, especially Los Angeles County cannot accommodate all of the new by 
that date, there is an option to defer the consolidation to 2022.  Section 14052(b) of SB 
415 allows a city to hold an election other than on a statewide election date if, by 
January 1, 2018, the city has adopted a plan to consolidate a future election with a 
statewide election not later than the November 8, 2022, statewide general election. 
While the County will not be ready to accommodate all of the cities on the statewide 
election ballot until at least 2020, they may begin consolidations gradually. Approving 
the ordinance now will allow our city to continue to conduct our own stand-alone 
elections through 2021 on our current date.  The City would be required to consolidate, 
what would have been the March 2023 election, with either the June or November 2022 
election. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff is recommending that the City Council take two actions.  The first is to authorize 
the City to sign a petition opposing Election Code Sections 14050-14057, which were 
added by SB 415, requiring the consolidation of elections and support alternatives to 
increase voter participation. 
 
The second action is to approve Ordinance No. 1241, Adopting a Plan and Intent to 
Consolidate City Elections with the Statewide Election by No Later than the November 
2, 2022 Statewide Election. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
Ken Duran 
 
Attachments: 
 
Petition 
Ordinance 1241 
 
 
 
 
 
 



PETITION TO OPPOSE ELECTION CODE SECTIONS 
14050-14057 (added by SB 415 in 2015)  

AND TO SUPPORT AN ALTERNATE SOLUTION  
TO INCREASE VOTER PARTICIPATION  

AND TO CONTINUE TO ALLOW STAND-ALONE ELECTIONS 
 
 
We, representing the City of San Dimas hereby sign this petition to show our opposition to the sections contained in SB 
415 from the 2015 legislative session relating to mandatory consolidation of our general municipal election with 
statewide elections and to support an alternate solution to increase voter participation and to allow cities to continue to 
conduct stand-alone elections. These sections take away our right to choose our own election date that works best for 
our city, they will increase the costs the city will have to pay to conduct an election, they will increase the costs the 
candidates have to pay for campaigning at the same time as federal and state candidates, and they take local control of 
the election process away from the city level.   
 
We request that an alternate solution be made, new sections added, to not only increase voter participation but to 
make it permissible rather than mandatory to have our general municipal elections on a statewide election date.  
 
 
    PRINT NAME     SIGNATURE 
 
Mayor:    Curtis W. Morris    ______________________________ 
 
Mayor Pro Tem: Jeff Templeman     ______________________________ 
 
Councilmember:  Emmett Badar     ______________________________ 
 
Councilmember:  Denis Bertone     ______________________________ 
 
Councilmember:  John Ebiner     ______________________________ 
 
 
City Clerk:   Ken Duran     ______________________________ 
 
 
 
 
Dated: _____________________________________ 
 

(i)



ORDINANCE 1241 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN DIMAS,  
HEREBY ADOPTING A PLAN AND INTENT TO CONSOLIDATE CITY ELECTIONS 

WITH THE STATEWIDE ELECTION BY NO LATER THAN THE NOVEMBER 8, 2022, 
STATEWIDE ELECTION 

 
 WHEREAS, the City of San Dimas, California, is a political subdivision as defined 
by § 14051(a) of the Elections Code of the State of California; and 
 
 WHEREAS, §14052 of the Elections Code of the State of California provides that a 
political subdivision shall hold its election on a statewide election date but may hold its 
elections on a date other than a statewide election date if by January 1, 2018, the political 
subdivision adopts a plan to consolidate a future election with a statewide election not 
later than the November 8, 2022, statewide general election;  and 
 
 WHEREAS, as of the date of this ordinance, §10402.5 of the Elections Code of the 
State of California applies and allows the board of supervisors to deny consolidation 
based on incompatible ballot style, voting equipment, or computer capacity. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN DIMAS, 
CALIFORNIA, DOES RESOLVE, DELCARE, DETERMINE AND ORDER AS FOLLOWS: 
 
 SECTION 1. That the City plans to move its election date and consolidate its 
election with the County of Los Angeles, by no later than the November 8, 2022, statewide 
general election. 
 
 SECTION 2.  That pursuant to §1301 of the Elections Code of the State of 
California, the City shall continue to hold its election date on the first Tuesday after the first 
Monday in March of each odd-numbered year until such time as the City moves its 
election date and the County approves the consolidation. 
 
 SECTION 3. That the City has the discretion by ordinance pursuant to §1301(b) 
of the Elections Code of the State of California to change the date of consolidation if the 
board of supervisors approves an earlier consolidation time frame. 
 
 SECTION 4. That pursuant to §10403.5(b) of the Elections Code of the State of 
California, no city office term shall be increased or decreased by more than 12 months. 
 
 SECTION 5. This ordinance shall take effect thirty (30) days after its passage. 
 
 SECTION 6. The City Clerk shall certify to the passage and adoption of this 
ordinance and shall cause the same to be published according to law. 
 
 SECTION 7. 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 
ordinance. 
 
 
 

(ii)



 
 
 
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of San Dimas this 
26th day of January, 2016, by the following vote: 
 
 
 
AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 
 
      __________________________________ 
      Curtis W. Morris, Mayor City of San Dimas 
 
 
 
 
 
ATTEST:     Approved as to form: 
 
 
__________________________  ________________________________ 
Debra Black, Assistant City Clerk  Mark Steres, City Attorney 
 
 
 
 
 

I, DEBRA BLACK, ASSISTANT CITY CLERK of the City of San Dimas, do hereby 
certify that Ordinance 1242 was approved and adopted at a regular meeting of the City 
Council of the City of San Dimas on the 26th day of January, 2016. 
 

(ii)



 
 

 

 
 

Agenda Item Staff Report 

 
To: Honorable Mayor and Members of City Council  
 For the meeting of January 26th, 2016 
 
From: Blaine Michaelis, City Manager 
 
Initiated by:  Debra Black, Assistant City Clerk 
 
Subject: Public Safety Commission Reappointments 
  
  
______________________________________________________________________ 
  
 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Terms for Public Safety Commissioners Cheryl Avelar and Charles McCowan expire is 
in February and both are eligible for reappointment; both have expressed interest in 
being reappointed. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends that the City Council reappoint Cheryl Avelar and Charles McCowan 
to the Public Safety Commission. 
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