
 

Joint City Council/SA Meeting     March 15, 2016 
 

AS A COURTESY TO OTHERS, PLEASE SILENCE CELL PHONES 

 
A G E N D A 

 
CITY OF CORONADO CITY COUNCIL/ 

THE CITY OF CORONADO ACTING AS THE SUCCESSOR 
AGENCY TO THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF 

THE CITY OF CORONADO 
 

Tuesday, March 15, 2016 
 

Coronado City Hall Council Chamber 
1825 Strand Way 

Coronado, California 92118 
 

CLOSED SESSION SPECIAL MEETING – 3:30 P.M. 
REGULAR MEETING – 4 P.M. 

 
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), if you need special assistance to participate in a 
City meeting or other services offered by this City, please contact the City Clerk’s office, (619) 522-7320.  Assisted 
listening devices are available at this meeting.  Ask the City Clerk if you desire to use this device.  Upon request, the 
agenda and documents in the agenda packet can be made available in appropriate alternative formats to persons with 
a disability.  Notification of at least 48 hours prior to the meeting or time when services are needed will assist the 
City staff in assuring that reasonable arrangements can be made to provide accessibility to the meeting or service. 
 
CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL 
 
 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF CLOSED SESSION 
 
1. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION 

AUTHORITY: Government Code Section 54956.9(a), (d)(1) 
NAME OF CASE:  Zachary Slattery v. City of Coronado, et al. 

   San Diego Superior Court Case No. 37-2015-00012966-CU-PA-CTL 
 
2. COMMUNICATIONS - ORAL:  Each person wishing to speak before the City Council 
on only matters listed on this agenda shall approach the City Council, give their name, and limit 
their presentation to 3 minutes.   
 
 
ADJOURN TO CLOSED SESSION 
 
 
RECONVENE AND ANNOUNCE ACTION 
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REGULAR MEETING (SA items are denoted by an *.) – 4 P.M. 
 
 1. CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL. 
 
 2. INVOCATION AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE. 
 

*3. MINUTES OF CITY COUNCIL/SUCCESSOR AGENCY:  Approval of the minutes of 
the Regular meeting of March 1, 2016. 

 
 4. CEREMONIAL PRESENTATIONS   
 
 5. CONSENT CALENDAR:  All items listed under this section are considered to be routine 
and will be acted upon with one motion.  There will be no separate discussion of these items 
unless a member of the City Council or the public so requests, in which event, the item will be 
considered separately in its normal sequence. 
 

a. Approval of Reading by Title and Waiver of Reading in Full of Ordinances on 
this Agenda.  (Pg 1) 

 Recommendation: Approve the reading by title and waive the reading in 
full of all Ordinances on the agenda. 

 
*b. Review and Approve that the Warrants, as Certified by the City/Agency 

Treasurer, are all Correct, Just, and Conform to the Approved Budget for FY 
2015-2016.  (Pg 3) 

 Recommendation: Approve the Warrants as certified by the City/Agency 
Treasurer. 

 
c. Authorization for the City Manager to Execute a Repair Agreement for a Not-to-

Exceed Amount of $100,000 with Haaker Equipment Company for Repairs to the 
2002 Wastewater/Storm Water Vactor 6-1R.  (Pg 45) 

 Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the repair 
agreement that will restore Vactor 6-1R to full operational status. 

 
d. Authorization for the City Manager to Execute a Multi-Year Purchase Agreement 

for Third Party Workers’ Compensation Administration with Keenan & 
Associates, for an Amount Not to Exceed $113,000 in the First Year.  (Pg 49) 

 Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute a multi-year 
purchase agreement with Keenan & Associates, who will provide third party 
workers’ compensation claims administration including bill review, 
utilization review and medical management of the City’s active cases. 

 
e. Authorize the City Manager to Enter into a Five-Year Agreement, for $95,500 

Annually, with the City of San Diego to Provide Fire Dispatch Services.  (Pg 51) 
 Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to enter into a contract with 

the City of San Diego to provide fire dispatch services. 
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f. Authorization to Transmit the 2016 Annual Housing Progress Report to the State 
Office of Housing and Community Development (HCD).  (Pg 55) 

 Recommendation:  Authorize transmission of the 2016 Annual Housing 
Progress Report to HCD. 

 
g. Second Reading and Adoption of “An Ordinance of the City Council of the City 

of Coronado, California, Amending Section 3.60.020 of Chapter 3.60 of Title 3 of 
the Coronado Municipal Code Regarding Unclaimed Property.”  (Pg 63) 

 Recommendation:  Adopt “An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of 
Coronado, California, Amending Section 3.60.020 of Chapter 3.60 of Title 3 
of the Coronado Municipal Code Regarding Unclaimed Property.” 

 
h. Second Reading and Adoption of “An Ordinance of the City Council of the City 

of Coronado, California Adding Section 56.08.080 to Chapter 56.08 of Title 56 of 
the Coronado Municipal Code to Authorize the Removal of Bicycles Remaining 
on Public Property for Over 72 Hours.”  (Pg 67) 

 Recommendation:  Adopt “An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of 
Coronado, California, Adding Section 56.08.080 to Chapter 56.08 of Title 56 
of the Coronado Municipal Code Regarding Removal of Bicycles Remaining 
on Public Property for Over 72 Hours.” 

 
i. Concurrence with Councilmembers Downey and Sandke Exchanging 

Appointments as City Council Representatives to South County Economic 
Development Council and Coronado MainStreet, Ltd, Respectively.  (Pg 71) 

 Recommendation:  Approve the exchange of appointments. 
 

 6. COMMUNICATIONS - ORAL:  Each person wishing to speak before the City Council 
on any matter shall approach the City Council, give their name, and limit their presentation to 3 
minutes.  State law generally precludes the City Council from discussing or acting upon any 
topic initially presented during oral communication.  (ORAL COMMUNICATIONS WILL BE 
LIMITED TO A TOTAL OF 10 MINUTES; ANY FURTHER COMMUNICATIONS WILL BE 
HEARD PRIOR TO THE MEETING ADJOURNMENT) 
 
 7. CITY MANAGER/EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR: 

a. Update on Council Directed Actions and Citizen Inquiries.  (Informational Item)   
 

 8. PUBLIC HEARINGS:   
a. Public Hearing:  Adoption of a Resolution Approving a One-Lot Tentative Parcel 

Map to Allow for Condominium Ownership of Three Residential Units for the 
Property Addressed as 770 F Avenue in the R-3 (Multiple Family Residential) 
Zone (PC 2015-21).  (Pg 73) 

 Planning Commission Recommendation:  Adopt “A Resolution of the City 
Council of the City of Coronado Approving a One-Lot Tentative Parcel Map 
to Allow for Condominium Ownership of Three Residential Units for the 
property addressed as 770 F Avenue, Coronado, California.”   
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b. Public Hearing:  Adoption of a Resolution Approving a Two-Lot Tentative Parcel 
Map for the Property Addressed as 427 A Avenue in the R-1B (Single Family 
Residential) Zone (PC 2015-22).  (Pg 85) 

 Planning Commission Recommendation:  Adopt “A Resolution of the City 
Council of the City of Coronado Approving a Two-Lot Tentative Parcel Map 
for the property addressed as 427 A Avenue, Coronado, California.” 

 
c. Public Hearing: Adoption of a Resolution Implementing the Annual Indexed 

Adjustments to Police, EMS/Ambulance and Development-Related User Fees, 
and to the Wastewater Capacity Fees for Fiscal Year 2016-17.  (Pg 95) 

 Recommendation:  Adopt “A Resolution of the City Council of the City of 
Coronado Adopting the Fiscal Year 2016-17 Schedules of Police, 
EMS/Ambulance Fees, Development User Fees, and Wastewater Capacity 
Fees to be Charged by Various City Departments and Repealing Previously 
Adopted and/or Conflicting Fees for Such Services.” 

 
 9. ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS:  None. 
 
10. COMMISSION AND COMMITTEE REPORTS:  None. 
 
11. CITY COUNCIL: 

a. Council Reports on Inter-Agency Committee and Board Assignments. (Questions 
allowed to clarify but no responses, discussion or action.)  (Pg 155) 

 
b. Review of Commercial Loading Zones in the Alley Adjacent to the El Cordova 

Hotel and Oxford Park Complex (Block 4).  (Pg 159) 
 Recommendation:  Receive the staff report and make no changes to the 

current loading zone configuration. 
 
c. Gateway Vision Plan Design Concepts and Direction.  (Pg 177) 
 Recommendation:  Accept the City Council subcommittee’s recommendation 

of the “Preserve and Improve” design option for further development, with 
the additional objectives of an improved pedestrian crossing and a wall or 
buffer for the east/west lanes in order to articulate a project for review 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  

 
d. Review of Proposed Ballot Options for Left-Turn Prohibitions from Westbound 

SR 75 (Third Street) onto A, B, and C Avenues.  (Pg 183) 
 Recommendation:  Review the report and provide direction to staff. 
 
e. Review of AB 2075 (Atkins) to Relinquish State Highway Route 75 to the Cities 

of Coronado, Imperial Beach, and San Diego.  (Pg 197) 
 Recommendation:  Review the report and provide direction to staff whether 

to support, oppose, amend, or remain neutral on the bill and provide other 
direction as desired. 
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12. CITY ATTORNEY:  No report. 
 
 
13. COMMUNICATIONS - WRITTEN:  None. 
 
 
14. ADJOURNMENT 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A COPY OF THE AGENDA WITH THE BACKGROUND MATERIAL IS AVAILABLE FOR PUBLIC 
INSPECTION IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK AT CITY HALL, AT THE PUBLIC LIBRARY OR ON 

OUR WEBSITE AT 
www.coronado.ca.us 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Writings and documents regarding an agenda item on an open session meeting, received 
after official posting and distributed to the Council for consideration, will be made 
available for public viewing at the City Clerk’s Office at City Hall, 1825 Strand Way, 
during normal business hours.  Materials submitted for consideration should be forwarded 
to the City Clerk’s Office at cityclerk@coronado.ca.us.  
 

http://www.coronado.ca.us/
mailto:cityclerk@coronado.ca.us
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MINUTES OF A  
REGULAR MEETING OF THE  

CITY COUNCIL 
 OF THE 

CITY OF CORONADO/ 
THE CITY OF CORONADO ACTING AS THE SUCCESSOR 

AGENCY TO THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AGENCY 
OF THE CITY OF CORONADO 

Coronado City Hall 
1825 Strand Way 

Coronado, CA  92118 
Tuesday, March 1, 2016 

 
 
Mayor Tanaka called the Closed Session to order at 3:16 p.m. 
 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF CLOSED SESSION 
 
1. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION  

AUTHORITY:  Government Code Section 54956.9(a), (d)(1) 
 NAME OF CASE: Arthur Young v. City of Coronado 

   San Diego Superior Court, Case No. 37-2014-00037469-CU-EI-CTL 
 

2. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION 
 AUTHORITY: Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(1) 
 NAME OF CASE: City of Coronado v. LAFCO et al. 
    Case No. 37-2016-00000183-CU-WM-CTL 
 
3. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - ANTICIPATED LITIGATION 

Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(2)  
One (1) potential case 
Facts and circumstances need not be disclosed pursuant to Government Code Section 
54956.9(e)(1) 
 

4. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – INITIATION OF LITIGATION 
 AUTHORITY: Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(4) 
 One (1) potential case 
 
5. COMMUNICATIONS - ORAL:  None. 
 
ADJOURN TO CLOSED SESSION 3:18 p.m. 
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The Closed Session reconvened at 3:50 p.m.  Mayor Tanaka reported that the Council gave 
direction to staff.   
 
Mayor Tanaka called the regular meeting to order at 4 p.m.    
 
1. ROLL CALL: 
 

Present: Councilmembers/Agency Members Bailey, Downey, Sandke, 
Woiwode and Mayor Tanaka 

 
Absent:  None 
 
Also Present:  City Manager/Agency Executive Director Blair King   

City Attorney/Agency Counsel Johanna Canlas 
   City Clerk/Agency Secretary Mary Clifford   

 
2. INVOCATION AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE.   Floyd Ross provided the 
invocation and Mayor Tanaka led the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
3. MINUTES:   Approval of the minutes of the Regular Meeting of the City Council/the City 
Council Acting as the Successor Agency of February 16, 2016. 
 
 MSUC  (Downey/Sandke) moved to approve the minutes of the Regular 

Meeting of the City Council/the City Council Acting as the Successor 
Agency of February 16, 2016.  The minutes were so approved.  The 
reading of the minutes in their entirety was unanimously waived.  

 
   AYES:  Bailey, Downey, Sandke, Woiwode, Tanaka  
   NAYS:  None 
   ABSTAINING: None 
   ABSENT:  None 
 
4. CEREMONIAL PRESENTATIONS:  
 
 4a. Proclamation: Coronado Woman’s Club Day.  Mayor Tanaka presented the 
proclamation to President Jerry Coziahr, Councilmember Downey and members of the club.   
 
Mayor Tanaka presented a City coin to MainStreet Executive Director Rita Sarich. 
 
5. CONSENT CALENDAR:  The City Council approved, adopted and/or accepted as one 
item of business Consent Agenda Items 5a through 5j with the addition of Items 11b, 11c, 11d, 
11e, 11g and 11h. 

 
Councilmember Downey suggested the addition of Items 11b, 11c, 11d, 11e, 11g and 11h.   
 
 MSUC  (Bailey/Tanaka) moved that the City Council approve the Consent 

Calendar Items 5a through 5j with the addition of Items 11b - 
Introduction of “An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of 
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Coronado, California, Amending Section 3.60.020 of Chapter 3.60 of 
Title 3 of the Coronado Municipal Code Regarding Unclaimed 
Property.”; 11c - Introduction of “An Ordinance of the City Council of 
the City of Coronado, California Adding Section 56.08.080 to Chapter 
56.08 of Title 56 of the Coronado Municipal Code to Authorize the 
Removal of Bicycles Remaining on Public Property for Over 72 
Hours.”; 11d - Consideration of Appointment of Incumbent, Todd 
Little, to a Second Three-Year Term on the Parks and Recreation 
Commission; 11e - Consideration of Appointment to Fill One Vacancy 
on the Transportation Commission; 11g - City Management’s 
Approach, Principles, Applied Techniques and Timeline for 
Preparation and Implementation of the FY 2016-17 Financial Plan; 
and 11h - Review and Acceptance of the 2014 Annual Traffic Report.   

 
   AYES:  Bailey, Downey, Sandke, Woiwode, Tanaka  
   NAYS:  None 
   ABSTAINING: None  
   ABSENT:  None 
   
 5a. Approval of Reading by Title and Waiver of Reading in Full of Ordinances on 
this Agenda.  The City Council waived the reading of the full text and approved the reading 
of the title only.  
 
 5b. Review and Approve that the Warrants, as Certified by the City/Agency 
Treasurer, are all Correct and Just, and Conform to the Approved Budget for FY 2015-2016.   
The City Council approved payment of City warrant Nos. 10111363 thru 10111627 and City of 
Coronado Acting as the Successor Agency to the Community Development Agency of the City of 
Coronado warrant No. 90005594.   The City Council approved the warrants as certified by the 
City/Agency Treasurer.   
 
 5c. Approval of Request from San Diego Worldwide Initiative to Safeguard 
Humanity (WISH) for the City to Serve as Host of the 2016 Peace and Humanity Day on 
Friday, August 12.    The City Council approved the request.  
 
 5d. Filing of the Treasurer’s Reports on Investments for the City and the 
Successor Agency to the Community Development Agency for the City of Coronado for the 
Quarter Ending December 31, 2015.   The City Council examined the quarterly Reports on 
Investments and ordered them filed. 
 
 5e. Award of a Professional Engineering Services Contract to Atkins for a Not-to-
Exceed Amount of $52,500 for Phase 1 of the Design of the Wastewater Main Replacement 
Program.   The City Council authorized the City Manager to execute an agreement with 
Atkins for a not-to-exceed amount of $52,500 for Phase 1 of the design of the Wastewater 
Main Replacement Program.   
 
 5f. Award of a Professional Engineering Services Contract to Atkins for a Not-to-
Exceed Amount of $55,000 for Phase 1 of the Design of the Glorietta Sewer Main Inspection 
Project. The City Council authorized the City Manager to execute an agreement with Atkins 
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for a not-to-exceed amount of $55,000 to research and complete the first phase of design of 
the Glorietta Sewer Main Inspection project.  
 
 5g. Award of a Professional Engineering Design Services Contract with Psomas 
for a Not-to-Exceed Amount of $49,740 for the FY 2015/16 Storm Drain Inlet Improvements 
Project.   The City Council authorized the City Manager to execute an agreement with 
Psomas for a not-to-exceed amount of $49,740 for the design of the Fiscal Year 2015/16 Storm 
Drain Inlet Improvement project. 
 
 5h. Approval of a Resolution of the City Council of the City of Coronado 
Authorizing the Receipt and Appropriation of $24,197 in Funds Provided by the Fiscal Year 
2014-2015 State Homeland Security Program (SHSP) through the County of San Diego.   The 
City Council approved A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
CORONADO AUTHORIZING THE RECEIPT AND APPROPRIATION OF $24,197 IN 
FUNDS PROVIDED BY THE FY 2015 STATE HOMELAND SECURITY PROGRAM 
(SHSP) THROUGH THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO.  The Resolution was read by title, the 
reading in its entirety unanimously waived and adopted by City Council as RESOLUTION 
NO. 8788. 
 
 5i. Receive the Bicycle Advisory Committee Annual Report for 2015.  The City 
Council accepted the Bicycle Advisory Committee Annual Report for 2015. 
 
 5j. Accept the Cultural Arts Commission’s Annual Report for 2015 and Work 
Plan for 2016.   The City Council accepted the Cultural Arts Commission’s Annual Report 
for 2015 and Work Plan for 2016. 
 
6.  ORAL COMMUNICATIONS:     
 

a. Tina Pivonka spoke about the revisit of the commercial parking item that will be 
considered at the next meeting.  She thinks there is still a problem.  It has improved 
from where it was before but there still are trucks that block them and there are 
drivers who are not very pleasant when it happens.  She lives in Unit 1.  The 
residents in Unit 2 report that they are blocked at least two times per week trying 
to get their kids to school and back.  They were encouraged to call the police when 
these things happen.  They refrained for a while to give everyone time to adjust to 
the new system.  They just wanted to let the Council know that there still are 
problems.  She encouraged the Council to go by and take a look.  They still want 
the commercial parking removed from that alley.   

b. Carolyn Rogerson thanked Councilmember Bailey for putting together the 2016 
Coronado community survey.  The survey was made readily available so that 
everyone had the opportunity to participate in the survey.  It was wonderful that 
three generations of Coronado residents participated in this and gave very logical, 
thoughtful comments.  She believes it would be very helpful if this survey was 
downloaded and carried by every Coronado Councilmember, commission member, 
committee member, and anyone else who advises the City.  This survey tells, to a 
great degree, what the people think.   

c. Betty Galbo thanked Carrie Downey and Bill Sandke for coming out so quickly to 
tour their area.  She wonders why El Cordova allowed Miguel’s to expand.  El 
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Cordova allowed Miguel’s to expand when they knew there was a residential code 
on the other side.  The residents need to sleep and have noise 24/7.  Miguel’s 
satisfied the Municipal Code by having six parking spots below the timeshare and 
valet parking.  She heard at the MainStreet meeting that valet parking really doesn’t 
work.  This expansion has created many problems for them.  She asked that the 
Council rescind its previous decision and consider the proposals from the residents.   

d. Michael Schmid spoke to the Council about leadership.  He is looking for 
leadership from this Council on the Third and Fourth Street traffic issue.  We had 
a calm period for a while when A Avenue was blocked off.  For some reason it is 
not blocked off anymore with the temporary cones.  He heard that was because of 
a complaint.  He does not understand why the existing laws aren’t being followed 
just because someone complained.  The situation grows ever more intolerable.  He 
does not want another family to suffer a tragedy as his family did.  He implores the 
Council to do everything it can to solve it.   

e. Councilmember Downey reported to the public that she attended a Caltrans safety 
workshop last week to discuss their draft strategic safety plan.  They found six 
strategic areas which are in line with Coronado’s observations.  She participated in 
the break-out sessions at the workshop and attended the bicycle workshop and part 
of the intersections workshop.  The Caltrans facilitators were surprised to learn that 
oftentimes when Coronado or another city asks to do something they are just told 
no without any justification.  The presentation was trying to convince cities that 
they should approve mechanisms like bulb-outs and other safety mechanisms on 
our state highways.  They are even willing to fund studies to examine specific 
problems.    

 
7. CITY MANAGER/EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR:  
 

7a. Update on Council Directed Actions and Citizen Inquiries.  None 
 

8. PUBLIC HEARINGS:  None 
 
9. ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS:   None 
 
10. COMMISSION AND COMMITTEE REPORTS:  None 
 
11. CITY COUNCIL BUSINESS: 
   
 11a. Council Reports on Inter-Agency Committee and Board Assignments.   Mayor 
Tanaka asked Councilmembers to submit their reports in writing.   
 
 11b. Introduction of “An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Coronado, 
California, Amending Section 3.60.020 of Chapter 3.60 of Title 3 of the Coronado Municipal 
Code Regarding Unclaimed Property.”  Under Consent, the City Council introduced AN 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORONADO, 
CALIFORNIA, ADDING SECTION 3.60.020 TO CHAPTER 3.60 OF TITLE 3 OF THE 
CORONADO MUNCIPAL CODE REGARDING UNCLAIMED PROPERTY.  The 
Ordinance was read by title, the reading in its entirety unanimously waived and placed by 
the City Council on FIRST READING.   
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  11c. Introduction of “An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Coronado, 
California Adding Section 56.08.080 to Chapter 56.08 of Title 56 of the Coronado Municipal 
Code to Authorize the Removal of Bicycles Remaining on Public Property for Over 72 
Hours.”   Under Consent, the City Council introduced AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORONADO, CALIFORNIA, ADDING SECTION 
56.08.080 TO CHAPTER 56.08 OF TITLE 56 OF THE CORONADO MUNICIPAL CODE 
REGARDING REMOVAL OF BICYCLES REMAINING ON PUBLIC PROPERTY FOR 
OVER 72 HOURS.  The Ordinance was read by title, the reading in its entirety unanimously 
waived and placed by the City Council on FIRST READING.   
 
 11d. Consideration of Appointment of Incumbent, Todd Little, to a Second Three-
Year Term on the Parks and Recreation Commission.   Under Consent, the City Council 
appointed Todd Little to a second three-year term, which will expire on March 31, 2019. 
 
 11e. Consideration of Appointment to Fill One Vacancy on the Transportation 
Commission.  Under Consent, the City Council appointed Timothy Chelling to serve out the 
remainder of a term, which will expire February 28, 2018. 
 
 11f. Provide Direction to Staff Regarding Public Right-of-Way Signs to be 
Considered for Removal.  City Manager Blair King provided an introduction.  Director of Public 
Services & Engineering Cliff Maurer provided the staff report.   
 
Councilmember Downey commented that the only reason we put up tsunami ready signs is because 
the City had a previous Council member that sought that designation.  She asked when those signs 
went up. 
 
Mr. King responded that the Tsunami Ready program was sponsored by NOAA and it was a vote 
of the Council to participate in the NOAA program.   
 
Ms. Downey asked about what else the City gets from participating in the NOAA program other 
than signs.   
 
Mr. King said that the program wants to see if there is a notification system in place.  Coronado 
has one.  They want to see if we have emergency protocols in place and then a sign program is 
something that was appropriate.  The context of bringing the signs to the Council is that the signs 
in Coronado are in place for a particular reason. 
 
Ms. Downey asked if being tsunami ready is an important part of any funding opportunities for 
the future.  That is the only reason she is concerned.   
 
Mr. King knows of no funding available to the City because of that.  He believes that we are 
tsunami ready.  It is just a designation from NOAA. 
 
Councilmember Bailey commented that the staff report says the bike route signs are necessary and 
that they shall be placed at the beginning of each designated bike lane but the MUTCD 
recommends that signage should be placed at half-mile intervals.  He sees that as a 
recommendation rather than a requirement.  For ‘No Parking’ signs, it looks as though sometimes 
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staff will paint and stencil a curb to alert the public that they are not allowed to park there at least 
during certain hours.  Is that correct? 
 
Mr. Maurer responded that it is. 
 
Ms. Downey stated that you can have a red curb for no parking but she has never seen it painted 
on a curb that you can only park there for certain hours.   
 
Mr. Maurer clarified that you can restrict the duration of parking on the curb but if it is a time of 
day, you will have to have a sign.   
 
Mayor Tanaka invited public comment but none was forthcoming. 
 
Councilmember Bailey thought the staff report was fairly comprehensive and educational for him.  
This request came on the heels of the Council’s vote on the way finding sign program.  He heard 
from people that they were surprised by that vote as they think we need fewer signs and not more 
signs.  He asked the public for suggestions of signs that should be considered for removal.  He 
highlighted some of the signs that were included in the list of suggestions he received.  These 
suggestions came to him and definitely demonstrated an inconsistent application of our red curb 
policy, our sign policy and also just an abundance of signs.  Based on the staff report, he still sees 
this as an opportunity to declutter our City streets where possible.  Obviously a lot of the signs that 
are here are here for a reason and we are required to have them but for the signs that we are not 
actually required to have, he would like staff to work with the TOC in identifying the areas where 
we can reduce signs or eliminate some of the signs that Mr. Maurer was mentioning earlier in the 
presentation such as the tsunami warning signs.  Perhaps reducing the number of bicycle route 
signs is possible as well given that you know you are in a bike lane because you are in it and can 
see it and you don’t need a sign to alert you of that every 50 feet.  If we aren’t required to have 
one but every half mile, then perhaps we could consider doing that.   
 
Ms. Downey read the report and is trying to understand.  If Mr. Maurer had to come up with a 
number of signs that aren’t either actually required by law or required if we want to implement a 
Coronado Municipal Code, what would that be?  It appeared to her there were not that many that 
were not required in order to enforce certain laws either by the traffic manual or our own City 
codes. 
 
Mr. Maurer agreed. 
 
Ms. Downey mentioned that there are seven tsunami signs.  Other than those seven, how many 
others, aside from way finding, could we possibly remove? 
 
Mr. Maurer responded that all the warning signs could be removed but to do so would mean taking 
a legal risk. 
 
Ms. Downey understands that would mean taking a legal risk because if something happens, the 
City could be sued which is why they are there.  She will ask the City Attorney to talk about what 
happens when we do that.  She isn’t counting those.   
 



Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the   Page  67 
City Council of the City of Coronado/the City of Coronado Acting as the Successor Agency to the Community 
Development Agency of the City of Coronado of March 1, 2016   
 

67 

Mr. Maurer believes there are nine total in the list that Mr. Bailey provided but that list wasn’t all 
inclusive so there are probably more than those nine.  On the red curb, he would agree that we 
don’t apply red curb consistently and that is a choice.   
 
Ms. Downey has heard Mr. Bailey use two different terms and she thinks they legally have two 
different meanings.  There is a difference between marking a bike lane and marking a bike route.  
Bike lanes fall under the rules of the Uniform Motor Vehicle Code.  A bike route doesn’t 
necessarily.  The signs that we are talking about that we could possibly remove because maybe we 
have too many of them or they are too close to each other are for which ones?  Bike lane markings 
or bike route markings? 
 
Mr. Maurer believes that would be bike route markings.   
 
Mr. Bailey moved on to talk about the permanent parking signs.  If you live next to North Island 
and you have all those signs in front of your property, one of the most common complaints he 
heard is that people want to maintain the protection of having resident-only parking but they don’t 
necessarily want to see all those signs.  If he can sit on a corner and clearly read six signs that all 
say the same thing, can’t this be looked at?  Is there a prescribed number of feet these have to be 
spaced apart? 
 
Mr. Maurer believes Chief Froomin would be the better person to answer that question.  Persons 
aren’t necessarily looking at the sign until they see the open parking spot. 
 
Mr. Bailey added that typically there are about three or four signs per block, depending on how 
long that block is.  Is Mr. Maurer saying that we are already at the minimum requirement for the 
number of signs in those areas?   
 
Mr. Maurer believes that is correct.  The City wouldn’t have put in any more signs than was 
absolutely necessary.   
 
Ms. Downey asked the City Attorney to talk about the City wanting to enforce a law and the law 
says you have to have a marking every so many feet and if you don’t have it you can’t enforce it.   
 
City Attorney Johanna Canlas agreed and said that is called due process.  People need to be noticed 
as to what laws apply.   
 
Ms. Downey commented that lawyers argue about ‘shall’ and ‘will’ but both of those mean you 
have to do it.  That is what the law says and if you don’t do it, you are in violation. 
 
Ms. Canlas added that it is mandatory. 
 
Ms. Downey went on to say that if we choose not to follow the mandatory recommendation then, 
if any accidents happen or if there is any personal property damage or any injuries, what is different 
for the City if we have chosen to ignore what the Uniform Motor Vehicle Code says. 
 
Ms. Canlas responded that there are two things.  There are two prongs in order for the City to 
actually have a dangerous condition.  Usually that would be the allegation against the City.  First, 
whether or not we have noticed that such a condition exists and, if so, what did we do about it.  In 
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this particular case, the reason there is a sign is because we are made aware that there are certain 
conditions that necessitate certain care.  Absent that sign, then there is notice that is being provided 
to the public of that condition.  More likely than not, the City will face some liability based on the 
condition of the road or the surroundings.   
 
Ms. Downey talked about something like the speed hump sign that was actually on Fifth to warn 
you that there is something on Pomona.  We could move the sign maybe over to Pomona but there 
still have to be signs in advance of that otherwise we become liable for people messing up their 
transmission or something. 
 
Ms. Canlas concurred. 
 
Councilmember Woiwode asked if the warning of the speed hump sign is a warning sign rather 
than a regulatory sign. 
 
Ms. Canlas agreed but said that the City is warning incoming traffic that there will be a speed 
hump so they should consider slowing down so that they won’t have damage to their vehicle.   
 
Mr. Woiwode thinks these warning signs make a lot of sense on a 50 or 60 mph road but they don’t 
make any sense on 25 mph roads.  The double arrow thing at the end of a block – how are you 
going to miss the fact that there is no street going on?  Why do we need to put a sign there?  If it 
is to keep lawyers away that is fine but it seems like an awful lot of this is about keeping lawyers 
away rather than common sense.  He finds it frustrating every time we have this discussion because 
anything that would make sense to him fails the legal aspect.   
 
Mr. Sandke is going to reserve comment as well as he doesn’t want to make this take any longer 
than it has to.   
 
Mayor Tanaka commented that, based on the staff report, he wouldn’t touch any of the regulatory 
signs.  He wouldn’t touch any of the warning signs.  He wouldn’t touch any of the guide signs.  He 
wouldn’t touch the way finding signs as the City just bought and paid for them.  That leaves us 
tsunami warnings and no vehicle sales.  We asked for no vehicle sales because we had a problem 
with people trying to do their for sale parking so he thinks that is a success story.  He voted for the 
tsunami thing.  He didn’t like it.  He knew that the person requesting it wanted it and it is just as 
much his fault for agreeing to it then so he will say that he thinks it would be a disservice to the 
Councilmember who requested it if he immediately voted against it the second she is not here.  
While he doesn’t find much value in the tsunami signs, he blames himself for voting for it in the 
first place.  He was at the ceremony when we accepted NOAA’s kudos so he thinks it would be 
unfair to that Councilmember and disingenuous if he had voted for it earlier and now he is just 
going to vote against it.  He is not going to suggest that we add those signs.  He doesn’t see any 
signs that he is ready to get rid of on this list.   
 
Mr. Bailey thinks that the general consensus from the public was to limit the number of signs to 
the greatest extent possible.   
 
Mr. Woiwode talked about the number of signs on Third heading to North Island and the possibility 
that there are more signs than should be reasonably expected for drivers to process.  Does this, in 
fact, add to the problem, and is there any metric for that?  It seems to him that we do have a 
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requirement, even from a public safety standpoint, to look at ways to simplify things so that we 
are giving clear guidance to people and not just putting up signs because each individual one is so 
required.  He is not sure how we progress in that regard other than to make that consideration when 
the TOC is looking at things.  What else is the sign competing with?    
 
Mayor Tanaka hates to say it but the Council took its shot.  If there were signs right now that we 
could vote on, we are prepared for that but the list in front of him has basically limited things down 
to two sets of signs and he is not going to get rid of those.  Also, if you serve on the Council long 
enough, you know that we all, to some extent, are responsible for a few of these signs.  He doesn’t 
want to spend more staff time unless we identify a new set of signs we want them to work on.  The 
path forward is staff has marching orders that if it sees signs that seem superfluous, don’t be shy 
about asking the Council to get rid of them.   
 
Ms. Downey did mention at least two signs that were almost too faded to read and that certainly 
does not serve any purpose.  If staff sees those, they could bring those up for normal replacement.   
 
No action was taken.  Direction was given to staff.   
 
 11g. City Management’s Approach, Principles, Applied Techniques and Timeline 
for Preparation and Implementation of the FY 2016-17 Financial Plan.  Under Consent, the 
City Council received the report on the recommended approach and principles for preparing 
the FY 2016-17 financial plan.   
 
 11h. Review and Acceptance of the 2014 Annual Traffic Report.  Under Consent, 
the City Council reviewed and accepted the 2014 Annual Traffic Report.   
 
12. CITY ATTORNEY:    No report. 
 
13. COMMUNICATIONS - WRITTEN:   
 
 13a. Consideration of Councilmember Bailey’s Request to Agendize City Council 
Discussion to Amend Coronado Municipal Code Chapter 1.84 to Follow Fair Political 
Practices Commission (FPPC) Guidelines Regarding Forms of Political Contributions.  
Councilmember Bailey explained his request.  This particular request speaks specifically to the 
forms of political contributions that the FPPC currently allows.   
 
Mayor Tanaka asked the City Attorney if she believes we are not following guidelines and that we 
are out of compliance with the FPPC.   
 
City Attorney Johanna Canlas took the opportunity to educate the public and to remind the Council 
what her office’s role is as it relates to Chapter 1.84, Campaign Regulations.  Under the Code, her 
office is to defend and protect the constitutionality of our ordinance in its current form against the 
City and against the City Council if it is a party.  Any violations or allegations of the campaign 
regulation goes to a special counsel.  Under the Muni Code, her role is to protect and actually 
defend the current provisions in the Muni Code.   
 
Mayor Tanaka asked if she has had to defend this code chapter recently. 
 



Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the   Page  70 
City Council of the City of Coronado/the City of Coronado Acting as the Successor Agency to the Community 
Development Agency of the City of Coronado of March 1, 2016   
 

70 

Ms. Canlas has not had to defend this code chapter in the last five years that she has been here as 
the appointed City Attorney.  
 
Mayor Tanaka invited public comment. 
 
Harold Myers commented that this would change the requirement that campaign contributions be 
made only by check.  Our campaign ordinance was enacted to prevent special interest groups from 
having an undue influence on our elections.  You might think this would never happen in Coronado 
but it did in 1992.  That is when a Political Action Committee was formed whose goal was to 
increase tourism and they tried to control our City Council by spending thousands of dollars to get 
a certain three candidates elected.  It wasn’t until months after the election that the Committee’s 
financial shenanigans were revealed.  That is when we decided we needed to strengthen our local 
campaign ordinance. This provision allows citizens to follow the money.  It provides a clear audit 
trail of contributions and it prevents the laundering of contributions.  Since the ordinance was 
enacted in 1994, it has proven to be effective.  Our campaign ordinance is to be taken as a whole.  
You can’t dismember a portion of it without impacting the rest of the ordinance. This year’s 
campaign has already begun.  Over $12,000 has been raised in contributions.  To change the rules 
now would be unfair to any other candidates that might consider running for election.  Campaign 
financing is not a simple matter and it should not become an election campaign issue.  He suggests 
that these two requests to tinker with our campaign regulations while the campaigns are ongoing 
be withdrawn until after the election.   
 
Charles Crehore was really surprised to find out that Coronado requires contributions to political 
campaigns to be made by a personal check.  He doesn’t even use a checkbook.  Everything he does 
is electronic.  It is seriously antiquated.  He can’t think that there can’t be enough safeguards 
through contributions that are made through PayPal or some other electronic form that would allow 
full accounting.  He doesn’t understand the necessity of it and it seems very outdated.    
 
Carolyn Rogerson pays all her bills by check.  She is a great fan of the Post Office.  This has 
nothing to do with her personally but much to the chagrin of her son and others in her family that 
is the way she chooses to do it.  She does realize that times have changed and to be inclusionary 
to a younger population who may or may not choose to seek out a check to make a contribution to 
anyone, these electronic transfers are leaving a paper trail of sorts.  While she chooses not to use 
electronic transfers as much as possible, she thinks that we should include the younger population 
in some of these opportunities.  We need to move along a little bit and eliminate cash donations 
where there is no paper trail but it certainly seems that an electronic transfer leaves a paper trail.   
 
Councilmember Bailey thinks one of the speakers brought up some good points.  The reasons we 
actually do have campaign finance laws is to provide traceability so that the public can know where 
money is coming from and who it is going to.  That makes all the sense in the world.  What is 
proposed today doesn’t change any of that.  It doesn’t change the contribution limit.  It does not 
change who the parties are that can actually contribute.  It would still be limited to simply 
individuals just as our ordinance is written today.  This item for consideration is not about 
advantaging one candidate over another.  This is simply about clarifying language in our ordinance 
to allow our constituents the same opportunities to express their first amendment rights that they 
currently have in every other jurisdiction from the presidency on down to school boards.  That is 
what this is about.  Our ordinance, as it is currently written, is ambiguous.  We do not define what 
check means.  The FPPC, by following their guidelines, would allow us to define that.  He asked 



Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the   Page  71 
City Council of the City of Coronado/the City of Coronado Acting as the Successor Agency to the Community 
Development Agency of the City of Coronado of March 1, 2016   
 

71 

the Council to consider this so we can add some clarification around our ordinance language 
because he would hate to be in a situation where our constituents are forced to choose between 
supporting their candidates through a monetary contribution or potentially being in violation of 
our ambiguously written ordinance.  Why would we ever want them to be subject to that question, 
especially when every other jurisdiction makes it explicitly clear that they also allow the same 
contribution methods they are allowed by the FPPC?   
 
Councilmember Downey referred to the write up where Mr. Bailey points out six cities that he has 
determined follow FPPC guidelines.  That means they let you use a credit card instead of a check.  
When he says that they follow the guidelines, is it to the point that they interpret donations may be 
made by credit card? 
 
Mr. Bailey responded that the FPPC guidelines allow you to make a donation via credit card. 
 
Ms. Downey went on to ask if the other cities that aren’t listed in this county all allow credit cards.  
Are we the only city in San Diego County that doesn’t allow credit cards? 
 
Mr. Bailey explained that Coronado is the only jurisdiction he could find within California that 
does not explicitly allow for credit card contributions.   
 
Ms. Downey asked the City Attorney if that seems consistent with her understanding. 
 
Ms. Canlas has not taken the time to research this issue simply because it is the first of the two-
prongs under the Council policy.  If directed, she will take a look at it.   
 
Mayor Tanaka is very happy with the ordinance the way it is written.  Mr. Myers gave some history 
behind why the ordinance was written the way it was.  He appreciates that.  One of the things that 
is nice about the way the ordinance is written is that it very much provides transparency.  Anyone 
who wants to go to the front of City Hall can look up and see every one of Mr. Bailey’s donors.  
He has been in five different campaigns.  In all five he has run his campaign himself and in all five 
he collected nothing but checks because that is what the ordinance requires.  He has never 
complained in any of those races that he felt that there were people who wanted to support him 
and couldn’t nor has he ever received a complaint from anyone who said he or she would have 
donated to his campaign but they don’t use checks.  He has not had a problem with this. What 
creates transparency is we are required to keep copies of all of those checks.  He is not convinced 
that we have a problem.  He also agrees with the timing issue.  If we are in the middle of a campaign 
that may not be the best time for this.  In the end, this request comes down to convenience versus 
transparency.  He agrees it would be more convenient to let some people contribute by credit card 
but he doesn’t agree that it would be more transparent.  In the years that he has been involved in 
these campaigns, there are a lot of people who do not understand the rules.  It is the candidate’s 
job to know the rules.  He doesn’t want to make it easier for people to give Coronado candidates 
money online just by swiping things.  A lot of the pain of being a candidate in Coronado is you 
have to collect a lot of information.  You have to collect what the person’s occupation is, what 
their address is and if they don’t give you that information up front, you have to go track them 
down.  The value of the homework is the transparency.  He doesn’t think he wants to move forward 
with this request.  He would be more willing to consider this request if it spelled out what 
specifically, i.e., if it said we should change our ordinance to allow contributions by credit card.  
The request was not worded in that way.   
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Councilmember Sandke did some research and the State of New Jersey does allow credit card 
transactions as long as the campaign keeps the data.  He is extremely swayed by Mr. Meyers’ 
remarks about not having such a change occur in the middle of an election cycle.  That is a 
showstopper for him in terms of acting immediately.  He is also swayed, though, by the fact that 
he made a contribution by credit card to the City Attorney’s race in the City of San Diego.  The 
contemporary nature of our financial system is leading us in that direction.  He is compelled to 
make sure that the sanctity of the transparency requirements that were set forth in 1994 would be 
the same things we would need to hang our hat on as we move forward.  He is swayed by the 
argument that we need to get ourselves into the 21st century when it comes to contributions for our 
campaigns; however, he is not prepared at all to do it today or in the middle of the campaign cycle.  
He thinks that eventually there is a place for this in our system.   
 
Councilmember Woiwode is not interested in putting on our agenda anything that goes into the 
engineering of the banking processes or the campaign contribution processes, all of which would 
take a great deal of time to do right.  He doesn’t want to see us consider any change to our campaign 
financing during an election.  If the new Council wants to do that next year they will have time to 
be deliberate about it and look at all the options and look at all the consequences of each of the 
kinds of decisions we are talking about.  He sees no reason to do that now.  We all got elected on 
the basis of the current laws.  It works.  We shouldn’t be changing in the middle of the election. 
 
Mr. Bailey commented that Mayor Tanaka’s statements seem to indicate that the public, if we 
somehow allowed credit card contributions, wouldn’t be able to still continue to go to the City 
Clerk’s office and ask to see the contributions report because somehow they would be hidden or 
wouldn’t be as transparent.  That is simply not true.  Every other jurisdiction allows for credit card 
contributions and they still have reporting standards similar to what ours are today.  That wouldn’t 
change.  Those reporting standards would remain intact.  The same level of transparency we have 
today would remain intact.  The reason he didn’t specify exactly which contribution methods the 
City should follow is because he didn’t want the City to end up in the exact same situation it is 
today ten years from now.  By pegging the City’s contribution ordinance to the FPPC, it is 
automatically updated with guidelines the FPPC deems acceptable.  We can all agree that if every 
other jurisdiction is following them they are probably onto something.  At the end of the day, this 
simply comes down to whether our constituents should be able to make contributions to candidates, 
exercise their first amendment right, the same way the constituents in every other jurisdiction can.  
It is a pretty simple answer.  Why not?  We use credit cards and debit cards and electronic checks 
for every other type of transaction.  It is used widely throughout the rest of the country, widely 
throughout the rest of the world.  Why wouldn’t we do this?  He can’t see how it is a reasonable 
position not to go through with this but if the Council decides not to update our ordinance to follow 
the FPPC guidelines, he would ask the Council if it is this Council’s intention to limit contributions 
to personal checks to change the ordinance to make that perfectly clear because right now it is not.   
 
Mayor Tanaka commented that the ordinance says personal checks.   
 
Mr. Bailey corrected that it does not say personal checks.  It says ‘check’.  Our ordinance does not 
define check although it does define many other terms.  When he asked the special prosecutor for 
a definition of check, she did not provide one.  They advised him to consult with an outside 
attorney.  He did so and, under fairly simple interpretation of check, credit cards fall under that, 
debit cards fall under that, electronic checks fall under that.  At what point do we limit this.  He is 
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simply asking for additional language around this so our constituents aren’t left wondering whether 
they are going to be in violation of the law for simply making a contribution as they are allowed 
to in every other jurisdiction. 
 
Mayor Tanaka said that his argument about credit cards is based on transparency.  He isn’t saying 
credit cards are antiquated.  He isn’t saying people shouldn’t use them for commerce.  He is saying 
that people shouldn’t use them for Coronado politics.  The reason why the rule was crafted about 
checks and the reason why the ordinance is clear that you cannot accept a check from a company 
or a corporation but it has to be from a personal account is because you can easily save the 
evidence.  He doesn’t agree with Mr. Bailey on the credit card part because it doesn’t have an 
easily trapped piece of evidence and it is more burdensome to come up with things that validate 
who the person was that donated and how much and that it is done in a way where he doesn’t have 
to take the candidate’s word for it.  The proof is printed properly and from a source.  The evidence 
is the check.  Mr. Bailey has not convinced him that we could as easily capture the evidence of a 
similar contribution via credit card.   
 
Mr. Bailey thinks that if Mayor Tanaka would allow this item to be considered, he would be able 
to be easily convinced that it can because if it couldn’t then no other jurisdiction would allow it.   
 
Mayor Tanaka disagrees with that because money in Coronado campaigns is not that relevant.  It 
might be at some point in the future but this has never been an issue in the past because Coronado 
elections are not really decided by who raises the most money.  In fact, Mr. Myers has brought up 
the historical precedent that when people try to abuse power using money they usually lose.  This 
rule was crafted specifically so that it would be clear when people want to throw their money 
around in Coronado races it will be very clear to tell who it is trying to throw that money around.   
 
Mr. Bailey completely agrees with that; however, this ordinance was not crafted to limit how 
people can contribute in a way to discriminate against a huge section of our population.  Most 
people his age never use a personal check.  People aren’t using checks.  The reason this ordinance 
was created was to eliminate cash contributions and to increase transparency.  He is not proposing 
to change any of that.  He is simply proposing to allow contributions the same way  every other 
jurisdiction does and to maintain the same amount of transparency we have today so people in his 
generation can actually contribute.  Mr. Bailey asked if anyone on the Council would consider 
adding language to this ordinance to define ‘check’ as a personal check.  He is just looking for 
clarification on the language.   
 
Ms. Canlas read Ordinance 1.84.030(a), “It is unlawful to make or receive a monetary campaign 
contribution in any amount unless the contribution is by check.” 
 
Mayor Tanaka asked if there are other provisions that specify what you can and cannot do with 
regard to monetary contributions or political campaigns. 
 
Ms. Canlas responded that the entire chapter 1.84 outlines the limitation on campaign 
contributions.   
 
Mayor Tanaka appreciates Mr. Bailey’s point of view but he does not believe our code is 
ambiguous or hard to understand.  That’s why he believes there haven’t been any challenges to it 
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in many years.  His point is granted that there may be a revolt of all the credit card people but he 
doesn’t see them.   
 
There was no vote taken due to lack of support.   
 
 13b. Consideration of Councilmember Bailey’s Request to Agendize City Council 
Discussion to Amend Coronado Municipal Code Chapter 1.84.010 to Allow Political 
Fundraisers in the City of Coronado to Follow Government Code Section 82015.  
Councilmember Bailey explained his request.   
 
Mayor Tanaka asked the City Attorney to comment on this item. 
 
City Attorney Johanna Canlas doesn’t provide campaign advice but in review of the ordinance at 
issue and FPPC regulations, there are couple of points she wanted to make.  It appears that, based 
on the request that was made, the concern is whether or not the fair market value is going to be 
part of the $100 limit in Coronado.  Our current ordinance says that our contribution definition 
falls under the state definition but for the hospitality at which point it is a $100 limit.  If you look 
at FPPC regulation 18215, it actually states that the fair market value is exclusive of the amount 
used for the expenses of the fundraising event.  That section is consistent with state law that it is 
up to the amount of $500, not counting contributions, not triggering the fair market value.  Granted, 
the local ordinance is stricter and she would interpret our ordinance to say that fair market value 
of the host’s costs is not triggering in excess of the $100.  Additionally, there is also another FPPC 
regulation that may be at play – 18942.  Under the general exceptions for gift contribution and 
home hospitality is not considered a gift.  Home hospitality is specifically defined as offering the 
home to a public official because of a personal relationship and not due to the official’s position.  
If the person who is hosting the event is actually a personal friend that is exempt from the gift 
regulation and it also doesn’t count toward the definition of contribution.   
 
Mayor Tanaka invited public comment. 
 
Harold Meyers commented that this regulation works well and it promotes grass roots campaign 
activity.  In a nutshell, it is meant to permit volunteers to hold small, low cost, neighborhood 
coffees, meet and greets, and fundraisers in their homes.  If $100 or less is spent, the market value 
of the home is irrelevant and it is not counted as a contribution. The cost limitation is designed to 
prevent extravagant candidate receptions such as one that was held by a special interest group in 
1992.  In particular, Coronado has some fabulous mansions that people would pay just to tour.  He 
came across a complete discussion of how this clause operates in an FPPC advice letter known as 
Olson I-15-065, dated 6/4/2015.  A growing number of Coronado’s residents are part-time 
residents.  We need to ensure that those of us who are full-time residents and who make the City 
what it is are properly protected from outside special interest groups.  We are a small town with 
less than 10,000 registered voters.  You can walk the precinct.  A Council candidate has no need 
for a large campaign chest.  The way to put residents first is to keep the slick, professional, win at 
any cost campaign consultants out of our local politics.   
 
Councilmember Bailey commented that this is, once again, a matter of clarifying some language 
in our ordinance.  He doesn’t like getting down into the weeds on this because he really does 
believe, as Mr. Meyers’ stated, that this is a small town and should remain a small town but he 
does want to be in compliance with the letter of the law.  There are some people he sees in the 
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audience that he knows are pretty big fans of wine and if they were to host a campaign function 
for one of us his guess is that we would probably surpass $100 just in wine.  That would trigger a 
whole bunch of other requirements.  No one is proposing changing transparency.  No one is 
proposing to change our campaign finance laws in any other way than to help all of us be compliant 
with the law.  If any one of us has had someone host a function for us, there is a good chance we 
are already in violation, especially if it was in a multi-million dollar home, especially if there were 
servers.  Why don’t we take the opportunity to simply clean up that language?  His preference 
would be to clean up the language so that we can all be assured that we are in compliance with the 
law.   
 
Mayor Tanaka thinks we have been in compliance with the law.  The last time there was a big 
scandal was the one Mr. Meyers referred to.  The rules were tightened then and we haven’t had 
complaints since.  He thinks Mr. Bailey is perhaps interpreting the rules a little differently.  He 
doesn’t see a problem that needs to be fixed right now.   
 
Councilmember Sandke was comforted by the remarks of the City Attorney.  He is really happy 
that we are taking a small town approach.  He is comfortable with the way the regulations are now 
on this particular issue.   
 
Councilmember Woiwode commented that whether or not $100 is right is something that can be 
decided and many other things maybe should be talked about but not now, not during an election.   
 
There was no vote taken due to lack of support.   
 
 13c. Consideration of Councilmember Sandke’s Request to Agendize a Discussion 
to Amend the Coronado Municipal Code to Allow Leashed Dogs in Bay View Park.  
Councilmember Sandke explained his request.   
 
Mayor Tanaka invited public comment. 
 
Michael Schmid really thinks it is time to let leashed dogs into Bay View Park.   
 
Wayne Strickland totally supports this idea.   
 
Mayor Tanaka doesn’t see a big red flag to allowing leashed dogs into that particular park but he 
wanted to point out that, in general, the City of Coronado is pretty consistent about not allowing 
dogs in parks.  As a dog owner, he has his own routines.  He walks his dog in Tidelands Park.  
Tidelands Park does allow for dogs to be walked on a leash on pavement.  His only concern with 
Mr. Sandke’s request is it is all well and good to take one neighborhood and say this is what they 
want and give it to them but we have a lot of parks.  He doesn’t oppose moving forward with this 
and he doesn’t oppose helping neighborhoods but he would either say that staff needs to, where 
applicable, give us what all of our parks are doing so that we have a chance to be as consistent as 
we want to be.  Moving forward we can either say this park is unique and different and we will 
give them a unique set of rules or we may decide that is not appropriate and that maybe the rule is 
what it is for a reason and that we want to be consistent with other parks.  He doesn’t mind 
supporting the request but he thinks there is a bigger picture that needs to be considered along with 
it.   
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Mr. Sandke commented that the path he is following should more or less be very familiar to us 
because Centennial Park received this very same treatment not too long ago.   
 
Mayor Tanaka pointed out that not all parks are created equal.  That park is a little different in 
terms of the amount of paved space it has is limited and the amount of space it has is limited.  He 
has also observed, as a dog owner, that the Council/City set rules and then people interpret them 
however they want.  In any given week, he encounters any number of dogs that are entirely off 
leash in Tidelands Park.  He will never, as a public official, say that should be our standard.   
 
Councilmember Downey is willing to bring it back.  She is glad Mr. Sandke got the list of 
signatures on it because her fear is the reason we went down this road years ago about not having 
dogs in the park is because the people wanted us to do that.  She is willing to look at this.  There 
may be a large number of citizens that want something but almost always there is an equally large 
number that didn’t.  If we did it in the past, there must have been a reason.   
 
Councilmember Bailey commented that up until recently this has been an on-leash dog park.  
People have been taking their dogs there for a very long time although maybe technically in 
violation of the City laws.  We haven’t had any incidents there.  He thinks it is a no brainer to bring 
this back.   
 
Councilmember Woiwode had his dog down there a lot of times before he found out it wasn’t 
legal.  He is interested in seeing the Council take this up.   
 
 MSUC  (Sandke/Downey) moved that the City Council grant this request.   
 
   AYES:  Bailey, Downey, Sandke, Woiwode, Tanaka  
   NAYS:  None 
   ABSTAINING: None  
   ABSENT:  None 
 
 13d. Consideration of Councilmember Bailey’s Request to Agendize City Council 
Discussion Concerning Extending the Sidewalk on Ocean Drive to Include the Perimeter of 
Sunset Park that Borders Ocean Drive.  Councilmember Bailey explained his request.   
 
Councilmember Downey is a big friend of sidewalks.  There have been times when she thought 
there were great places to put them in town and then was reminded that there is a group of people 
that do not want sidewalks in town.  That particular location is used for soccer, Pop Warner, 
lacrosse, etc.  Would the loss of some of that yardage there be a problem for the playing of sports?  
Since it is a City park, she knows we do work with the school district but can someone tell her if 
there is any agreement as to holding athletic events there?   
 
Mayor Tanaka asked Mr. Miller if he is aware of any problems that sidewalk would cause. 
 
City Manager pointed out that in terms of the two-step process of the Council that is a question 
that could be answered in coming back to the Council if the Council wants to pursue this.   
 
Mayor Tanaka asked the question in an off-the-top of his head way.   
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Roger Miller, Director of Golf and Recreation, understands that the sidewalk may come into play 
with some of the permitted activities that take place there.   
 
Mayor Tanaka invited public comment. 
 
Wayne Strickland walks his dog a lot and there are some streets that don’t have sidewalks in the 
Country Club area and this particular street has a place where the sidewalk just ends and you are 
on the park.  People who are walking their dogs tend to go right across the park.  This is a safety 
thing.  It will only take up four feet of space right next to the street.  It is a convenience thing.  
People with mobility issues certainly would appreciate having a place where they can walk to the 
beach in a safe manner.  This should have been done years ago.   
 
Michael Schmid has been in that area with his wheelchair and it is very inconvenient.  He really 
supports the sidewalk there and thinks it should be looked into.   
 
Nancy Strickland also walks her dog there.  You go there, you stop, and you have to cross the 
street.  Cars coming around that corner and from Ocean Boulevard make that dangerous.   
 
Mayor Tanaka is willing to consider this request. 
 
Councilmember Downey is very willing to consider it.  She asked if staff could talk about this 
being a lot of area and to provide input on options.   
 
Mr. Bailey asked that staff reach out to the different organizations that use that field.   
 
 MSUC  (Bailey/Downey) moved that the City Council approve the request.   
 
   AYES:  Bailey, Downey, Sandke, Woiwode, Tanaka  
   NAYS:  None 
   ABSTAINING: None  
   ABSENT:  None 
 
14. ADJOURNMENT:  The Mayor adjourned the meeting at 5:49 p.m.  

 
 
       Approved: (Date), 2016 
 
 

______________________________ 
       Casey Tanaka, Mayor 
       City of Coronado 
Attest:  
 
 
______________________________ 
Mary L. Clifford, CMC 
City Clerk 
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APPROVAL OF READING BY TITLE AND WAIVER OF READING IN FULL OF 
ORDINANCES ON THIS AGENDA 

The City Council waives the reading of the full text of every ordinance contained in this agenda 
and approves the reading of the ordinance title only.   
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AUTHORIZATION FOR THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A REPAIR 
AGREEMENT FOR A NOT-TO-EXCEED AMOUNT OF $100,000 WITH HAAKER 
EQUIPMENT COMPANY FOR REPAIRS TO THE 2002 WASTEWATER/STORM 
WATER VACTOR 6-1R  

ISSUE: Whether the City Council should authorize the City Manager to execute a repair 
agreement with Haaker Equipment Company for repairs to the 2002 Wastewater/Storm Water 
Vactor 6-1R to maintain a two Vactor capability for the City.   

RECOMMENDATION: Authorize the City Manager to execute the repair agreement that 
will restore Vactor 6-1R to full operational status. 

FISCAL IMPACT: Repair cost up to $100,000 is funded in the Wastewater Enterprise 
account.  The Haaker Equipment Company proposal is $91,586.61 (Attachment A).  

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY: Awarding a contract is an administrative decision not 
affecting a fundamental vested right.  When an administrative decision does not affect a 
fundamental vested right, the courts will give greater weight to the City Council in any challenge 
of the decision to award the contract. Coronado Municipal Code Section 8.04.060 requires City 
Council approval for the purchase of goods, services and/or equipment above $30,000. 

PUBLIC NOTICE: No public notice is required. 

BACKGROUND: The Vactors are the most critical sewer and storm collection system 
maintenance and emergency response equipment in the City’s inventory.  Both Vactors are used 
in daily operations.  These vehicles are equipped with line jetting and suction apparatus used to 
flush lines and remove debris.  When roots or grease block a line, the jetting feature clears the 
obstruction, restoring normal service.  If a sanitary sewer overflow occurs, the suction features 
allows immediate recovery of the discharge.  Both features ensure complete operational service 
is provided while minimizing environmental risks.  

Haaker Equipment Company evaluated the 6-1R and determined that a loud clunking noise was 
caused by two main failures: the blower and the transfer case, which would cost approximately 
$62,000 to repair.  The transfer case and its internal parts have excessive wear and no longer 
drives the rotating unit within the blower system (suction).  The additional costs are associated 
blower and transfer case repairs, labor and taxes. 

ANALYSIS: Optimal operating levels for maintenance of the City’s sanitary sewer and storm 
water collection systems is achieved with two Vactors in service.  The Wastewater Enterprise 
Fund has one Vactor in the replacement schedule and rotates the “replaced” Vactor down to the 
reserve fleet.  Vactor 6-1R moved to the reserve fleet in 2013.  Both Vactors (6-1 and 6-1R) 
serve as back-up vehicles to each other.  If one Vactor is out of service, a decontamination 
process is required prior to switching from wastewater to storm water service, which increases 
costs and lowers division efficiency.  The next replacement cycle occurs in FY 20/21 in which 6-
1R will be retired from service.     
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In 2013, Vactor 6-1 cost $390,225; projected replacement cost in FY 20/21 is $440,000.  The 
proposed repair cost for 6-1R is $91,586.61; amortized over the remaining service period, this 
repair cost is approximately $23,000 per year.  Due to the daily operation of the equipment and 
harsh operational environment, major component repairs usually occur at the seven-year point, 
with subsequent years averaging $20,000 in annual repairs.  
 
Monthly rental cost for Vactors is $12,000 and come with no guarantee of availability. 
Therefore, after only two months, rental costs would exceed the annual amortized repair costs 
($23,000) over the remaining service life of 6-1R.  The City’s Master Mechanic inspected 6-1R 
and concluded, while there are no absolute guarantees, upon completion of the major repairs 
requested in this report, that this piece of equipment should be able to complete its final three and 
half to four years of service within the normal repair cost range.  Authorizing the requested 
repairs will restore normal operating levels and ensure redundancy is built in to the ability to 
mitigate environmental hazards associated with sanitary sewer overflows.    
 
Coronado Municipal Code Section 8.04.07 allows the purchase of goods, services and/or 
equipment through sole source contracts.  Haaker Equipment Company is the sole vendor 
authorized to repair Vactor operating components (Attachment B).  
 
ALTERNATIVE: The City Council could choose to not authorize the repairs.    
 
Submitted by Public Services/Maurer  
Attachments: A. Haaker Vactor Repair Proposal 

B. Haaker Sole Source Letter  
 
Submitted by Public Services & Engineering /Maurer 
 
 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
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City of Coronado Date: 2/12/2016

Equipment Type: Vactor Serial Number: 2/3/8097

Customer Name: Manny Gonzalez Order Number:

Customer hone: Phone: PO number:

Haaker  Contact: Matt Blackman Phone ext. number: __________________

 After tear down additional parts and labor may be required to complete this repair due to unforeseen issues

Qty. Stock No. Description Unit Price Total
Blower/T-Case/Retro Fit Kit

1 48737 Roots Blower $25,443.91 $25,443.91
1 45446P Transfer Case $35,957.66 $35,957.66
1 65275AE Driveshaft $6,205.10 $6,205.10
1 81722U Blower Install $959.54 $959.54
1 63171V Inlet Elbow Wedlment $798.62 $798.62
1 63475K Discharge Elbow $808.22 $808.22

12 16358F 7/8 HHCS $4.28 $51.36
12 16367F Lockwasher $0.70 $8.40
4 62336K Flange $38.76 $155.04
1 Misc Driveline Rebuilds $2,500.00 $2,500.00
1 Misc Carrier Bearing $2,600.00 $2,600.00
4 DTE-EH Blower Oil $7.20 $28.80

16 90W T-Case Oil $6.52 $104.32
1 66768 Silencer Rain Cap $159.28 $159.28

Water System

1 63114A Body Wash Out Head $211.54 $211.54
1 45109 Hand Gun $160.00 $160.00
1 40029 Relief Valve $130.00 $130.00
5 40797 Wash Jet $17.72 $88.60
3 40797A Wash Jet $14.37 $43.11

Misc

1 66778K Rear Bumper $512.15 $512.15
1 16648 Horn $33.89 $33.89
1 46125A 15 foot Cord $164.99 $164.99

10 20639 Clear Tubing $1.00 $10.00
3 7216E-2002 2" Black Tank Hose $18.00 $54.00
1 507689A High Temp Hose $132.58 $132.58
2 20188A Coupler Socket $39.62 $79.24
2 20189C Plug Coupler $5.53 $11.06
2 40241 Toggle Switch $77.84 $155.68
1 40620 Limit Switch $295.00 $295.00
1 40621 Switch Arm $28.82 $28.82
1 42430 Restriction Indicator $18.57 $18.57
2 44622 Toggle Switch $39.91 $79.82

Inspect and rod oil cooler - Labor only
10% off Parts - Factory Rebuild Program -$7,797.00

60 Day lead time for Parts

TOTAL PARTS $70,192.30
FREIGHT 1000.00

SALES TAX 9.00% 6344.31
HEC LABOR HOURS 110 @ $125 13,750.00

SUBLET LABOR

SUB-TOTAL PARTS AND LABOR
ENV CHARGES/SHOP SUPPLIES 10% 300.00

TRIP CHARGE
TRAVEL TIME

MILEAGE

GRAND TOTAL $91,586.61

Approval

Parts: ___________________

Service: ___________________

Service Department
PARTS ORDER AND QUOTATION FORM

Customer

2070 N. White Ave La Verne CA 91750  Phone: 909-598-2706  Fax: 909-594-0498

Attachment A
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De 

January 21, 2016 

To whom it may concern, 

Elgin Sweeper Company and Vactor Manufacturing, Inc. are  represented by a 
worldwide distribution network offering expert service and genuine OEM quality 
parts for ELGIN street sweeping equipment and for VACTOR products. Parts 
supplied by other vendors do not meet OEM standards or requirements. 
Equipping your truck with a part other than a specified OEM product could affect 
your OEM warranty. Elgin Sweeper Company and Vactor Manufacturing, Inc. are 
subsidiaries of Federal Signal Corporation. 

Haaker Equipment Company is the sole distributor for Southern California and 
Southern Nevada for Elgin Sweeper Company and Vactor Manufacturing, Inc. 
and is responsible for the sales, service, and provider of genuine OEM parts for 
the Elgin and Vactor Product lines.  
The service technicians at Haaker Equipment Company are factory certified to 
provide quality service work. 

For all your equipment requirements, please contact: 

Haaker Equipment Company 
2070 N. White Ave.  4645 Copper Sage St  .  
La Verne CA.       Las Vegas, NV 89115 
Phone :  1-909-598-2706 Phone: (702) 639-0156 
Fax:       1-909-598-1427 Fax:     (702)639-1843 
Email: sales@haaker.com 

 If you have any questions concerning this letter, please contact me. 

Best Regards, 

Andrew Urbanec 
ESG National Parts Sales Manager 
1-847-468-2369 
Email: aurbanec@vactor.com 

ELGIN 

VACTOR 

FS DEPOT 

Attachment B
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AUTHORIZATION FOR THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A MULTI-YEAR 
PURCHASE AGREEMENT FOR THIRD PARTY WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 
ADMINISTRATION WITH KEENAN & ASSOCIATES, FOR AN AMOUNT NOT TO 
EXCEED $113,000 IN THE FIRST YEAR 

RECOMMENDATION: Authorize the City Manager to execute a multi-year purchase 
agreement with Keenan & Associates, who will provide third party workers’ compensation claims 
administration including bill review, utilization review and medical management of the City’s 
active cases. 

FISCAL IMPACT: If authorized, the funds for the third party administration will continue to be 
applied from the Workers’ Compensation Budget (114160).  Keenan uses a bundled approach to 
fees and all services will not exceed $113,000 in year one and $115,000 in year two with an option 
to renew for subsequent years.  The claims analysis and injury prevention recommendations that 
will be provided by this vendor will aid the City in achieving cost containment of workers’ 
compensation injury costs.  Keenan’s use of a Medical Provider Network (MPN), an expected 
reduction in the percentage of reported indemnity claims open for more than 60 months, a 
favorable compromise and release track record, the provision of injury prevention and safety 
training, and other business practices are expected to help contain the ongoing costs of workers’ 
compensation injury claims.  

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY: Awarding a contract is an administrative decision not 
affecting a fundamental vested right.  When an administrative decision does not affect a 
fundamental vested right, the courts will give greater weight to the City Council in any challenge 
of the decision to award the contract.   

PUBLIC NOTICE: No public notice is required. 

BACKGROUND: After sending a Request for Proposal (RFP) to six claims administrators, 
including the City’s current provider (Tristar Risk Management), the City selected three of the 
firms to provide a presentation to a selection committee of City staff.  Typically, third party 
administrators manage claims, assist with return-to-work programs, and serve as a liaison to 
defense attorneys, frontline medical providers and specialists, and make recommendations for the 
settlement of claims. Of the six firms who provided responses to the RFP, three were chosen to 
provide follow-up presentations and to answer questions related to their demonstrated competence 
and professional qualifications in administering workers’ compensation adjustment services. 
Although the cost of providing services was considered as part of the analysis of the three 
providers, the committee also assessed the ability for the providers to effectuate cost containment 
measures for the City. The three firms that were selected to make a follow up presentation were: 
Acme Administrators, Inc.; Athens Administrators; and Keenan & Associates.  

The selection committee carefully considered the presentations that were made by the three 
proposers and based on their extensive knowledge of the public sector, their ability to provide 
customized training and analytics, and their commitment to provide an overall reduction in 
workers’ compensation claims costs, staff recommends that Keenan & Associates be selected. 
Keenan’s model looks at integrated solutions, geared to reduce loss and lower expenses. They 
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accomplish this by providing services that go beyond claims management and include consulting, 
account management, loss control and safety prevention, compliance training and technology, and 
analytics support. Recently, Keenan was successful in reducing litigated claims by 81% and 
reducing the average amount paid for litigated claims by 86% at the City of Carlsbad and we hope 
to see similar results.  
 
ANALYSIS:  The cost of workers’ compensation claims has been steadily increasing and 
partnering with an administrator who can provide technology to maximize efficiency and contain 
costs by using a proactive approach is essential to the City’s goal of providing excellent care for 
employees injured on the job, while not perpetuating a trend of increasing costs year over year. 
Keenan’s model is a comprehensive approach which promises improved service for City staff and 
enhanced customer service for injured employees.  
 
Keenan brings extensive expertise in the public sector and has been successful in reducing claims 
in other local jurisdictions with a model of preventive training and innovative programs aimed at 
containing or cutting ongoing costs. Their reputation and market share in the industry provides the 
City access to deep discounts through provider networks not available from other providers. 
Additionally, Keenan’s technology and reporting capabilities streamline procedures and allow for 
online claims filing, which should revolutionize our current claims administration processes.  
 
ALTERNATIVE:  The City Council could direct that staff find alternative providers for third 
party workers’ compensation claims administration.  
 
Submitted by Administrative Services/Krueger 
 
 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
BK TR JK JNC MLC NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
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AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER TO ENTER INTO A FIVE-YEAR AGREEMENT, 
FOR $95,500 ANNUALLY, WITH THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO TO PROVIDE FIRE 
DISPATCH SERVICES 

RECOMMENDATION:  Authorize the City Manager to enter into a contract with the City of 
San Diego to provide fire dispatch services.  

FISCAL IMPACT:  The City of San Diego has offered a five-year fixed contract of $95,500 
that represents approximately $23,000 less per year than the current annual expenditure required 
by Heartland.   The City Council previously approved providing notice of intent to withdraw 
from the Heartland Joint Powers Authority and staff is in the process of negotiating a termination 
fee for accrued liabilities in an expected amount of less than $100,000.    

PUBLIC NOTICE: Not applicable. 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY: Authorization to enter into an agreement for fire dispatch 
services is an administrative decision not affecting a fundamental vested right.  When an 
administrative decision does not affect a fundamental vested right, the courts give greater 
deference to decision makers in administrative mandate actions.  The court will inquire (a) 
whether the City has complied with the required procedures, and (b) whether the City’s findings, 
if any, are supported by substantial evidence.   

BACKGROUND: In 2002, the City of Coronado entered into an agreement with Heartland 
Communications Facility Authority (HCFA) for fire dispatch services.  Over recent years, 
several changing conditions with HCFA have occurred that have raised concerns for the City of 
Coronado.  The three most significant concerns relate to cost, operations, and the potential 
organizational instability of HCFA.  The City of San Diego has offered to provide fire dispatch 
services to the City of Coronado at a reduced rate and will improve operational conditions over 
the current service level.  

On December 1, 2015, the City Council approved, in concept, entering into a contract with the 
City of San Diego to provide fire-related dispatch services. 

ANALYSIS:  The costs for fire dispatch services by HCFA have increased over time and it is 
anticipated that future costs and financial exposure would continue trending upward.  The City of 
San Diego has offered a five-year fixed contract that is approximately $23,000 less per year than 
the current annual expenditure for Heartland’s services.  Operationally, Coronado is currently the 
only Metro Zone Agency that remains dispatched by Heartland. The San Diego Metro Zone 
Emergency Command and Data Center (ECDC) is a Secondary Public Safety Answering Point 
(PSAP) serving the City of San Diego as well as the cities of Chula Vista, National City, 
Imperial Beach, and Poway.  This service encompasses approximately 440 square miles and 
serves roughly 1.7 million residents.  The ECDC is centrally located in the City of San Diego 
and in calendar year 2015 dispatched close to 200,000 responses.  The Center is recognized as an 
“Accredited Center of Excellence” through the National Academies of Dispatch and relies on 
sophisticated software to dispatch the over 500 daily calls for service.  This software assists in 
prioritizing the calls and dispatching the closest unit by GPS positioning and calculated road 
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speeds.  Having a single dispatch center for the South Bay agencies will allow for direct 
communication to first responders and the sharing of pre-fire intelligence through one CAD 
(Computer Aided Dispatch) while en route to incidents.  Utilizing one dispatch center with one 
CAD will provide greater reliability over the current technology used to transport data between 
units from multiple dispatch centers.  
 
ALTERNATIVE:   The City Council could decide not to authorize the City Manager to contract 
with the City of San Diego and could have staff explore other potential options for fire dispatch 
services.  
 
Submitted by: Fire Chief Blood 
Attachment: Proposed City of San Diego Quote  
 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
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AUTHORIZATION TO TRANSMIT THE 2016 ANNUAL HOUSING PROGRESS 
REPORT TO THE STATE OFFICE OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT (HCD) 

RECOMMENDATION:  Authorize transmission of the 2016 Annual Housing Progress Report 
to HCD.  

FISCAL IMPACT:  There are no fiscal impacts.  

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Authorizing the transmittal of the annual housing progress 
report is a ministerial action that involves the exercise of little to no discretion on the part of the 
City Council.  California law identifies what data and in what manner the information shall be 
reported to the State.  

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) DETERMINATION:  This 
is not a project under CEQA. 

PUBLIC NOTICE:  A public notice was not required.  

BACKGROUND: The City Council adopted the Coronado 2013-2021 Housing Element on 
February 19, 2013, and the State Office of Housing and Community Development (HCD) 
subsequently certified the City’s Housing Element on March 6, 2013.  Government Code Section 
65400 requires each governing body to prepare an annual report on the status and progress in 
implementing a jurisdiction’s housing element of the general plan using forms and definitions 
adopted by HCD.  The annual report, commonly referred to as the Annual Housing Element 
Progress Report, is due April 1 of every year for the preceding calendar year.  The Community 
Development Department has transmitted past Annual Housing Element Progress Reports 
directly to HCD in accordance with State law. 

ANALYSIS:  According to State law, the Annual Housing Element Progress Report is required 
to be considered at a public meeting before the legislative body to allow for members of the 
public to provide oral testimony and written comments on the City’s report to be filed with HCD.   
The purpose of this meeting is to satisfy the legislative requirements. 

Coronado’s Annual Housing Element Progress Report identifies the number of permits issued by 
affordability and its relationship toward meeting the City’s Regional Housing Needs Allocation 
numbers.  The Report also identifies the City’s progress toward meeting its Housing 
Implementation program and goals identified in the City’s Certified Housing Element.  In 
general, the report shows the City has met is regional housing allocation numbers overall; 
however, the issuance of permits to produce one very low income unit, nine low income units, 
and nine moderate income units remains a goal.  The Report also demonstrates the City has 
implemented the majority of the program goals and objectives identified in the Implementation 
Plan of the certified Housing Element.   

In conclusion, the Annual Housing Element Progress Report demonstrates the City has made 
positive progress toward meeting the objectives and goals identified in the certified Housing 
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Element.  The 2016 Housing Element Progress Report is required to be submitted to the office of 
HCD by April 1, 2016.  Authorization by the City Council to transmit the Report to the office of 
HCD will allow the City to meet the April 1 deadline.  
 
 
Submitted by Community Development/Brown 
Attachment: 2016 Annual Housing Element Progress Report 
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03/15/16 

SECOND READING AND ADOPTION OF “AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORONADO, CALIFORNIA, AMENDING SECTION 
3.60.020 OF CHAPTER  3.60 OF TITLE 3 OF THE CORONADO MUNICIPAL CODE 
REGARDING UNCLAIMED PROPERTY”  

RECOMMENDATION:  Adopt “An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Coronado, 
California, Amending Section 3.60.020 of Chapter 3.60 of Title 3 of the Coronado Municipal 
Code Regarding Unclaimed Property.” 

FISCAL IMPACT:  None anticipated. 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Adoption of an ordinance amending the Municipal Code is a 
legislative action.  Legislative actions tend to express a public purpose and make provisions for 
the ways and means of accomplishing the purpose.  Legislative actions involve the exercise of 
discretion governed by considerations of public welfare, in which case, the City Council is 
deemed to have “paramount authority” in such decisions.     

PUBLIC NOTICE:  In lieu of the full text of the ordinance being published within 15 days after 
passage, a summary of the proposed ordinance was published in the Coronado Eagle & Journal 
on March 9, 2016, and a summary will be published within 15 days after adoption. 

CEQA:  Pursuant to CEQA Section 15061 (b) (3) (the “general rule”) of the State CEQA 
Guidelines, CEQA does not apply to an activity where there is no possibility for causing a 
significant effect on the environment.   

BACKGROUND:  Title 3, Chapter 3.60, Section 3.60.020 provides direction and requirements 
on storage of unclaimed personal property held by the Coronado Police Department. The 
duration of storage and disposition of unclaimed property held by the Police Department is 
governed by State Law in Sections 2080.2 and 2080.3 of the California State Civil Code, which 
require the property be held at least 90 days.  The recommended change to this chapter will bring 
the Coronado Municipal Code into conformity with California State Civil Code on the retention 
of unclaimed personal property.  State regulations dictate the duration of storage and Police 
Department staff endeavor to purge property and evidence as soon as the law permits so the 
space used for storage can be managed at a reasonable level.   

The ordinance was introduced at the March 1, 2016, City Council meeting. 

ANALYSIS:   Currently, Coronado Municipal Code section 3.60.020, “Storage of property,” 
requires the Police Department to hold personal property that comes into its possession, other 
than evidence or contraband, for a period of not less than four months.  The section makes an 
exception for bicycles, for which the holding period is set at three months.  Changing the City 
Ordinance to be consistent with California Civil Code Sections 2080.2 and 2080.3 will shorten 
the holding period to 90 days for all personal property, other than evidence or contraband.  This 
change will improve the efficiency of purging property from the custody of the Police 
Department, make our rules consistent with State Law, and conserve storage space within the 
Police Department for the most necessary evidence, which is used for criminal prosecutions.     

Submitted by City Clerk/Clifford 
Attachments:   Ordinance 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
BK TR N/A JNC MLC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
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ORDINANCE NO. ______________ 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORONADO, 
CALIFORNIA, AMENDING SECTION 3.60.020 OF CHAPTER 3.60 OF TITLE 3 OF 
THE CORONADO MUNICIPAL CODE REGARDING UNCLAIMED PROPERTY 

 
 
 WHEREAS, Chapter 3.60 of the Coronado Municipal Code regulates the storage and 
disposition of unclaimed personal property held by the Police Department; and 
 

WHEREAS, Section 3.60.020 specifies the duration of storage of personal property, 
other than evidence and contraband, held by the Police Department; and  
 
 WHEREAS, California State Civil Code Sections 2080.2 and 2080.3 dictates the duration 
of storage of personal property other than evidence and contraband. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Coronado, California, does ordain 
as follows: 
 
SECTION ONE: 
 
 The adoption of the ordinance is not subject to CEQA pursuant to Section 15061 (b)(3) of 
the State CEQA Guidelines in that it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that 
the activity in question may have a significant effect on the environment. 
 
SECTION TWO: 
 
 Section 3.60.020 of Chapter 3.60 of Title 3 of the Coronado Municipal Code is amended 
to read as follows: 
 
3.60.020 Storage of property. 
Personal property described in CMC Section 3.60.010 shall be held by the Police Department for 
a period of at least 90 days, in accordance with California State Civil Code Sections 2080.2 and 
2080.3. 
 
SECTION THREE: 
 
 This ordinance was introduced on March 1, 2016. 
 
SECTION FOUR: 
 
 If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion of this Ordinance is for any 
reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court of competent 
jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this 
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Ordinance.  The City Council of the City of Coronado hereby declares that it would have 
adopted this Ordinance and each section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion thereof, 
irrespective of the fact that any one or more section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or 
portion may be declared invalid or unconstitutional. 
 
SECTION FIVE: 
 
 This ordinance shall be effective thirty (30) days after its adoption.  Within fifteen (15) 
days after its adoption, the City Clerk is directed to publish this ordinance to the provisions of 
Government Code Section 36933. 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED this     day of   _____ 2016, by the 
following vote to wit: 
 

AYES: BAILEY, DOWNEY, SANDKE, WOIWODE, TANAKA 
NAYS: NONE 
ABSTAIN: NONE 
ABSENT: NONE 

 
 
             
       Casey Tanaka, Mayor of the 
       City of Coronado, California 
 
 
ATTEST AND CERTIFICATION 
 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of Ordinance No. ____, which has been 
published pursuant to law. 
 
      
Mary L. Clifford, CMC 
City Clerk 

66



03/15/16 

SECOND READING AND ADOPTION OF “AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORONADO, CALIFORNIA ADDING SECTION 
56.08.080 TO CHAPTER 56.08 OF TITLE 56 OF THE CORONADO MUNICIPAL 
CODE TO AUTHORIZE THE REMOVAL OF BICYCLES REMAINING ON PUBLIC 
PROPERTY FOR OVER 72 HOURS”  

RECOMMENDATION:  Adopt “An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Coronado, 
California, Adding Section 56.08.080 to Chapter 56.08 of Title 56 of the Coronado Municipal 
Code Regarding Removal of Bicycles Remaining on Public Property for Over 72 Hours.”  

FISCAL IMPACT:  No significant impact expected. 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Adoption of an ordinance amending the Municipal Code is a 
legislative action.  Legislative actions tend to express a public purpose and make provisions for 
the ways and means of accomplishing the purpose.  Legislative actions involve the exercise of 
discretion governed by considerations of public welfare, in which case, the City Council is 
deemed to have “paramount authority” in such decisions. 

PUBLIC NOTICE:  In lieu of the full text of the ordinance being published within 15 days after 
passage, a summary of the proposed ordinance was published in the Coronado Eagle & Journal 
on March 9, 2016, and a summary will be published within 15 days after adoption. 

CEQA:  Pursuant to CEQA Section 15061 (b) (3) (the “general rule”) of the State CEQA 
Guidelines, CEQA does not apply to an activity where there is no possibility for causing a 
significant effect on the environment.   

BACKGROUND:  The City has received complaints from time to time regarding abandoned 
bicycles on public property.  While the City of Coronado has an Abandoned Vehicle Policy 
(CMC 56.30.180), it does not have an abandoned bicycle policy. This matter was researched by 
City staff and brought before the Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) in July 2014. The BAC 
voted unanimously “to recommend that the City Council adopt an abandoned bicycle policy to 
have the Police remove bicycles that have been parked 72 hours without being moved, exclusive 
of long-term designated areas.”  The intent of the BAC recommendation is to provide the Police 
Department with the authority to remove abandoned bicycles from public property, such as City-
owned bicycle corrals and bicycle racks, while allowing the ability to exclude certain facilities or 
areas that are intended for longer-term bicycle parking (such as the bicycle lockers at the 
Coronado Club Room and Boathouse and the bicycle racks near the Glorietta Bay Marina).  

The ordinance was introduced at the March 1, 2016, City Council meeting. 

ANALYSIS:  City staff have reviewed sample ordinances and recommend the following text be 
added to the Coronado Municipal Code:    

56.08.080 Abandoned Bicycle. 
Any bicycle that is left on City property for a period of seventy-two (72) consecutive 
hours or longer shall be deemed abandoned property and may be impounded by the City. 
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This does not apply to bicycles parked legally in City-owned bicycle lockers, to bicycles 
parked legally at the Glorietta Bay Marina, or to bicycles parked legally in any other 
areas designated by the City for long-term bicycle parking.  Bicycles impounded under 
this section will be managed as per Chapter 3.60 of the Coronado Municipal Code. 
 

The Police Department will use a process similar to that used with 72-hour violation allegations 
related to vehicles.  Upon report or identification by an employee, the bicycle will be marked in a 
manner to alert the owner of impending action.  After 72 hours, if the bicycle is in substantially 
the same location, the lack of movement will be noted.  After an additional 72-hour period, if the 
bicycle has not been moved, it may be removed under the authority of this proposed ordinance.  
In some, more problematic instances, a vehicle will be removed after just the first 72-hour 
observation period.  When monitoring vehicles, typically a citation is issued after the first 72-
hour observation period.  The ordinance does not include a citation provision, so citations will 
not be issued to bicycles as part of the process.   
 
Submitted by City Clerk/Clifford 
Attachment: Ordinance 
 
 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
BK TR NA JNC MLC NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
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ORDINANCE NO. ______________ 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORONADO, 
CALIFORNIA ADDING SECTION 56.08.080 TO CHAPTER 56.08 OF TITLE 56 OF 

THE CORONADO MUNICIPAL CODE TO AUTHORIZE THE REMOVAL OF 
BICYCLES REMAINING ON PUBLIC PROPERTY FOR OVER 72 HOURS 

 
 
 WHEREAS, Section 56.30.180 of the Coronado Municipal Code regulates the removal of 
vehicles parked in excess of 72 hours; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City has occasion to address bicycles left on City property for excessive 
periods of time; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Coronado Municipal Code does not currently have a specific provision 
permitting the removal of bicycles left on City property for excessive periods of time. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Coronado, California, does ordain 
as follows: 
 
SECTION ONE: 
 
 The adoption of the ordinance is not subject to CEQA pursuant to Section 15061 (b)(3) of 
the State CEQA Guidelines in that it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that 
the activity in question may have a significant effect on the environment. 
 
SECTION TWO: 
 
 Section 56.08.080 is added to Chapter 56.08 of Title 56 of the Coronado Municipal Code 
to read as follows: 
 
56.08.080 Abandoned Bicycle. 
Any bicycle that is left on City property for a period of seventy-two (72) consecutive hours or 
longer shall be deemed abandoned property and may be impounded by the City. This does not 
apply to bicycles parked legally in City-owned bicycle lockers, to bicycles parked legally at the 
Glorietta Bay Marina, or to bicycles parked legally in any other areas designated by the City for 
long-term bicycle parking.  Bicycles impounded under this section will be managed as per 
Chapter 3.60 of the Coronado Municipal Code. 
 
SECTION THREE: 
 
 This ordinance was introduced on March 1, 2016. 
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SECTION FOUR: 
 
 If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion of this Ordinance is for any 
reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court of competent 
jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this 
Ordinance.  The City Council of the City of Coronado hereby declares that it would have 
adopted this Ordinance and each section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion thereof, 
irrespective of the fact that any one or more section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or 
portion may be declared invalid or unconstitutional. 
 
SECTION FIVE: 
 
 This ordinance shall be effective thirty (30) days after its adoption.  Within fifteen (15) 
days after its adoption, the City Clerk is directed to publish this ordinance to the provisions of 
Government Code Section 36933. 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED this     day of   _____ 2016, by the 
following vote to wit: 
 

AYES: BAILEY, DOWNEY, SANDKE, WOIWODE, TANAKA 
NAYS: NONE 
ABSTAIN: NONE 
ABSENT: NONE 
 

 
             
       Casey Tanaka, Mayor of the 
       City of Coronado, California 
 
 
ATTEST AND CERTIFICATION 
 
I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of Ordinance No. ____, which has been 
published pursuant to law. 
 
      
Mary L. Clifford, CMC 
City Clerk 
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CONCURRENCE WITH COUNCILMEMBERS DOWNEY AND SANDKE 
EXCHANGING APPOINTMENTS AS CITY COUNCIL REPRESENTATIVES TO 
SOUTH COUNTY ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL AND CORONADO 
MAINTSTREET, LTD, RESPECTIVELY 

RECOMMENDATION:  Approve the exchange of appointments. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  None. 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  The decision regarding the assignment of Councilmembers 
as representatives to outside boards, commissions, and committees is an administrative decision 
on the part of the City Council, which does not implicate any fundamental vested right.  In such a 
decision a reviewing court will examine the administrative record to determine whether the City 
Council complied with any required procedures and whether the decision is supported by 
substantial evidence in the record.  

PUBLIC NOTICE:  None required.   

BACKGROUND:  On December 2, 2014, the City Council approved the slate of non-stipend 
assignments of Councilmembers to outside boards, commissions, and committees.  At that time, 
Councilmember Downey accepted assignment to the South County Economic Development 
Council (SCEDC) and Councilmember Sandke accepted assignment to Coronado MainStreet 
Ltd.   

ANALYSIS:  Councilmember Sandke is the City Council representative to the SANDAG 
Borders Committee.  The Borders Committee, as defined by SANDAG, “provides oversight for 
planning activities that impact the borders of the San Diego region (Orange, Riverside and 
Imperial Counties, and the Republic of Mexico) as well as government-to-government relations 
with tribal nations in San Diego County.”  The SCEDC works closely with the United States and 
the Republic of Mexico.  Councilmembers Downey and Sandke felt Mr. Sandke’s expertise on 
the Borders Committee would make it more appropriate for him to represent Coronado on the 
SCEDC.  They shared this information with Mayor Tanaka and City Manager King and 
exchanged these assignments as of January 2016. 

Submitted by City Clerk/Clifford 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
BK TR N/A JNC MLC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
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PUBLIC HEARING:  ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION APPROVING A ONE-LOT 
TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP TO ALLOW FOR CONDOMINIUM OWNERSHIP OF THREE 
RESIDENTIAL UNITS FOR THE PROPERTY ADDRESSED AS 770 F AVENUE IN THE R-3 
(MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL) ZONE (PC 2015-21) 

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:  Adopt “A Resolution of the City Council of 
the City of Coronado Approving a One-Lot Tentative Parcel Map to Allow for Condominium Ownership 
of Three Residential Units for the property addressed as 770 F Avenue, Coronado, California.” 

FISCAL IMPACT:  If the parcel map is approved and the property is developed as proposed, property 
taxes will increase and the following impact fees will be paid to the City: 

 In-lieu housing: $21,000 ($7,000 per unit).
 Public Facilities Impact Fee: $.50 per square foot of net increase in floor area (transportation $.15,

storm drain $.30 and administrative $.05).
 Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Fee: $2,310 per net increase in dwelling units.

In addition, the School District will charge an impact fee of $3.20 per sq. ft. of net increase in floor area; 
however, this is not an impact to the City. 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Approval of a Tentative Map is considered to be an administrative 
decision (“quasi-adjudicative”).  Administrative decisions involve the application of existing laws or 
policies to a given set of facts.  Findings are required to be made in any administrative decision, based on 
the evidence presented.  The administrative act is to apply these findings to a specific parcel of land and 
the findings must conform to what is required by applicable law or local ordinances.  If challenged, 
generally the court will look to the administrative record to determine whether the evidence or findings 
support the decision or whether the City Council decision was arbitrary or capricious. 

Findings that require the disapproval of a tentative map include the following:  (1) that the proposed map 
is inconsistent with applicable general and specific plans; (2) that the design or improvement of the 
proposed subdivision is inconsistent with applicable general and specific plans; (3) that the site is not 
physically suitable for the type of development; (4) that the site is not physically suitable for the proposed 
density of development; (5) that the design of the subdivision or the proposed improvements are likely to 
cause substantial environmental damage, or substantially and avoidably injure fish or wildlife or their 
habitat; (6) that the design of the subdivision or type of improvements is likely to cause serious public 
health problems; or (7) that the design of the subdivision or the type of improvements will conflict with 
public easements. 

The City Council’s authority to act upon tentative maps is also addressed under the Coronado Municipal 
Code Subdivision Ordinance Section 82.50.120 and the State Subdivision Map Act Section 66452.2. 
These regulations require that the City Council approve, conditionally approve, or disapprove the tentative 
map within 50 days of the submission of the tentative map. 

PUBLIC NOTICE:  Notice of this public hearing, as well as the Planning Commission public hearing, 
was mailed to all property owners within a 300 ft. radius of the property and published in the Coronado 
Eagle & Journal on March 2, 2016. 
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CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA):  Categorically Exempt under Section 
15303 Class 3(b) (new construction of a duplex or similar multi-family residential structure totaling no 
more than six dwelling units), Section 15315 Class 15 (minor land divisions of four or fewer parcels), and 
Section 15332 Class 32 (in-fill development) of the CEQA Guidelines. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
1. Request:  One-lot Tentative Parcel Map per Chapter 82.60 Minor Subdivisions to allow for 

condominium ownership of three residential units. 
 
2. Location:  Property is located on F Avenue between Seventh and Eighth Streets. 
 
3. Description of Property:  The property is comprised of one lot with a total area of 7,000 sq. ft. with 

street and alley access. One historically designated dwelling is present on the lot. The property is 
140 feet deep with a 50 foot frontage on F Avenue. The property is generally flat, with less than one 
foot of elevation change between the street and alley. 

 
4. Zoning Designation:  “R-3 Multi-Family Residential Zone.”  The R-3 zone permits 28 dwelling units 

per acre or one unit per 1,556 sq. ft. of lot size.  The size of the subject property would allow a 
maximum of four units. Three units are proposed. 

 
5. General Plan Designation:  “Medium Density Residential: Up to 28 dwelling units per acre (i.e., R-

3 Zone).”  The Land Use Element of the General Plan, implemented through the Zoning Ordinance, 
“encourages a vibrant diverse community by allowing a variety of life styles and housing 
opportunities.”  “The residential land use categories are expressed in terms of density maximums – 
that is, up to 8 dwellings per acre, up to 12 dwellings per acre, etc.  Implied in the approach is a City 
policy prerogative, which simply says that all residential development in any specific category may 
be built as desired by the residents, as long as the density does not exceed a certain upper limit.”  
The Land Use Element further describes the R-3 Zone as a zone “intended to provide medium 
density residential opportunities typified by apartment or condominium development, interspersed 
with lower density duplex and single-family dwellings.” 

 
6. Historic Resource Commission:  On October 15, 2014, the Historic Resource Commission approved 

a Historic Alteration Permit for the project (HAP 2014-14), approving an addition to the historic 
dwelling and construction of two new dwellings at the rear of the property. On February 17, 2016, 
the Historic Resource Commission approved a new Historic Alteration Permit (HAP 2016-01) for a 
redesign of the original project; the general project scope of an addition to the historic home and two 
new dwellings at the rear remains the same. 

 
7. Planning Commission:  On February 9, 2016, the Planning Commission adopted a motion with 

findings and conditions, recommending City Council approval of the Tentative Map. 
 
ANALYSIS:  Pursuant to Coronado Municipal Code ("CMC") Section 82.50.110, the Planning 
Commission is authorized to recommend to the City Council the approval, conditional approval or denial 
of the tentative map.  As appropriate, the Planning Commission is to recommend the kind, nature and 
extent of improvements that should be constructed or installed.  The recommendation is then presented to 
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the City Council according to CMC Section 82.50.120.  If the tentative map is approved, the tentative map 
will become final upon compliance with CMC Chapter 82.64 as a minor subdivision. 
 
The site is currently developed with one single-family dwelling, which is designated as a Historic 
Resource.  A Historic Alteration Permit for an addition to the historic dwelling and construction of two 
new attached dwelling units was approved in 2014.  Two covered and enclosed off-street parking spaces 
will be provided for each unit for a total of six off-street parking spaces, all accessed from the alley. 
 
The site consists of two lots which will be consolidated into one 7,000 sq. ft. parcel with no changes 
proposed for the exterior lot lines.  The R-3 zone permits one dwelling unit per 1,556 sq. ft. of lot area or 
four units for this size lot.  This project proposes three units.  The approval of this parcel map will permit 
the individual units to be sold separately as condominiums.   
 
The parcel map and proposed residential use is consistent with the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance, 
complies with the State Map Act and the Coronado Subdivision Ordinance, and was reviewed by the 
Public Services and Engineering and Fire departments, whose conditions of approval are incorporated into 
the attached resolution of approval. 
 

The State Subdivision Map Act and Coronado Subdivision Ordinance provide authority to local agencies 
to impose conditions on the approval of subdivisions.  The subdivider can be required to dedicate land to 
public use, make public improvements, pay required fees, or other conditions as needed to mitigate any 
adverse impacts of the subdivision on the community, to provide governmental services to subdivision 
residents, and to implement the requirements of the local general plan.  Public improvements for this 
project include undergrounding utilities, and replacing the adjacent damaged alley and public sidewalk.  
These required public improvements have been incorporated into the list of conditions and are consistent 
with requirements of other subdivision maps. 
 

ALTERNATIVE:  The City Council has the right to modify the attached findings and conditions in 
accordance with the above City Council Authority. 
 

For additional details, please see the attachments.  The full size proposed Tentative Parcel Map is available 
to review in the Community Development Department. 
 

Submitted by Community Development Department/Tricia Olsen 
Attachments: A) Draft Resolution 

B) Tentative Parcel Map and Site Plan 
 
i:\city council, boards, and commissions\pc\pc staff reports\pc 2015-21 770 f avenue tpm\cc 2015-21 770 f ave tpm.docx 
 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
BK TR N/A JNC MLC RAH EW N/A N/A N/A CMM N/A 
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ATTACHMENT A 
 
 

RESOLUTION NO. __________ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORONADO 
APPROVING A ONE-LOT TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP TO ALLOW FOR 

CONDOMINIUM OWNERSHIP OF THREE RESIDENTIAL UNITS FOR THE 
PROPERTY ADDRESSED AS 770 F AVENUE, CORONADO, CALIFORNIA 

_________________________________________________________________________ 
 
  WHEREAS, the applicant has, per the California Subdivision Map Act and the City 
of Coronado Subdivision Ordinance, requested City approval to subdivide 770 F Avenue for 
development of three residential condominium units; and 
 
  WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Coronado did, pursuant to 
section 66452.2 of the Government Code, hold a public hearing on the Tentative Parcel Map on 
February 9, 2016, and subsequently adopted a motion recommending approval with findings and 
conditions to the City Council; and 
 
  WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Coronado did, pursuant to Section 66452.2 
of the Government Code, hold a public hearing on said subdivision request on March 15, 2016, 
and said public hearing was duly noticed as required by law and all persons desiring to be heard 
were heard at said hearing. 
 
  NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
Coronado that the proposed Tentative Parcel Map for 770 F Avenue be approved and that the 
approval be based upon the following findings: 
 
1. The proposed map is consistent with the Coronado General Plan and Zoning Ordinance in that 

the proposed residential use and density of development are permitted under the General Plan 
and  Zoning Ordinance requirements; 

2. The design and improvement of the proposed subdivision are consistent with the Coronado 
General Plan and Zoning Ordinance in that the design provides sufficient lot area and street 
access for proper development; 

3. The site is physically suitable for the type of development in that the proposed lot of 7,000 sq. 
ft. is capable of supporting up to four dwelling units in the R-3 zone; 

4. The site is physically suitable for the proposed density of development in that the number of 
units in the project is within the 28 dwelling units per acre standard specified in the Coronado 
Zoning Ordinance for the R-3 zone; 

5. The design of the subdivision and the proposed improvements are not likely to cause 
substantial environmental damage, nor are they likely to substantially and avoidably injure fish 
or wildlife or their habitat and the project is categorically exempt from environmental review 
according to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), in accordance with Section 
15303 Class 3(b) for new construction of a duplex or similar multi-family residential structure 
totaling no more than six dwelling units; Section 15315 Class 15 for minor land divisions of 
four or fewer parcels; and Section 15332 Class 32 for in-fill development; 

6. The design of the subdivision and the type of improvements are not likely to cause serious 
public health problems within the authority of the Coronado Public Health Officer; 
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7. The design of the subdivision and the type of improvements will not conflict with any 
easements acquired by the public at large and which are recorded or established by judgment 
of a court of competent jurisdiction; and 

8. The Tentative Map meets all the requirements of the Subdivision Map Act and the Coronado 
Subdivision Ordinance and was reviewed by the Public Services and Engineering and Fire 
departments whose proposed conditions are incorporated below. 

 
  BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the approval is subject to the following 
conditions: 
 
Fire Department 
1. Owner shall install a NFPA 13 compliant fire sprinkler and alarm system throughout the 

development in accordance with the National Fire Protection Association and California Fire 
Code Standards to the satisfaction of the City of Coronado Fire and Building Departments; 

2. Owner shall provide appropriate Fire Department personnel and vehicle access including 
access to any locked common areas.  All gates or other structures or devices that could obstruct 
fire access roadways or otherwise hinder emergency operations are prohibited unless they meet 
standards approved by the Fire Department and receive specific plan approval; 

3. The location of any fire department connection and back flow prevention device (OS&Y valve) 
shall be approved by the Fire Department and preferably face F Avenue; 

4. Owner shall provide adequate water flow for firefighting based upon the square footage of the 
buildings and, if needed, Owner shall upgrade or install a fire hydrant within the adjacent 
public rights-of-way in accordance with the California Fire Code standard to the satisfaction 
of the City of Coronado Fire Department; 

 
Engineering Department 
5. Owner shall maintain a minimum of three feet of clearance between vehicular ingress/egress 

areas and any property lines extended, intersection radius, and any obstruction, e.g., utility 
poles, hydrants, trees, etc.  The relocation of any of these items to obtain the needed clearances 
shall be the sole responsibility of the Owner; 

6. Owner shall videotape any existing sewer laterals used for new development, at Owner’s 
expense, for its entire length to the sewer main to assess its condition and suitability for 
continued use.  The video shall be furnished to the City of Coronado Public Services and 
Engineering Department in DVD format, and based on its review, repairs or replacement of 
the sewer line may be required, at the direction of the City of Coronado.  In accordance with 
the Municipal Code, fees will be charged for new sewer service lateral connections.  The owner 
may have one sewer service lateral connection to serve the development; however, the 
responsibility of maintenance, replacement, etc. shall be delegated in the development’s 
Declaration of Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions (CC&Rs).  The CC&Rs shall be 
submitted to the Public Services and Engineering Department for review prior to the approval 
of the Final Map; 

7. Owner shall cap and stake any existing sewer laterals prior to demolition.  Sewer laterals that 
are not used by the proposed development shall be removed by Owner from the City’s rights-
of-way and capped within 24 inches of the sewer main under permit issued by the Public 
Services and Engineering Department; 

8. Owner shall underground all existing and future utilities to the site.  Utility easements may be 
required; 

9. Owner shall research and identify the location of existing utilities on the site prior to grading 
or excavating the site and the Owner shall be responsible to remove any utility location “mark 
out” indicators or paint; 
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10. Owner shall install all utilities, which are not possible to underground, such as back flow valves 
and transformers, on private property and said utilities shall be screened from public view, at 
the direction of the City of Coronado; 

11. Owner shall remove and replace the alley (full width) adjoining the subject property.  The 
limits of removal and replacement shall be from the northerly property line to approximately 
one foot south of the southerly property line to the nearest expansion joint (approximately 20 
ft. by 51 ft.); 

12. Owner shall remove and replace approximately ten lineal feet of sidewalk in accordance with 
City standards and the San Diego Regional Standard Drawings (G-7), at the direction of the 
Public Services and Engineering Department.  

13. Owner shall remove and replace portions damaged during construction of adjacent public 
sidewalk (with “historic” pattern) and/or curb and gutter in accordance with City standards and 
the San Diego Regional Standards Drawings (SDRSD), and verify limits of removal at the 
direction of the Public Services and Engineering Department; 

14. Owner shall apply for an encroachment permit from the Public Services and Engineering 
Department for any amenities proposed for the adjoining public rights-of-way and the Owner 
shall assume responsibility for costs associated with the construction and maintenance of said 
amenities; 

15. Owner shall ensure that the adjacent public sidewalk remains safe, smooth and free of all trip 
or travel hazards during construction.  Owner shall repair any public paving damaged (e.g., 
sidewalk, curb, gutter, street) during the course of this project at the direction of the Public 
Services and Engineering Department.  All repairs to public property shall be in accordance 
with City standards and the San Diego Regional Standard Drawings; 

16. Owner shall have a California licensed land surveyor install survey monuments at all property 
corners with locations indicated on the final parcel map and any monuments disturbed during 
construction shall be replaced by a licensed land surveyor at Owner’s expense; 

17. Owner shall assure that the storage of building materials, equipment, or containers (other than 
for refuse purposes) in the City right-of-way does not occur; 

18. Owner shall assure that all work performed outside of the private property lines shall conform 
to the San Diego Regional Standard Drawings and Coronado Special Construction Provisions 
and prior to construction a right-of-way permit shall be obtained from the Public Services and 
Engineering Department; 

19. Owner shall comply with the City of Coronado’s policy for proposed construction of 
subterranean garages/cellars dated June 2, 2005, as warranted by the improvement plan; 

20. Owner shall secure approval and a permit from the Public Services and Engineering 
Department if disposal of groundwater extracted from the site into the City sewer system is 
required, as the City does not permit the discharge of groundwater or construction runoff into 
the storm drain system. Owner shall must pay the costs for this operation and make payments 
of a processing fee charged the City by San Diego’s Metropolitan Waste Water Department; 

21. Owner shall maintain on-street parking spaces, parking and traffic markings, and signage 
adjacent to the subject property except as required to be modified to provide vehicle ingress 
and egress to the property; 

 
Public Services Department 
22. In accordance with Chapter 60.12 of the Coronado Municipal Code, a wastewater capacity fee 

will be charged prior to building permit issuance for sewer service connections to the sanitary 
sewer system. 

23. Owner shall protect the existing street trees within the adjacent street public parkway in 
accordance with Chapter 52.32 of the Coronado Municipal Code at the direction of the City of 
Coronado Public Services Department; said trees shall be protected with an expandable collar 
and no turf shall be permitted within 12 inches of the trunk; 
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24. Owner shall install linear root barriers adjacent to all existing and newly planted shade trees 
on public or private property, which are within 10 feet of any public sidewalk, street or alley.  
Said barriers shall be installed adjacent to the sidewalk and curb face to extend 8 feet to each 
side of center of the tree installed and not encircle the trees. The barrier shall be a minimum of 
12” and a maximum of 18” in depth and shall be either hard plastic or fabric impregnated with 
a root inhibitor (bio-barrier); 

25. Owner shall provide an automatic irrigation system to all existing and proposed adjoining 
public property landscaping; 

26. Owner shall provide an area on private property, accessible by all occupants, for the storage of 
trash and recyclable materials to the satisfaction of the City of Coronado; 

27. During project planning and design, the Owner shall incorporate effective construction and 
post construction Best Management Practices and provide all necessary studies and reports as 
determined by the Public Services and Engineering Department Director demonstrating 
compliance with the applicable regulations and standards.  All project applicants shall 
complete and submit the City's Storm Water Project Assessment Form (Form 1) to determine 
the project's construction and post-construction storm water categories.  The category 
determines the requirements for the project. Form 1 is available for download at: 
www.Coronado.ca.us/egov/apps/document/center.egov and shall be completed and submitted 
to: stormwaterreview@coronado.ca.us or delivered with the initial submittal to the City's 
Building Department counter: attention Public Services Storm Water Program; 

28. Prior to approval of any and all demolition, construction, and building permits for the project, 
Owner shall demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Public Services and Engineering Department 
Director compliance with all of the applicable provisions of the following and any amendments 
thereto: 

a. The City of Coronado Stormwater and Urban Runoff Management and Discharge 
Control (Coronado Municipal Code Chapter 61.04) 

b. NPDES Municipal Permit No. CAS108758 (San Diego Regional Water Quality 
Control Board Order No. R9-2007-001 or re-issuances thereof) 

c. NPDES Construction Permit No. CAS000002 (State Water Resources Control 
Board Order No. 2009-009-DWQ or re-issuances thereof), including modifications 
dated April 26, 2001, where applicable. 

 
Community Development Department 
29. Owner shall reserve 20% of the units within the development “for rental” to persons qualified 

by the County Housing Authority as meeting Section 8 Rental Assistance requirements or to 
persons qualifying within very low and low income categories as established annually by the 
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), or “for sale” to persons 
qualifying within moderate income categories as established annually by the U.S. Department 
of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), or shall pay a fee in lieu thereof of $7,000.00 for 
every unit within the project, at the option of the subdivider, for the purpose of providing 
affordable housing assistance in accordance with Chapter 82.21 of the Coronado Municipal 
Code (CMC); 

30. Owner shall assure that any common areas and easements are identified and described on the 
Final Map; 

31. Owner shall comply with, and if there are CC&Rs, include in said CC&Rs: 
a) That no existing or future utility lines be permitted outside of the lot or private interest 

spaces (separate interest spaces or units) of which they serve unless located within a 
common area or an easement approved by the City of Coronado; 

b) That common area or reciprocal pedestrian easements be provided to allow all private 
occupants of the property access to both the street and alley.  Where fences or walls are 
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proposed, gates shall be provided to give said occupants access to both the street and 
alley; 

c) Easements and/or rights providing for pedestrian and vehicle access, utilities and/or other 
purposes, for each proposed condominium unit, are to be specified in any condominium 
plans and/or conveyances of any unit constructed within the boundaries of this parcel 
map.  Any vehicle access driveway and vehicle maneuvering/turnaround space adjacent 
to garages or parking spaces shall be shared by all owners; 

d) That two required off-street parking spaces be provided for each dwelling with each 
space specifically assigned to each dwelling unit and clearly marked for such dwelling 
or use; 

e) That each off-street parking space required for all dwellings be continuously maintained 
free and unobstructed, with adequate ingress and egress, and not used for any use other 
than parking of motor vehicles; 

f) That any present or future outside storage of trash be accessible by all occupants and be 
enclosed within a minimum 5 ft. high wall with gate which shall be on private property 
and approved by the City of Coronado Community Development Department; 

g) That each existing and proposed dwelling unit held as a condominium form of ownership 
shall be provided with a minimum of 200 cubic feet of storage space per dwelling, in 
addition to closets customarily provided, in accordance with the Zoning Ordinance; and 

h) That none of the covenants, conditions and restrictions required by this condition shall 
be deleted, amended or modified without the prior written approval of the City of 
Coronado; and 

32. If the above conditions have not been completed and accepted in accordance with standards 
established by the City prior to approval of the final map, then the subdivider shall enter into 
a secured agreement with the City for 150% of the estimated cost of constructing the 
improvements and performing the conditions before the final map is approved pursuant to 
CMC Section 82.16.080.  Said agreement shall be prepared and recorded with the County 
Recorder’s Office.  If the above conditions are not completed prior to approval of the final map 
and a secured agreement is approved, all of the above conditions shall be completed to the 
satisfaction of the City of Coronado prior to any newly constructed dwelling’s building permit 
being finaled or occupancy permitted. 

 
  PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Coronado, California, 
this _____ day of ________________, 2016 by the following vote: 
 
 AYES:   
 NAYS:   
 ABSTAIN: 
 ABSENT:   
                                              
    Casey Tanaka, Mayor of the 
    City of Coronado, California 
Attest: 
 
                                                        
Mary L. Clifford, CMC 
City Clerk 

81



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

82



83



S
C

A
LE

: 
1

/8
" =

 1
'-0

"

S
IT

E 
PL

A
N

O
U
TD

O
O

R
 H

V
A
C
 U

N
IT

S
 C

A
N
N
O

T 
B
E 

PL
A
C
ED

 IN
 T

H
E

FR
O

N
T 

O
R
 S

ID
E 

YA
R
D

 S
ET

B
A
C
KS

, 
O

R
 IN

  
TH

E
FI

V
E-

FO
O

T 
R
EA

R
 Y

A
R
D

 A
C
C
ES

S
O

R
Y 

B
U
IL

D
IN

G
S
ET

B
A
C
K,

 U
N
LE

S
S
 T

H
EY

 A
R
E 

U
N
D

ER
 T

W
O

 F
EE

T 
IN

H
EI

G
H
T 

C
O

M
PA

R
ED

 T
O

 T
H
E 

A
V
ER

A
G

E 
G

R
A
D

E.
 A

LL
M

A
C
H
IN

ER
Y 

M
U
S
T 

C
O

N
FO

R
M

 T
O

 T
H
E 

C
IT

Y 
O

F
C
O

R
O

N
A
D

O
 N

O
IS

E 
O

R
D

IN
A
N
C
E.

N
EW

 B
A
C

K 
U
N
IT

7
6

4
 F

 A
V
E

(E
) 
H
IS

TO
R
IC

A
L 

FR
O

N
T 

U
N
IT

7
7

0
 F

 A
V
E

PA
TI

O

5
'-0

"

5
'-0

"

A
LL

EY

1
0

'-0
"

5
'-0

"

F 
A
V
EN

U
E

C
U
R
B

LA
N
D

S
C
A
PE

 A
R
EA

:
2
6
8
5
.0

6
 S

F
3
8
.3

5
%

 O
F 

S
IT

E

17'-103
4"

FI
R
S
T 

FL
O

O
R
 S

ET
B
A
C

K

(E
) 
G

A
R
D

EN
 W

A
LL

(E
) 
G

A
R
D

EN
 W

A
LL

4
'-8

"

1
st

 F
LO

O
R
:

5
'-0

" R
YS

B
5

'-1
" t

o 
FO

F

1
st

 F
LO

O
R
:

5
'-0

" S
YS

B
5

'-1
" t

o 
FO

F1
st

 F
LO

O
R
:

5
'-0

" S
YS

B
5

'-1
" t

o 
FO

F

5
'-8

"

1
9

'-4
1 2
"

1
st

 F
LO

O
R
:

1
9

'-4
1 2
" S

YS
B

1
9

'-5
1 2
" t

o 
FO

F

2
5

'-0
"

D
R
A
IN

A
G

E 
D

IR
EC

TI
O

N

D
R
A
IN

A
G

E 
D

IR
EC

TI
O

N

D
R
A
IN

A
G

E 
D

IR
EC

TI
O

N

D
R
A
IN

A
G

E 
D

IR
EC

TI
O

N

FI
R
S
T 

FL
O

O
R
 D

O
O

R
:

4
" A

R
C

H
IT

EC
TU

R
A
L 

PR
O

JE
C

TI
O

N
S

(C
M

C
 8

6
.0

4
.0

9
4

)

FI
R
S
T 

FL
O

O
R
 D

O
O

R
:

4
" A

R
C

H
IT

EC
TU

R
A
L 

PR
O

JE
C

TI
O

N
S

(C
M

C
 8

6
.0

4
.0

9
4

)

FE
N
C

ED
 T

R
A
S
H
 &

R
EC

YC
LE

 R
EC

EP
TA

C
LE

TO
 C

O
M

PL
Y 

W
IT

H
 C

M
C

 8
6

.5
6

.0
4

0

3
 (
N
) 
W

A
S
TE

LI
N
ES

 T
O

 A
LL

EY
 S

EW
ER

W
IT

H
IN

 5
' S

ET
B
A
C

K

W W W

(E
) 
W

A
TE

R
-M

ET
ER

2
 (
N
) 
W

A
TE

R
-M

ET
ER

O
N
E 

3
7

5
A
M

P.
 M

A
IN

 E
LE

C
. 

S
U
PP

LY
S
U
B
D

IV
ID

ED
 IN

TO
 T

H
R
EE

 IN
D

IV
. 

1
2

5
A
M

P.
EL

EC
. 

PA
N
EL

S
 F

O
R
 E

A
C

H
 U

N
IT

D
N
1

O
N
E 

7
 3

/4
" S

TE
P

B
ET

W
EE

N
 P

A
TI

O
S

1
%

 S
LO

PE

1
%

 S
LO

PE

D
R
A
IN

A
G

E 
D

IR
EC

TI
O

N

2
%

 S
LO

PE

D
R
A
IN

A
G

E 
D

IR
EC

TI
O

N

2
%

 S
LO

PE

A
LL

EY
 M

ID
PO

IN
T

D
N
1

1
6

'-0
"

50'-0"

1
4

0
'-0

"

5
'-0

" S
ID

E-
YA

R
D

 S
ET

B
A
C

K

5
'-0

" S
ID

E-
YA

R
D

 S
ET

B
A
C

K

2
5

'-0
" E

XI
S
TI

N
G

 F
YS

B

FE
N
C

ED
 T

R
A
S
H
 &

R
EC

YC
LE

 R
EC

EP
TA

C
LE

TO
 C

O
M

PL
Y 

W
IT

H
 C

M
C

 8
6

.5
6

.0
4

0

6
" C

U
R
B

6
'-6

"
5

'-0
"

4
'-0

"

SIDEWALK

OUTSIDE PROW

INSIDE PROW

A
 r

ig
ht

-o
f-
w
ay

 p
er

m
it 

an
d 

in
sp

ec
tio

n 
is

 r
eq

ui
re

d
fr
om

 t
he

 E
ng

in
ee

rin
g 

& 
Pr

oj
ec

t 
D

ev
el

op
m

en
t

D
ep

ar
tm

en
t 

fo
r 

al
l w

or
k 

ou
ts

id
e 

of
 p

riv
at

e
pr

op
er

ty
 li

ne
s.

4
'-1

"

3
'-1

01 2
"

N
O

N
 C

O
N
FO

R
M

IN
G

EX
IS

TI
N
G

S
YS

B

N
O

N
 C

O
N
FO

R
M

IN
G

EX
IS

TI
N
G

S
YS

B

7
7

0
 F

 A
V
E

TA
N
D

EM
 G

A
R
A
G

E

7
7

0
 F

 A
V
E

TA
N
D

EM
 G

A
R
A
G

E

7
7

0
 F

 A
V
E

S
ID

E-
B
Y-

S
ID

E 
G

A
R
A
G

E
N
EW

 B
A
C

K 
U
N
IT

7
6

6
 F

 A
V
E

(N
) 
H
IS

TO
R
IC

A
L 

FR
O

N
T 

U
N
IT

7
7

0
 F

 A
V
E

(E
) 
H
IS

TO
R
IC

A
L 

FR
O

N
T 

U
N
IT

7
7

0
 F

 A
V
E

A
-2

S
IT

E 
PL

A
N

DATE:

SCALE:

DRAWN BY:
770 F AVE, CORONADO CA, 92118

NO.REVISIONSDATE

10/19/2015

1/8"=1'-0"
BARTOCCI DEVELOPMENT, INC
OFFICE: (619) 702-0113    CELL: (619) 701-2414

PR
O

TE
C

TI
O

N
 O

F 
A
D

JO
IN

IN
G

 P
R
O

PE
R
TY

A
N
Y 

PE
R
S
O

N
 M

A
KI

N
G

 O
R
 C

A
U
S
IN

G
 A

N
 E

XC
A
V
A
TI

O
N
 T

O
 B

E 
M

A
D

E 
TO

 A
D

EP
TH

 
O

F 
1

2
' 

O
R
 

LE
S
S
 

B
EL

O
W

 
TH

E 
G

R
A
D

E 
S
H
A
LL

 
PR

O
TE

C
T 

TH
E

EX
C

A
V
A
TI

O
N
 S

O
 T

H
A
T 

TH
E 

S
O

IL
 O

F 
A
D

JO
IN

IN
G

 P
R
O

PE
R
TY

 W
IL

L 
N
O

T 
C

A
V
E

IN
 

O
R
 

S
ET

TL
E,

 
B
U
T 

S
H
A
LL

 
N
O

T 
B
E 

LI
A
B
LE

 
FO

R
 

TH
E 

EX
PE

N
S
E 

O
F

U
N
D

ER
PI

N
N
IN

G
 

O
R
 

EX
TE

N
D

IN
G

 
TH

E 
FO

U
N
D

A
TI

O
N
 

O
F 

B
U
IL

D
IN

G
S
 

O
N

A
D

JO
IN

IN
G

 P
R
O

PE
R
TI

ES
 W

H
EN

 T
H
E 

EX
C

A
V
A
TI

O
N
 I
S
 N

O
T 

IN
 E

XC
ES

S
 O

F 
1

2
'

IN
 D

EP
TH

. 
 B

EF
O

R
E 

C
O

M
M

EN
C

IN
G

 T
H
E 

EX
C

A
V
A
TI

O
N
, 

TH
E 

PE
R
S
O

N
 M

A
KI

N
G

O
R
 C

A
U
S
IN

G
 T

H
E 

EX
C

A
V
A
TI

O
N
 S

H
A
LL

 N
O

TI
FY

 T
H
E 

O
W

N
ER

S
 O

F 
A
D

JO
IN

IN
G

B
U
IL

D
IN

G
S
 N

O
T 

LE
S
S
 T

H
A
N
 1

0
 D

A
YS

 B
EF

O
R
E 

S
U
C

H
 E

XC
A
V
A
TI

O
N
 I

S
 T

O
B
E 

M
A
D

E 
A
N
D

 T
H
A
T 

TH
E 

A
D

JO
IN

IN
G

 B
U
IL

D
IN

G
S
 S

H
O

U
LD

 B
E 

PR
O

TE
C

TE
D

.
TH

E 
O

W
N
ER

S
 O

F 
A
D

JO
IN

IN
G

 P
R
O

PE
R
TI

ES
 S

H
A
LL

 B
E 

G
IV

EN
 A

C
C

ES
S
 T

O
TH

E 
EX

C
A
V
A
TI

O
N
 F

O
R
 T

H
E 

PU
R
PO

S
E 

O
F 

PR
O

TE
C

TI
N
G

 S
U
C

H
 A

D
JO

IN
IN

G
PR

O
PE

R
TI

ES
.

N
O

TE
S
:

- 
YA

R
D

 S
ET

B
A
C

KS
 A

R
E 

TO
 B

E 
M

EA
S
U
R
ED

 F
R
O

M
 T

H
E 

EX
TE

R
IO

R
 W

A
LL

 F
IN

IS
H

 T
O

TH
E 

PR
O

PE
R
TY

 L
IN

E 
A
N
D

 N
O

T 
FR

O
M

 T
H
E 

O
U
TS

ID
E 

O
F 

TH
E 

FO
O

TI
N
G

 (
O

R
 F

A
C

E
O

F 
S
TU

D
S
).
  

TH
E 

PL
A
N
S
 M

U
S
T 

B
E 

D
ES

IG
N
ED

 W
IT

H
 T

H
E 

W
A
LL

 F
IN

IS
H
 T

H
IC

KN
ES

S
(ie

. 
7

/8
" 
S
TU

C
C

O
, 

ET
C

.)
 A

D
D

ED
 T

O
 T

H
E 

PL
A
N
 F

O
R
 T

H
E 

S
ET

B
A
C

K
 M

EA
S
U
R
EM

EN
T.

TH
E 

FI
EL

D
 

IN
S
PE

C
TO

R
 

W
IL

L 
A
D

D
 

TH
E 

PL
A
N
N
ED

 
W

A
LL

 
TH

IC
KN

ES
S
 

TO
 

TH
E

FO
U
N
D

A
TI

O
N
 S

ET
B
A
C

K.
  

IF
 T

H
E 

W
A
LL

 F
IN

IS
H
 I

S
 T

O
 B

E 
C

H
A
N
G

ED
 A

FT
ER

 P
LA

N
A
PP

R
O

V
A
L,

 T
H
E 

A
FF

EC
T 

O
N
 M

EE
TI

N
G

 T
H
E 

S
ET

B
A
C

K
 R

EQ
U
IR

EM
EN

T 
M

U
S
T 

B
E

C
O

N
S
ID

ER
ED

 T
O

 G
ET

 T
H
E 

C
H
A
N
G

E 
A
PP

R
O

V
ED

 B
Y 

TH
E 

C
IT

Y 
O

F 
C

O
R
O

N
A
D

O
.

S
TO

R
M

 W
A
TE

R
 Q

U
A
LI

TY
 N

O
TE

S
 -

 C
O

N
S
TR

U
C

TI
O

N
 B

M
P'

s

TH
IS

 P
R
O

JE
C

T 
S
H
A
LL

 C
O

M
PL

Y 
W

IT
H
 A

LL
 R

EQ
U
IR

EM
EN

TS
 O

F 
TH

E 
S
TA

TE
 P

ER
M

IT
;

C
A
LI

FO
R
N
IA

 
R
EG

IO
N
A
L 

W
A
TE

R
 

Q
U
A
LI

TY
 

B
O

A
R
D

, 
S
A
N
 

D
IE

G
O

, 
O

R
D

ER
 

N
o.

2
0

0
1

-0
1

, 
N
PD

ES
 N

o.
 C

A
S
0

1
0

8
7

5
8

.

  
  

  
N
O

TE
S
 B

EL
O

W
 R

EP
R
ES

EN
T 

KE
Y 

M
IN

IM
U
M

 R
EQ

U
IR

EM
EN

TS
 F

O
R
 C

O
N
S
TR

U
C

TI
O

N
 B

M
P'

S
.

1
. 

 T
H
E 

C
O

N
TR

A
C

TO
R
 S

H
A
LL

 B
E 

R
ES

PO
N
S
IB

LE
 F

O
R
 C

LE
A
N
U
P 

O
F 

A
LL

 S
IL

T 
A
N
D

 M
U
D

 O
N

A
D

JA
C

EN
T 

S
TR

EE
T(

S
) 

D
U
E 

TO
 

C
O

N
S
TR

U
C

TI
O

N
 

V
EH

IC
LE

S
 

O
R
 

A
N
Y 

O
TH

ER
C

O
N
S
TR

U
C

TI
O

N
 A

C
TI

V
IT

Y,
 A

T 
TH

E 
EN

D
 O

F 
EA

C
H
 W

O
R
K
 D

A
Y,

 O
R
 A

FT
ER

 A
 S

TO
R
M

EV
EN

T 
TH

A
T 

C
A
U
S
ES

 
A 

B
R
EE

C
H
 I

N
 I

N
S
TA

LL
ED

 
C

O
N
S
TR

U
C

TI
O

N
 
B
M

P'
s 

W
H
IC

H
 
M

A
Y

C
O

M
PR

O
M

IS
E 

S
TO

R
M

 
W

A
TE

R
 

Q
U
A
LI

TY
 

W
IT

H
IN

 
A
N
Y 

S
TR

EE
T(

S
).
 

 
A
 

S
TA

B
IL

IZ
ED

C
O

N
S
TR

U
C

TI
O

N
 E

XI
T 

M
A
Y 

B
E 

R
EQ

U
IR

ED
 T

O
 P

R
EV

EN
T 

C
O

N
S
TR

U
C

TI
O

N
 V

EH
IC

LE
S
 O

R
EQ

U
IP

M
EN

T 
FR

O
M

 T
R
A
C

KI
N
G

 M
U
D

 O
R
 S

IL
T 

O
N
TO

 T
H
E 

S
TR

EE
T.

2
. 

 A
LL

 S
TO

C
KP

IL
ES

 O
F 

S
O

IL
 A

N
D

/O
R
 B

U
IL

D
IN

G
 M

A
TE

R
IA

LS
 T

H
A
T 

A
R
E 

IN
TE

N
D

ED
 T

O
 B

E 
LE

FT
FO

R
 A

 P
ER

IO
D

 G
R
EA

TE
R
 T

H
A
N
 S

EV
EN

 C
A
LE

N
D

A
R
 D

A
YS

 A
R
E 

TO
 B

E 
C

O
V
ER

ED
. 

 A
LL

R
EM

O
V
A
B
LE

 B
M

P 
D

EV
IC

ES
 S

H
A
LL

 B
E 

IN
 P

LA
C

E 
A
T 

TH
E 

EN
D

 O
F 

EA
C

H
 W

O
R
KI

N
G

 D
A
Y

W
H
EN

 F
IV

E 
D

A
Y 

R
A
IN

 P
R
O

B
A
B
IL

IT
Y 

FO
R
EC

A
S
T 

EX
C

EE
D

S
 4

0
%

.
3

. 
 A

 C
O

N
C

R
ET

E 
W

A
S
H
O

U
T 

S
H
A
LL

 B
E 

PR
O

V
ID

ED
 O

N
 A

LL
 P

R
O

JE
C

TS
 W

H
IC

H
 P

R
O

PO
S
E 

TH
E

C
O

N
S
TR

U
C

TI
O

N
 O

F 
A
N
Y 

C
O

N
C

R
ET

E 
IM

PR
O

V
EM

EN
TS

 W
H
IC

H
 A

R
E 

TO
 B

E 
PO

U
R
ED

 I
N

PL
A
C

E 
O

N
 S

IT
E.

4
. 

 T
H
E 

C
O

N
TR

A
C

TO
R
 S

H
A
LL

 R
ES

TO
R
E 

A
LL

 E
R
O

S
IO

N
/S

ED
IM

EN
T 

C
O

N
TR

O
L 

D
EV

IC
ES

 T
O

W
O

R
KI

N
G

 
O

R
D

ER
 

A
FT

ER
 

EA
C

H
 

R
U
N
-O

FF
 

PR
O

D
U
C

IN
G

 
R
A
IN

FA
LL

 
O

R
 

A
FT

ER
 

A
N
Y

M
A
TE

R
IA

L 
B
R
EA

C
H
 IN

 E
FF

EC
TI

V
EN

ES
S
.

5
. 

 A
LL

 S
LO

PE
S
 T

H
A
T 

A
R
E 

C
R
EA

TE
D

 O
R
 D

IS
TU

R
B
ED

 B
Y 

C
O

N
S
TR

U
C

TI
O

N
 A

C
TI

V
IT

Y 
M

U
S
T 

B
E

PR
O

TE
C

TE
D

 A
G

A
IN

S
T 

ER
O

S
IO

N
 A

N
D

 S
ED

IM
EN

T 
TR

A
N
S
PO

R
T 

A
T 

A
LL

 T
IM

ES
.

6
. 

TH
E 

S
TO

R
A
G

E 
O

F 
A
LL

 
C

O
N
S
TR

U
C

TI
O

N
 

M
A
TE

R
IA

LS
 

A
N
D

 
EQ

U
IP

M
EN

T 
M

U
S
T 

B
E

PR
O

TE
C

TE
D

 
A
G

A
IN

S
T 

A
N
Y 

PO
TE

N
TI

A
L 

R
EL

EA
S
E 

O
F 

PO
LL

U
TA

N
TS

 
IN

TO
 

TH
E

EN
V
IR

O
N
M

EN
T.

TH
E 

S
TR

U
C

TU
R
E(

S
) 

W
IL

L 
B
E 

LO
C

A
TE

D
 

EN
TI

R
EL

Y 
O

N
 

U
N
D

IS
TU

R
B
ED

N
A
TI

V
E 

S
O

IL
. 

 I
F 

TH
E 

B
U
IL

D
IN

G
 I
N
S
PE

C
TO

R
 S

U
S
PE

C
TS

 F
IL

L,
 E

XP
A
N
S
IV

E
S
O

IL
S
 O

R
 A

N
Y 

G
EO

LO
G

IC
 I

N
S
TA

B
IL

IT
Y 

B
A
S
ED

 O
N
 O

B
S
ER

V
A
TI

O
N
 O

F
TH

E 
FO

U
N
D

A
TI

O
N
 E

XC
A
V
A
TI

O
N
, 

A
 S

O
IL

S
 O

R
 G

EO
LO

G
IC

A
L 

R
EP

O
R
T,

A
N
D

 A
 R

ES
U
B
M

IT
A
L 

O
F 

PL
A
N
S
 T

O
 P

LA
N
 C

H
EC

K
 T

O
 V

ER
IF

Y 
TH

A
T 

TH
E

R
EP

O
R
T 

R
EC

O
M

M
EN

D
A
TI

O
N
S
 
H
A
V
E 

B
EE

N
 
IN

C
O

R
PO

R
A
TE

D
, 

M
A
Y 

B
E

R
EQ

U
IR

ED
.

S
IG

N
A
TU

R
E

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
(O

W
N
ER

)

  
 S

PE
C

IA
L 

PE
R
M

IT
 R

EQ
U
IR

EM
EN

TS

1
. 

A
N
 E

N
C

R
O

A
C

H
M

EN
T 

PE
R
M

IT
 S

H
A
LL

 B
E 

R
EQ

U
IR

ED
 F

O
R
 A

LL
 W

O
R
K
 I

N
 T

H
E 

PU
B
LI

C
R
IG

H
T 

O
F 

W
A
Y.

  
C

O
N
TA

C
T 

TH
E 

C
IT

Y 
O

F 
S
A
N
 D

IE
G

O
 E

N
G

IN
EE

R
IN

G
 A

N
D

 P
R
O

JE
C

T
D

EV
EL

O
PM

EN
T 

FO
R
 P

ER
M

IT
 R

EQ
U
IR

EM
EN

TS
.

2
. 

EN
TI

R
E 

LO
T 

TO
 B

E 
A
U
TO

M
A
TI

C
 I

R
R
IG

A
TI

O
N
 S

YS
TE

M
 C

O
N
S
IS

TE
N
T 

W
IT

H
 W

A
TE

R
C

O
N
S
ER

V
A
TI

O
N
 L

A
W

S
. 

 T
H
IS

 A
PP

LI
ES

 T
O

 A
LL

 L
A
N
D

S
C

A
PI

N
G

 I
N
 T

H
E 

FR
O

N
T 

YA
R
D

S
A
N
D

 A
D

JO
IN

IN
G

 P
U
B
LI

C
 R

IG
H
T 

O
F 

W
A
YS

.

- 
S
U
R
FA

C
E 

W
A
TE

R
 W

IL
L 

D
R
A
IN

 A
W

A
Y 

FR
O

M
 B

U
IL

D
IN

G
. 

TH
E 

G
R
A
D

E 
S
H
A
LL

 F
A
LL

 A
M

IN
. 

O
F 

6
" W

IT
H
IN

 T
H
E 

FI
R
S
T 

1
0

'. 
S
EC

TI
O

N
 R

4
0

1
.3

-
TH

E 
S
IT

E 
S
H
A
LL

 B
E 

PR
O

V
ID

ED
 A

N
D

 A
PP

R
O

V
ED

 B
Y 

TH
E 

C
IT

Y 
EN

G
IN

EE
R
 T

H
A
T

S
H
O

W
 S

IT
E 

G
R
A
D

IN
G

 A
N
D

 P
R
O

V
ID

E 
TH

E 
S
TO

R
M

 W
A
TE

R
 R

ET
EN

TI
O

N
 A

N
D

D
R
A
IN

A
G

E 
D

U
R
IN

G
 C

O
N
S
TR

U
C

TI
O

N
. 

 B
M

P'
s 

TH
A
T 

A
R
E 

C
U
R
R
EN

TL
Y 

EN
FO

R
C

ED
 B

Y
TH

E 
C

IT
Y 

EN
G

IN
EE

R
 M

U
S
T 

B
E 

IM
PL

EM
EN

TE
D

 P
R
IO

R
 T

O
 IN

IT
IA

L 
IN

S
PE

C
TI

O
N
 B

Y 
TH

E
B
U
IL

D
IN

G
 D

EP
A
R
TM

EN
T.

  
C

G
C

 4
.1

0
6

.3
.

- 
A
 M

IN
. 

O
F 

5
0

%
 O

F 
C

O
N
S
TR

U
C

TI
O

N
 W

A
S
TE

 IS
 T

O
 B

E 
R
EC

YC
LE

D
. 

 C
G

C
 4

.4
0

8
.1

.

A
LL

 P
R
O

PE
R
TY

 L
IN

ES
, 

EA
S
EM

EN
TS

 A
N
D

 B
U
IL

D
IN

G
S
, 

B
O

TH
 E

XI
S
TI

N
G

 A
N
D

PR
O

PO
S
ED

, 
A
R
E 

S
H
O

W
N
 IN

 T
H
IS

 S
IT

E 
PL

A
N
.

A
LL

 E
A
V
E 

PR
O

JE
C

TI
O

N
S
 IN

TO
 T

H
E 

5
' S

ET
 B

A
C

KS
 S

H
A
LL

 B
E 

1
-H

R
. 

R
A
TE

D
 (
W

IT
H

S
TU

C
C

O
 O

N
 T

H
E 

B
O

TT
O

M
);
 O

R
 H

EA
V
Y 

TI
M

B
ER

 (
2

X 
S
H
EA

TH
IN

G
) 
& 

4
X 

R
A
FT

ER
TA

IL
S
.

84



CC 03/15/16 

PUBLIC HEARING:  ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION APPROVING A TWO-LOT 
TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP FOR THE PROPERTY ADDRESSED AS 427 A AVENUE IN THE 
R-1B (SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL) ZONE (PC 2015-22) 

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:  Adopt “A Resolution of the City Council of 
the City of Coronado Approving a Two-Lot Tentative Parcel Map for the property addressed as 427 A 
Avenue, Coronado, California.” 

FISCAL IMPACT:  If the parcel map is approved and the property is developed as proposed, property 
taxes will increase and the following impact fees will be paid to the City: 

 In-lieu housing: $14,000 ($7,000 per unit).

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Approval of a Tentative Map is considered to be an administrative 
decision (“quasi-adjudicative”).  Administrative decisions involve the application of existing laws or 
policies to a given set of facts.  Findings are required to be made in any administrative decision, based 
on the evidence presented.  The administrative act is to apply these findings to a specific parcel of land 
and the findings must conform to what is required by applicable law or local ordinances.  If challenged, 
generally the court will look to the administrative record to determine whether the evidence or findings 
support the decision or whether the City Council decision was arbitrary or capricious. 

Findings that require the disapproval of a tentative map include the following:  (1) that the proposed map 
is inconsistent with applicable general and specific plans; (2) that the design or improvement of the 
proposed subdivision is inconsistent with applicable general and specific plans; (3) that the site is not 
physically suitable for the type of development; (4) that the site is not physically suitable for the proposed 
density of development; (5) that the design of the subdivision or the proposed improvements are likely 
to cause substantial environmental damage, or substantially and avoidably injure fish or wildlife or their 
habitat; (6) that the design of the subdivision or type of improvements is likely to cause serious public 
health problems; or (7) that the design of the subdivision or the type of improvements will conflict with 
public easements. 

The City Council’s authority to act upon tentative maps is also addressed under the Coronado Municipal 
Code Subdivision Ordinance Section 82.50.120 and the State Subdivision Map Act Section 66452.2. 
These regulations require that the City Council approve, conditionally approve, or disapprove the 
tentative map within 50 days of the submission of the tentative map. 

PUBLIC NOTICE:  Notice of this public hearing, as well as the Planning Commission public hearing, 
was mailed to all property owners within a 300 ft. radius of the property and published in the Coronado 
Eagle & Journal on March 2, 2016. 

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA):  Categorically Exempt under 
Section 15315 Class 15 (minor land divisions of four or fewer parcels) of the CEQA Guidelines. 

BACKGROUND: 

1. Request:  Two-lot Tentative Parcel Map per Chapter 82.60 Minor Subdivisions to subdivide the
existing lot into two lots, with one fronting on A Avenue and the other fronting on Adella Lane.
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2. Location:  The property is located on A Avenue between Fourth and Fifth Streets. 
 
3. Description of Property:  The parcel is comprised of one lot with a total lot area of 7,548 sq. ft. 

with street and alley access (this alley is named "Adella Lane").  One historically designated 
dwelling (427 A Avenue) is present on the A Avenue frontage, and a secondary non-historic 
dwelling (424 Adella Lane) is present at the  rear and is accessed from Adella Lane.  The property 
is currently approximately 187 feet deep with 40 ft. frontages on A Avenue and Adella Lane.  The 
property naturally slopes down from west to east with Adella Lane approximately 9 ft. lower than 
A Avenue. 

 
4. Zoning Designation:  “R-1B Single-Family Residential Zone.”  The R-1B zone permits 12 dwelling 

units per acre or one unit per 3,500 sq. ft. of lot size.  The size of the subject property would allow 
a maximum of two lots and two units. Two lots and two units are proposed. 

 
5. General Plan Designation:  “Low Density Residential: Up to 12 dwelling units per acre (i.e., R-1B 

Zone).”  The Land Use Element of the General Plan, implemented through the Zoning Ordinance, 
“encourages a vibrant diverse community by allowing a variety of life styles and housing 
opportunities.”  “The residential land use categories are expressed in terms of density maximums 
– that is, up to 8 dwellings per acre, up to 12 dwellings per acre, etc.  Implied in the approach is a 
City policy prerogative, which simply says that all residential development in any specific category 
may be built as desired by the residents, as long as the density does not exceed a certain upper 
limit.”  The Land Use Element further describes the R-1B Zone as a zone “intended to preserve the 
character of existing neighborhoods by assuring that reconstruction and replacement activities are 
totally compatible with the current low-density residential patterns of the neighborhoods.  While 
this designation typically denotes neighborhoods composed of detached single-family dwellings, 
occupying separate lots, duplex construction or construction of a second detached single-family 
dwelling is permissible on lots that are at least twice the size of the minimum lot size for this land 
use designation.” 

 
6. Historic Resource Commission:  On July 21, 2015, on an appeal of a Historic Resource 

Commission decision, the City Council approved a Historic Alteration Permit for the project (HAP 
2015-04), approving an exception to parking standards allowing relocation of the uncovered 
parking space from the rear of the property to the front yard setback on A Avenue. 

 
7. Planning Commission:  On February 9, 2016, the Planning Commission adopted a motion with 

findings and conditions, recommending City Council approval of the Tentative Map. 
 
ANALYSIS:  Pursuant to Coronado Municipal Code ("CMC") Section 82.50.110, the Planning 
Commission is authorized to recommend to the City Council the approval, conditional approval or denial 
of the tentative map.  As appropriate, the Planning Commission is to recommend the kind, nature and 
extent of improvements that should be constructed or installed.  The recommendation is then presented 
to the City Council according to CMC Section 82.50.120.  If the tentative map is approved, the tentative 
map will become final upon compliance with CMC Chapter 82.64 as a minor subdivision. 
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The subject property is currently one lot and is developed with one historically designated dwelling 
addressed as 427 A Avenue at the front of the lot adjacent to A Avenue, and one non-historic single-
family dwelling addressed as 424 Adella Lane at the rear of the lot.  The applicant is proposing to 
subdivide the lot into two, with Parcel 1 fronting on A Avenue and Parcel 2 fronting on Adella Lane.  
Parcel 1 will be 40 ft. wide along A Avenue x 100 ft. deep for a total proposed lot size of 4,000 sq. ft.  
Parcel 2 will be 40.09 ft. wide along Adella Lane x 87.4 ft. deep along the alley for a proposed lot size 
of 3,548 sq. ft. 
 
Currently, the required off street parking for the A Avenue dwelling, one covered and enclosed space 
and one uncovered space, is located at the rear of the lot and is accessed from Adella Lane. In June 2015, 
the applicant submitted a Historic Alteration Permit application (HAP 2015-04) requesting approval of 
an exception to parking standards. The request involved relocation of the existing uncovered parking 
space, accessed from Adella Lane, to the front yard setback area of the A Avenue frontage. The Historic 
Resource Commission denied this request, and the applicant appealed the decision to the City Council.  
The City Council adopted Resolution 8673 approving the request for parking exceptions.  The proposed 
map reflects the parking condition approved by the City Council, with the relocated uncovered space in 
the location identified as P1 on the Map.  
 
The parcel map and proposed residential use is consistent with the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance, 
complies with the State Map Act and the Coronado Subdivision Ordinance, and was reviewed by the 
Public Services and Engineering and Fire departments, whose conditions of approval are incorporated 
into the attached resolution of approval. 
 

The State Subdivision Map Act and Coronado Subdivision Ordinance provide authority to local agencies 
to impose conditions on the approval of subdivisions.  The subdivider can be required to dedicate land 
to public use, make public improvements, pay required fees, or other conditions as needed to mitigate 
any adverse impacts of the subdivision on the community, to provide governmental services to 
subdivision residents, and to implement the requirements of the local general plan.  Public improvements 
for this project include undergrounding utilities, and replacing the adjacent damaged alley and public 
sidewalk.  These required public improvements have been incorporated into the list of conditions and 
are consistent with requirements of other subdivision maps. 
 

ALTERNATIVE:  The City Council has the right to modify the attached findings and conditions in 
accordance with the above City Council Authority. 
 

For additional details, please see the attachments.  The full size proposed Tentative Parcel Map is 
available to review in the Community Development Department. 
 

Submitted by Community Development Department/Tricia Olsen 
Attachments: A) Draft Resolution 

B) Tentative Parcel Map 
 
i:\city council, boards, and commissions\pc\pc staff reports\pc 2015-22 427 a ave tpm\cc 2015-22 427 a avenue tpm.docx 
 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
BK TR N/A JNC MLC RAH EW N/A N/A N/A CMM N/A 
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ATTACHMENT A 
 
 

RESOLUTION NO. __________ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORONADO 
APPROVING A TWO-LOT TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP FOR THE PROPERTY 

ADDRESSED AS 427 A AVENUE, CORONADO, CALIFORNIA 
_________________________________________________________________________ 
 
  WHEREAS, the applicant has, per the California Subdivision Map Act and the City 
of Coronado Subdivision Ordinance, requested City approval to subdivide 427 A Avenue as two 
separate lots; and 
 
  WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Coronado did, pursuant to 
section 66452.2 of the Government Code, hold a public hearing on the Tentative Parcel Map on 
February 9, 2016, and subsequently adopted a motion recommending approval with findings and 
conditions to the City Council; and 
 
  WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Coronado did, pursuant to Section 66452.2 
of the Government Code, hold a public hearing on said subdivision request on March 15, 2016, 
and said public hearing was duly noticed as required by law and all persons desiring to be heard 
were heard at said hearing. 
 
  NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
Coronado that the proposed Tentative Parcel Map for 427 A Avenue be approved and that the 
approval be based upon the following findings: 
 
1. The proposed map is consistent with the Coronado General Plan and Zoning Ordinance in that 

the proposed residential use and density of development are permitted under the General Plan 
and Zoning Ordinance requirements; 

2. The design of the proposed subdivision is consistent with the Coronado General Plan and 
Zoning Ordinance in that the design provides sufficient lot area and street or alley access for 
the development; 

3. The site is physically suitable for the type of development in that the subject parcel of 7,548 
sq. ft. is capable of supporting up to two lots and two dwelling units in the R-1B zone; 

4. The site is physically suitable for the proposed density of development in that the number of 
units in the project is within the 12 dwelling units per acre standard specified in the Coronado 
Zoning Ordinance for the R-1B zone; 

5. The design of the subdivision is not likely to cause substantial environmental damage, nor is it 
likely to substantially and avoidably injure fish or wildlife or their habitat and the project is 
categorically exempt from environmental review according to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA), in accordance with Section 15315 Class 15 for minor land divisions of 
four or fewer parcels; 

6. The design of the subdivision is not likely to cause serious public health problems within the 
authority of the Coronado Public Health Officer; 

7. The design of the subdivision will not conflict with any easements acquired by the public at 
large and which are recorded or established by judgment of a court of competent jurisdiction; 
and 

8. With the concurrent approval of the suspension of subdivision design requirements, the 
Tentative Map meets all the requirements of the Subdivision Map Act and the Coronado 
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Subdivision Ordinance and was reviewed by the Public Services and Engineering and Fire 
departments, whose conditions of approval have been incorporated below. 

 
  BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the approval is subject to the following 
conditions: 
 
Fire Department 
1. Owner shall provide appropriate Fire Department personnel and vehicle access including 

access to any locked common areas.  All gates or other structures or devices that could obstruct 
fire access roadways or otherwise hinder emergency operations are prohibited unless they meet 
standards approved by the Fire Department and receive specific plan approval; 

 
Engineering Department 
2. Owner shall maintain a minimum of three feet of clearance between vehicular ingress/egress 

areas and any property lines extended, intersection radius, and any obstruction, e.g., utility 
poles, hydrants, trees, etc.  The relocation of any of these items to obtain the needed clearances 
shall be the sole responsibility of the Owner;  

3. Owner shall videotape any existing sewer laterals used for new development, at Owner’s 
expense, for its entire length to the sewer main to assess its condition and suitability for 
continued use.  The video shall be furnished to the City of Coronado Public Services and 
Engineering Department in DVD format, and based on its review, repairs or replacement of 
the sewer line may be required, at the direction of the City of Coronado.  In accordance with 
the Municipal Code, fees will be charged for new sewer service lateral connections.  Each 
parcel requires a separate sewer service lateral connected to the sewer main and the reservation 
of easements will be required; 

4. Owner shall cap and stake any existing sewer laterals prior to demolition.  Sewer laterals that 
are not used by the proposed development shall be removed by Owner from the City’s rights-
of-way and capped within 24 inches of the sewer main under permit issued by the Public 
Services and Engineering Department; 

5. Owner shall underground all existing and future utilities to this site.  Individual lots require 
separate utility service and utility easements shall be provided; 

6. Owner shall research and identify the location of existing utilities on the site prior to grading 
or excavating the site and the Owner shall be responsible to remove any utility location “mark 
out” indicators or paint; 

7. Owner shall install all utilities, which are not possible to underground, such as back flow valves 
and transformers, on private property and said utilities shall be screened from public view, at 
the direction of the City of Coronado; 

8. Owner shall remove and replace the alley (full width) adjoining the subject property.  The 
limits of removal and replacement shall be from property line to property line (approximately 
20 ft. by 40 ft.) in accordance with City standards and the San Diego Regional Standard 
Drawings, at the direction of the Public Services and Engineering Department; 

9. Owner shall remove and replace approximately fifteen lineal feet of sidewalk adjacent in 
accordance with City standards and the San Diego Regional Standard Drawings (G-7), at the 
direction of the Public Services and Engineering Department. Owner shall remove and replace 
portions damaged during construction of adjacent public sidewalk (with “historic” pattern) 
and/or curb and gutter in accordance with City standards and the San Diego Regional Standards 
Drawings (SDRSD), and verify limits of removal at the direction of the Public Services and 
Engineering Department; 

10. Owner shall apply for an encroachment permit from the Public Services and Engineering 
Department for any amenities proposed for the adjoining public rights-of-way and the Owner 
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shall assume responsibility for costs associated with the construction and maintenance of said 
amenities; 

11. Owner shall ensure that the adjacent public sidewalk remains safe, smooth and free of all trip 
or travel hazards during construction.  Owner shall repair any public paving damaged (e.g., 
sidewalk, curb, gutter, street) during the course of this project at the direction of the Public 
Services and Engineering Department.  All repairs to public property shall be in accordance 
with City standards and the San Diego Regional Standard Drawings; 

12. Owner shall have a California licensed land surveyor install survey monuments at all property 
corners with locations indicated on the final parcel map and any monuments disturbed during 
construction shall be replaced by a licensed land surveyor at Owner’s expense; 

13. Owner shall assure that the storage of building materials, equipment, or containers (other than 
for refuse purposes) in the City right-of-way does not occur; 

14. Owner shall assure that all work performed outside of the private property lines shall conform 
to the San Diego Regional Standard Drawings and Coronado Special Construction Provisions 
and, prior to construction, a right-of-way permit shall be obtained from the Public Services and 
Engineering Department; 

15. Owner shall comply with the City of Coronado’s policy for proposed construction of 
subterranean garages/cellars dated June 2, 2005, as warranted by the improvement plan; 

16. Owner shall secure approval and a permit from the Public Services and Engineering 
Department if disposal of groundwater extracted from the site into the City sewer system is 
required, as the City does not permit the discharge of groundwater or construction runoff into 
the storm drain system. Owner shall must pay the costs for this operation and make payments 
of a processing fee charged the City by San Diego’s Metropolitan Waste Water Department; 

17. Owner shall maintain on-street parking spaces, parking and traffic markings, and signage 
adjacent to the subject property except as required to be modified to provide vehicle ingress 
and egress to the property; 

 
Public Services Department 
18. Owner shall remove the three shortest Mexican Fan Palm trees in the adjacent street public 

parkway; 
19. Owner shall protect, irrigate, and maintain the remaining tall palm tree within the adjacent 

street public parkway. Said tree shall be protected with an expandable collar and no turf shall 
be permitted within 12 inches of the trunk;  

20. Owner shall provide an automatic irrigation system to all existing and proposed adjoining 
public property landscaping; 

21. Owner shall provide an area on private property, accessible by all occupants, for the storage of 
trash and recyclable materials to the satisfaction of the City of Coronado; 

22. During project planning and design, the Owner shall incorporate effective construction and 
post construction Best Management Practices and provide all necessary studies and reports as 
determined by the Public Services and Engineering Department Director demonstrating 
compliance with the applicable regulations and standards.  All project applicants shall 
complete and submit the City's Storm Water Project Assessment Form (Form 1) to determine 
the project's construction and post-construction storm water categories.  The category 
determines the requirements for the project. Form 1 is available for download at: 
www.Coronado.ca.us/egov/apps/document/center.egov and shall be completed and submitted 
to: stormwaterreview@coronado.ca.us or delivered with the initial submittal to the City's 
Building Department counter: attention Public Services Storm Water Program; 

23. Prior to approval of any and all demolition, construction, and building permits for the project, 
Owner shall demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Public Services and Engineering Department 
Director compliance with all of the applicable provisions of the following and any amendments 
thereto: 
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a. The City of Coronado Stormwater and Urban Runoff Management and Discharge 
Control (Coronado Municipal Code Chapter 61.04) 

b. NPDES Municipal Permit No. CAS108758 (San Diego Regional Water Quality 
Control Board Order No. R9-2007-001 or re-issuances thereof) 

c. NPDES Construction Permit No. CAS000002 (State Water Resources Control 
Board Order No. 2009-009-DWQ or re-issuances thereof), including modifications 
dated April 26, 2001, where applicable. 

 
Community Development Department 
24. Owner shall reserve 20% of the units within the development “for rental” to persons qualified 

by the County Housing Authority as meeting Section 8 Rental Assistance requirements or to 
persons qualifying within very low and low income categories as established annually by the 
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), or “for sale” to persons 
qualifying within moderate income categories as established annually by the U.S. Department 
of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), or shall pay a fee in lieu thereof of $7,000.00 for 
every unit within the project, at the option of the subdivider, for the purpose of providing 
affordable housing assistance in accordance with Chapter 82.21 of the Coronado Municipal 
Code (CMC); 

25. Owner shall provide and record a utility and access easement to the satisfaction of San Diego 
Gas and Electric prior to the submittal of an application for a Final Parcel Map; 

26. Owner shall assure that any easements are identified and described on the Final Map; 
27. If the above conditions have not been completed and accepted in accordance with standards 

established by the City prior to approval of the final map, then the subdivider shall enter into 
a secured agreement with the City for 150% of the estimated cost of constructing the 
improvements and performing the conditions before the final map is approved pursuant to 
CMC Section 82.16.080.  Said agreement shall be prepared and recorded with the County 
Recorder’s Office.  If the above conditions are not completed prior to approval of the final map 
and a secured agreement is approved, all of the above conditions shall be completed to the 
satisfaction of the City of Coronado prior to any newly constructed dwelling’s building permit 
being finaled or occupancy permitted. 

 
  PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Coronado, California, 
this _____ day of ________________, 2016 by the following vote: 
 
 AYES:   
 NAYS:   
 ABSTAIN: 
 ABSENT:   
                                              
    Casey Tanaka, Mayor of the 
    City of Coronado, California 
Attest: 
 
                                                        
Mary L. Clifford, CMC 
City Clerk 
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PUBLIC HEARING: ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION IMPLEMENTING THE 
ANNUAL INDEXED ADJUSTMENTS TO POLICE, EMS/AMBULANCE AND 
DEVELOPMENT-RELATED USER FEES, AND TO THE WASTEWATER CAPACITY 
FEES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016-17 

RECOMMENDATION: Adopt “A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Coronado 
Adopting the Fiscal Year 2016-17 Schedules of Police, EMS/Ambulance Fees, Development 
User Fees, and Wastewater Capacity Fees to be Charged by Various City Departments and 
Repealing Previously Adopted and/or Conflicting Fees for Such Services.” 

FISCAL IMPACT: The Police, EMS/Ambulance and Development-related User Fees are to be 
adjusted each fiscal year by the Consumer Price Index (CPI) of the San Diego Region for the 
prior calendar year.  The CPI for Calendar Year 2015 was 1.6%.  The Wastewater Capacity Fees 
are automatically adjusted each fiscal year by the Engineering News Record – Construction Cost 
Index (CCI) for the prior calendar year.  The CCI for Calendar Year 2015 was 2.5%.  

PUBLIC NOTICE:  Legal notices of the agenda item were published in the Coronado Eagle & 
Journal on March 2 and March 9, 2016.  The new fees included in this staff report will take 
effect on July 1, 2016. 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Adoption of a Resolution is a legislative action.  Legislative 
actions tend to express a public purpose and make provisions for the ways and means of 
accomplishing the purpose.  Legislative actions involve the exercise of discretion governed by 
considerations of public welfare, in which case, the City Council is deemed to have “paramount 
authority” in such decisions.  Pursuant to Article XIIIC section 1(e)(1) and (6) of the California 
Constitution, the proposed fee increases are exempt from the definition of “tax” and not subject 
to a vote of the electorate. 

BACKGROUND: On May 3, 2011, the City Council adopted Resolution 8472, stating that 
beginning July 1, 2012, and each fiscal year thereafter, the EMS/Ambulance fees will be 
increased by the CPI for the prior calendar year.   

On September 6, 2011, the City Council adopted Resolution 8500 establishing new and updated 
development-related fees and wastewater capacity fees that initially went into effect on January 
1, 2012.  Both fee types were also approved with the provision that they be indexed beginning 
July 1, 2013.  Each fiscal year, development-related fees will be increased by the CPI for the 
prior calendar year.  Likewise, each fiscal year, wastewater capacity fees will be increased by the 
CCI for the prior calendar year. 

On August 16, 2011, the City Council adopted Ordinance 2026 amending Coronado Municipal 
Code Chapter 8.02 entitled “Cost Recovery – Fee and Service Charge System.”  Section 
8.02.040 requires fee adjustments be approved by a resolution at a public hearing.  

More recently, on February 17, 2015, the City Council adopted Resolution 8721, stating that 
beginning July 1, 2016, and each fiscal year thereafter, certain Police Department fees will be 
increased by the CPI for the prior calendar year.   
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Pursuant to Article XIIIC section 1(e)(1) and (6) of the California Constitution, the proposed fee 
increases are exempt from the definition of “tax” and not subject to a vote of the electorate.   
 
The proposed action by the City Council does not establish any new fee but, rather, continues the 
practice of providing an inflation index to fees previously adopted.   
 
Generally, annually adjusting the fees for services based on an approved index avoids larger, 
more significant increases in the future.  It has been the Council policy to avoid large fee 
increases in-lieu of smaller annual inflation index fee increases.  All proposed fees for service 
have documentation to support the original and adjusted fee amount.  The fee cannot exceed the 
cost to provide the service, but may be set so as to fully recover the cost of providing the service 
thereby reducing general fund subsidies of private development activities and increase resources 
for other general fund activities, projects or programs to benefit residents.   
 
ANALYSIS:   
 
EMS/Ambulance Fees 
Based on the CPI adjustment, the current ALS Transport Fee of $1,033 will be increased to 
$1,050, effective July 1, 2016. 
 
Wastewater Capacity Fees 
These fees are charged to new developments that connect to the City’s wastewater system, or to 
development which results in a change of use.  This connection fee is not a service charge for the 
annual treatment and collection of wastewater.   
 
Development-Related Fees 
The FY 2009-10 City-wide User Fee Study proposed a methodology for calculating building 
permit fees by developing a fee structure based upon a unit cost-based approach rather than the 
valuation approach that was previously used.  As adopted, the fees charged are directly related to 
the cost of the service(s) provided.   
 
On April 15, 2014, the City Council directed staff to implement a fee waiver policy for 
encroachment permits related to water conservation.  Since the waiver policy went into place, 23 
encroachment permits have been issued for work in the right-of-way related to water 
conservation, predominately for artificial turf.  To continue to encourage water conservation, it is 
recommended that the City continue its policy to not charge fees associated with encroachment 
permits for water conservation projects.   
 
Public Services – Storm Water Fees 
Last fiscal year, the City Council was advised that the then current storm water user fee schedule 
would be adjusted in order to fully recover both City staff and consultant pass-through costs 
associated with development review and inspection services.  As a result, the unit fees for storm 
water plan check and inspection (new construction) was converted to a deposit of $500.  The unit 
fees for the Storm Water Pollution Prevention (SWPP) plan check and inspections (for projects 
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of one acre or above) was likewise converted to a deposit of $2,500.  It is recommended that the 
City Council continue with this policy. 
 
Police Services Fees 
The dog and cat licenses are being adjusted in accordance with the CPI adjustment.  However, 
the impound release fees will remain unchanged.     
 
On May 5, 2015, the City Council adopted a resolution authorizing a convenience processing fee 
for accepting credit card payments at the City “smart” parking meters.  This is a pass through 
cost.  This fee is listed as Item 31 in the Police Services Fee Schedule.  No changes are being 
requested for parking meter rates or meter rentals.   
 
ALTERNATIVES:  The City Council could decide not to: a) adjust either the Police 
EMS/Ambulance, development-related, and/or wastewater capacity fees, as scheduled. 
 
Submitted by City Manager’s Office/Ritter/Torres 
Attachments: 
 Exhibit A: Resolution 
 Exhibit B: FY 2016-17 EMS/Ambulance Fees Schedule 
 Exhibit C: FY 2016-17 Police Fee Schedule 
    Exhibit D: FY 2016-17 Wastewater Capacity Fees Schedule 
 Exhibit E:  FY 2016-17 Development-Related User Fees Schedule  
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RESOLUTION NO. _____ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORONADO 
ADOPTING THE FISCAL YEAR 2016-17 SCHEDULES OF POLICE, 

EMS/AMBULANCE FEES, DEVELOPMENT USER FEES, AND WASTEWATER 
CAPACITY FEES TO BE CHARGED BY VARIOUS CITY DEPARTMENTS AND 

REPEALING PREVIOUSLY ADOPTED AND/OR CONFLICTING FEES FOR SUCH 
SERVICES 

 
WHEREAS, in 2009-10, the City of Coronado hired Chad Wohlford & Associates to 

develop a City-Wide User Fee Study, which included an extensive analysis of the cost 
reasonably borne to provide certain services, the beneficiaries of such services, and revenues 
produced by those paying fees and charges for such services; and 

 
WHEREAS, on May 3, 2011, the City Council adopted Resolution 8472 setting forth the 

Emergency Medical Services (EMS)/Ambulance Services Fee Schedule to be charged by the 
Coronado Fire Department; and  

 
WHEREAS, on September 6, 2011, the City Council adopted Resolution 8500 setting 

forth a Development User Fee and Wastewater Capacity Fee Schedule to be charged by various 
City Departments; and  

 
WHEREAS, on September 6, 2011, the City Council adopted Ordinance 2026 repealing 

and adding Chapter 8.02 of the Coronado Municipal Code setting forth the categories and 
approval process for user fees adopted by the City Council; and 

 
WHEREAS, on February 17, 2015, the City Council adopted Resolution 8721 setting 

forth the Police Services Fee Schedule to be charged by the Coronado Police Department; and  
 
WHEREAS, on May 5, 2015, the City Council adopted Resolution 8740 authorizing the 

imposition of a convenience processing fee for accepting credit card payments at City “smart” 
parking meters; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Coronado has determined that development-

related user fees should be adjusted and/or enacted to fully or partially recover the cost for 
providing those services; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council does find, as set forth in Coronado Municipal Code 
Chapter 8.02, that the formulas utilized to establish these fees do not exceed the reasonable cost 
of providing such services; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that amending the Police, 
EMS/Ambulance, and Development User Fees annually based upon the prior calendar year’s 
Annual Average Consumer Price Index for the San Diego Region will maintain the City’s ability 
to fully recover the cost for providing services; and 
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WHEREAS, Pursuant to Article XIIIC section 1(e)(1) and (6) of the California 
Constitution, the proposed fee increases are exempt from the definition of “tax” and not subject 
to a vote of the electorate; and 
 

WHEREAS, in 2010-11, the City of Coronado hired Atkins Global to develop a 
Wastewater Capacity Fee Study to determine whether the existing fees should be updated to: 1) 
reflect the true value of the City’s capital facilities; 2) to ensure that the current fees are in 
accordance with current industry guidelines and practices; and 3) to properly value the City’s 
investment in the San Diego Metropolitan Wastewater (Metro) System; and  
 

WHEREAS, on September 6, 2011, the City Council adopted Ordinance 2026 repealing 
and adding Chapter 60.12 of the Coronado Municipal Code setting forth the method for setting 
the wastewater capacity fee to be charged per new equivalent dwelling unit (EDU) for 
connection to the City’s sanitary sewer system; and 

 
WHEREAS, Section 8.02.040 of the Coronado Municipal Code requires fee adjustments 

be approved by a resolution at a public hearing; and  
 
WHEREAS, Government Code Section 66017(a) specifies that the effective date of all 

development user fees shall be no sooner than 60 days following the final action on the adoption 
of fees; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council has duly noticed and conducted a public hearing on March 

15, 2016, at which time the public was invited to make oral and written presentations as part of 
the regularly scheduled City Council meeting prior to the adoption of this resolution.  
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Coronado as 
follows: 
 

Section 1. That a City of Coronado EMS/Ambulance Fee Schedule is hereby adopted 
and that the fees are set in accordance with the schedule attached hereto as Exhibit B and 
incorporated herein by reference.  

 
Section 2. That the EMS/Ambulance Fees set forth in Section One of this resolution 

shall become effective on July 1, 2016. 
 
Section 3. For Fiscal Year 2016-17, and every fiscal year thereafter, the 

EMS/Ambulance Fees set forth in Section One of this resolution shall be automatically increased 
by the prior calendar year’s Annual Average Consumer Price index for the San Diego Region so 
long as the adjustment does not exceed the cost for providing the service. 

 
Section 4. That a City of Coronado Police Services Fee Schedule, which includes the 

convenience processing fee for accepting credit card payments at City parking meters, is hereby 
adopted and that the fees are set in accordance with the schedule attached hereto as Exhibit C 
and incorporated herein by reference.  
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Section 5. That the Police Services Fees set forth in Section One of this resolution 
shall become effective on July 1, 2016. 

 
Section 6. For Fiscal Year 2016-17, and every fiscal year thereafter, the Police 

Services Fees set forth in Section Four of this resolution shall be automatically increased by the 
prior calendar year’s Annual Average Consumer Price index for the San Diego Region so long as 
the adjustment does not exceed the cost for providing the service. 

 
Section 7. That a City of Coronado Wastewater Capacity Fee Schedule is hereby 

adopted and that the fees are set in accordance with the schedule attached hereto as Exhibit D 
and incorporated herein by reference and shall become effective July 1, 2016. 
 

Section 8. For Fiscal Year 2016-17, and every fiscal year thereafter, the wastewater 
capacity fees set forth in Section Seven of this resolution shall be automatically increased by the 
Engineering News Record – Construction Cost Index for Los Angeles on an annual basis so long 
as the adjustment does not exceed the cost for providing the service. 

 
Section 9. That a City of Coronado Community Development User Fee Schedule is 

hereby adopted and that the fees are set in accordance with the schedule attached hereto as 
Exhibit E and incorporated herein by reference.  

 
Section 10. That the development user fees set forth in Section Nine of this resolution 

shall become effective on July 1, 2016. 
 
Section 11. For Fiscal Year 2016-17, and every fiscal year thereafter, the development 

user fees set forth in Section Nine of this resolution, except as indicated in Exhibit E, shall be 
automatically increased by the prior calendar year’s Annual Average Consumer Price Index for 
the San Diego Region so long as the adjustment does not exceed the cost for providing the 
service. 

 
Section 12.  For those development-related services not specified in the Coronado 

Development User Fee Schedule attached hereto as Exhibit E, the service shall be assessed the 
appropriate current hourly rate as established by the City. 

 
Section 13. That the City’s Community Development, Public Services & Engineering,  

Police Services, and/or Fire Departments are authorized to collect these user fees as appropriate 
and to submit the revenues to the Administrative Services Department in a timely manner. 
 

Section 14. This resolution shall supersede all other resolutions establishing 
development-related user fees and wastewater capacity fees. 
 

Section 15. The Mayor shall sign this resolution and the City Clerk shall attest and 
certify to the passage and adoption thereof. 

 
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Coronado, 

California this 15th day of March 2016, by the following vote, to wit. 
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 AYES: 
 NAY: 
 ABSTAIN: 
 ABSENT: 
 
     _______________________________________ 
     Casey Tanaka, Mayor 
     City of Coronado, California 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
___________________________ 
Mary L. Clifford, CMC 
City Clerk 
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Exhibit B 
FY 2016-17  

EMS/Ambulance Fees Schedule 
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EMS/AMBULANCE SERVICES FEE SCHEDULE 

(Resolution 8472, 2011) 

 

No.  User Fee 

Adopted: 
3/17/15 
CURRENT 

Effective: 
7/1/16 

ADJUSTED 

1  ALS Transport ‐ Resident  (plus supplies)  $1,033.00   $1,050.00 

2  ALS Transport ‐ Non‐Resident (plus supplies)  $1,033.00   $1,050.00 

3  BLS Transport ‐ Resident (plus supplies)  $920.00   $935.00 

4  BLS Transport ‐ Non‐Resident (plus supplies)  $920.00   $935.00 

5  Treat and Release (plus supplies)  $228.00   $232.00 

6  Mileage (per mile)  $22.00   $23.00 

7  Oxygen (per incident)  $84.00   $86.00 
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Exhibit C 
FY 2016-17  

Police Services Fee Schedule 
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POLICE SERVICES FEE SCHEDULE 
(Resolution 8721, 2015) 

 

No.  User Fee 
Adopted: 2/17/15 

CURRENT 
Effective: 7/1/16 

ADJUSTED 

Business and Service Permits:    

1 
Business Operations Permit (investigation 
fee)  $45.00   $46.00 

2  Gun Dealer ‐ Permit Application  $213.00   $217.00 

3  Gun Dealer ‐ Permit Renewal  $65.00   $67.00 

4 
Massage Permits ‐ Annual ‐ Individual 
Masseuse  $75.00   $77.00 

5  Massage Permit Replacement   $58.00   $59.00 

6 
Taxi Inspection ‐ Annual Inspection 
(including medallion)  $148.00   $151.00 

7  Taxi Reinspection  $26.00   $27.00 

8  Taxi Medallion Replacement  $9.00   $10.00 

9  Taxi Driver Permit ‐ Annual  $58.00   $59.00 

10  Taxi Driver Permit Replacement   $51.00   $52.00 

Miscellaneous Police Service Fees:    

11  Initial or Annual Alarm Permit  $0.00   $0.00 

   False Alarms: Billing based on infraction within calendar year.    

12  ‐First false alarm  For 1st, 2nd and/or 
3rd false alar: If 

permit not on file, 
assess $35.00 

permit fee ONLY. 

For 1st, 2nd and/or 
3rd false alar: If 

permit not on file, 
assess $35.00 

permit fee ONLY. 

13  ‐Second false alarm 

14  ‐Third false alarm 

15  ‐Fourth false alarm  $100.00   $102.00 

16  ‐Each additional alarm thereafter  $100.00   $102.00 

17  ‐Late Fee  $50.00   $51.00 

18  Good Guy Letter (Visa clearance, etc.)  $25.00   $26.00 

19 
House or Vacation check (services by 
volunteers)  $0.00   $0.00 

20 

Second or Subsequent Response to a Party 
or Gathering which is a Disturbance of the 
peace (prior notification concerning service 
fee required) 

Actual cost  Actual cost 

21 
Civil Subpoena (limited by the state) ‐ Per 
Officer 

$150.  Set by State. 
In accordance with 

State law. 

22  Subpoena Duces Tecum (per 15 minutes)  $6.00  

$6.00
(Per Evidence Code 

§1563) 
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No.  User Fee 
Adopted: 2/17/15 

CURRENT 
Effective: 7/1/16 

ADJUSTED 

23  Subpoena Duces Tecum (per page)   $0.10  

$0.10
(Per Evidence Code 

§1563) 

   Parking Decal Program:       

24  Parking Decal Processing / Issuance  $0.00   $0.00 

25  Permit Parking Decal  ‐ Replacement  $0.00   $0.00 

   Parking Rates and Citations:       

   Standard Parking Meters for gen. parking       

26        ‐1 hour  $0.25   $0.25 

27        ‐30 minutes  N/A N/A

28        ‐24 minutes  $0.10   $0.10 

29        ‐12 minutes  $0.05   $0.05 

30        ‐6 minutes  N/A N/A

31  Credit Card Convenience Fee  $0.35   $0.35 

32  Meter Rentals ‐ per meter, per day 

$40.00 per 
applicant plus 
$4.00 per meter 

per day. 

$40.00 per 
applicant plus 
$4.00 per meter 

per day. 

   Traffic and Vehicle Fees:       

33  Oversize Vehicle Guest Parking Permit  $0.00   $0.00 

34  Vehicle Tow/Impound Release   $105.00   $107.00 

35  Repossession Fee  $15.00   $15.00 

Animal Services:    

   Dog License:       

36  Neutered/Spayed ‐ 1 Year  $12.00   $13.00 

37  Neutered/Spayed ‐ 2 Year  $19.00   $20.00 

38  Neutered/Spayed ‐ 3 Year  $25.00   $26.00 

39  Unaltered ‐ 1 Year  $24.00   $25.00 

40  Unaltered ‐ 2 Year  $38.00   $39.00 

41  Unaltered ‐ 3 Year  $50.00   $51.00 

   Cat License:       

42  Neutered/Spayed ‐ 1 Year  $5.00   $6.00 

43  Neutered/Spayed ‐ 2 Year  $9.00   $10.00 

44  Neutered/Spayed ‐ 3 Year  $12.00   $13.00 

45  Unaltered ‐ 1 Year  $10.00   $11.00 

46  Unaltered ‐ 2 Year  $18.00   $19.00 

47  Unaltered ‐ 3 Year  $24.00   $25.00 

48  License Late Fee  $10.00   $11.00 

49  License Replacement/Transfer Fee  $5.00   $6.00 
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No.  User Fee 
Adopted: 2/17/15 

CURRENT 
Effective: 7/1/16 

ADJUSTED 

50  Dangerous Animal Hearing Process  $0.00   $0.00 

51  Relinquishment Fee  $20.00   $21.00 

52  Owned Animal Disposal  $49.00   $50.00 

 Impound Release Fees (plus daily housing fees and cost of required medical care): 

53  First Occurrence 

$25.00 plus 
licensing fee if 
unlicensed 

$25.00 plus 
licensing fee if 
unlicensed 

54  Second Occurrence 

$35.00 plus 
licensing fee if 
unlicensed 

$35.00 plus 
licensing fee if 
unlicensed 

55  Third Occurrence 

$45.00 plus 
licensing fee if 
unlicensed. 

$45.00 plus 
licensing fee if 
unlicensed. 

56 
Fourth Occurrence (Fee + Municipal Code 
Violation / Fine) 

$50.00 plus 
licensing fee if 
unlicensed. 

$50.00 plus 
licensing fee if 
unlicensed. 

57 
Fifth Occurrence (Fee + Municipal Code 
Violation/Fine) 

$55.00 plus 
licensing fee if 
unlicensed. 

$55.00 plus 
licensing fee if 
unlicensed. 

58 
Animal Care and Support Fee (per day in 
shelter)  $27.50   $28.00 

59  Animal Trap Use ‐ Citizen Pick‐up  $0.00   $0.00 

60  Animal Trap Use ‐ Staff Delivery and Set‐up  $0.00   $0.00 

Records:    

61  Crime Reports ‐ Victim or Parties Involved  $0.00  

$0.00
(Per Government
Code §6253(b)) 

62  Crime Reports ‐ All Others  $8.00   $8.00 

63 
Incident Reports (CAD) ‐ Victim or Parties 
Involved  $0.00  

$0.00
(Per Government
Code §6253(b)) 

64  Incident Reports (CAD) ‐ All Others  $8.00   $8.00 

65 
Traffic Collision Report ‐ Victim or Parties 
Involved  $0.00  

$0.00
(Per Government
Code §6253(b)) 

66  Traffic Collision Report ‐ All Others  $8.00   $8.00 

67  DVD (video) disk (cost to reproduce)  $20.00   $21.00 

68 
Dispatch (audio) CD disk (cost to 
reproduce)  $20.00   $21.00 
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Exhibit D 

Wastewater Capacity Fee Schedule 
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WASTEWATER CAPACITY FEE SCHEDULE 
FISCAL YEAR 2016‐17 

 

Adopted: 
3/17/15 
CURRENT 

Effective: 
7/1/16 

ADJUSTED DESCRIPTION  EDUs    

A.  Dwelling Units and Habitable/Living Units:             

1. Each single‐family dwelling unit  1  $6,085.00      $6,238.00

2.  Each dwelling unit of a multiple‐family dwelling, 
apartment, condominium, or townhouse regardless of 
the number of bedrooms.  0.8  $4,867.00      $4,989.00

3.  Each living/habitable unit. (motel, motor hotel, hotel, 
apartment hotel, lodging house, carriage house, or 
boarding house without cooking facilities).  0.35  $2,116.00      $2,169.00

4.  Each hotel space with a kitchenette  0.6  $3,652.00      $3,744.00

5.  Each space, within a facility, that is available for 
inhabited mobile homes, trailers, campers, or camp cars  0.65  $3,956.00      $4,055.00

B.  Commercial Businesses:             

1.  Food Service Establishments            

a.  Low impact food establishment (take‐out restaurants 
with disposable utensils, no dishwasher and garbage 
disposal, and no public restrooms)  1.5  $9,127.00      $9,356.00

b.  Takeout/eat‐in restaurants            

(i)  with disposable utensils, but with seating and public 
rest rooms. (Minimum 3 EDUs with 18 seat credit)  3  $18,253.00      $18,710.00

(ii)  with re‐usable utensils, seating and public 
restrooms. (Minimum 3 EDUs with 18 seat credit.)  3  $18,253.00      $18,710.00

(iii)  Add for each additional 6‐seat unit or fraction 
thereof  1  $6,085.00      $6,238.00

2.  Each commercial establishment   1.1  $6,682.00      $6,850.00

C.  Other:             

1.  Boat slips/berths that are directly connected to 
sanitary sewer system  0.15  $938.00      $962.00

2.  Each marina pump out facility  1.1  $6,682.00      $6,850.00

3.  Any use not listed above will be dealt with on a case 
by case basis.  N/A         
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Exhibit E 
FY 2016-17 Development-Related 

User Fees Schedule  
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6
.0
0
  

   
5
0
0
 

$
1
,3
6
5
.0
0
 

$
2
,1
1
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
8
7
.0
0
 

$
2
,1
4
4
.0
0
  

2
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,9
4
2
.0
0
 

$
2
,5
3
9
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
7
4
.0
0
 

$
2
,5
8
0
.0
0
  

2
 

 A
‐1
,2
,3
  

A
ss
em

b
ly
 G
ro
u
p
 (
A
‐1
, A

‐2
, A

‐3
) 
‐ 
Sh
el
l 

5
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,9
1
7
.0
0
 

$
3
,3
2
5
.0
0
 

$
2
,9
6
4
.0
0
 

$
3
,3
7
9
.0
0
  

1
0
,0
0
0
 

$
4
,2
7
0
.0
0
 

$
3
,8
6
0
.0
0
 

$
4
,3
3
9
.0
0
 

$
3
,9
2
2
.0
0
  

  
  

  
2
5
,0
0
0
 

$
7
,0
4
9
.0
0
 

$
4
,7
3
2
.0
0
 
 

$
7
,1
6
2
.0
0
 

$
4
,8
0
8
.0
0
  

2
5
0
 

$
5
0
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,1
2
4
.0
0
 

$
5
1
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,1
4
2
.0
0
  

1
,0
0
0
 

$
8
3
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
5
5
.0
0
 

$
8
4
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
7
7
.0
0
  

3
 

 A
‐1
,2
,3
  

A
ss
em

b
ly
 G
ro
u
p
 (
A
‐1
, A

‐2
, A

‐3
) 
‐ 
TI
 

2
,5
0
0
 

$
1
,5
9
6
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
9
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
2
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,8
2
4
.0
0
  

5
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,8
4
4
.0
0
 

$
2
,0
5
7
.0
0
 

$
2
,8
9
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,0
9
0
.0
0
  

  
  

  
1
2
,5
0
0
 

$
5
,6
7
5
.0
0
 

$
2
,5
1
8
.0
0
 
 

$
5
,7
6
6
.0
0
 

$
2
,5
5
9
.0
0
  

7
5
0
 

$
1
,4
3
8
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
5
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
6
2
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
8
8
.0
0
  

3
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,1
4
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,8
3
3
.0
0
 

$
2
,1
7
5
.0
0
 

$
2
,8
7
9
.0
0
  

4
 

 A
‐4
,5
  

 A
ss
em

b
ly
: S
p
ec
ta
to
r 
Se
at
in
g 
(i
n
d
o
o
r)
 ‐
 C
o
m
p
le
te
 

7
,5
0
0
 

$
3
,3
5
8
.0
0
 

$
3
,7
0
4
.0
0
 

$
3
,4
1
2
.0
0
 

$
3
,7
6
4
.0
0
  

1
5
,0
0
0
 

$
4
,9
3
1
.0
0
 

$
4
,3
5
4
.0
0
 

$
5
,0
1
0
.0
0
 

$
4
,4
2
4
.0
0
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h
e
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sp
e
ct
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n
 

P
la
n
 C
h
e
ck
 

In
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e
ct
io
n
 

  
  

  
3
7
,5
0
0
 

$
8
,4
1
2
.0
0
 

$
5
,3
5
0
.0
0
 
 

$
8
,5
4
7
.0
0
 

$
5
,4
3
6
.0
0
  

   
7
5
0
 

$
8
2
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,8
1
5
.0
0
 

$
8
3
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,8
4
5
.0
0
  

3
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,2
7
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,2
0
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
9
1
.0
0
 

$
2
,2
4
0
.0
0
  

5
 

 A
‐4
,5
  

A
ss
em

b
ly
: S
p
ec
ta
to
r 
Se
at
in
g 
(i
n
d
o
o
r)
 ‐
 T
I 

7
,5
0
0
 

$
1
,8
9
9
.0
0
 

$
2
,9
2
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
3
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,9
7
4
.0
0
  

1
5
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,8
4
4
.0
0
 

$
3
,4
4
2
.0
0
 

$
2
,8
9
0
.0
0
 

$
3
,4
9
8
.0
0
  

  
  

  
3
7
,5
0
0
 

$
4
,9
3
1
.0
0
 

$
4
,2
4
9
.0
0
 
 

$
5
,0
1
0
.0
0
 

$
4
,3
1
7
.0
0
  

2
5
0
 

$
9
9
8
.0
0
 

$
2
,1
6
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
1
4
.0
0
 

$
2
,1
9
7
.0
0
  

1
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,5
7
4
.0
0
 

$
2
,6
0
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
0
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,6
4
4
.0
0
  

6
 

 B
  

Sm
al
l R
es
ta
u
ra
n
t 
(<
5
0
 o
cc
.)
 ‐
 C
o
m
p
le
te
 

2
,5
0
0
 

$
2
,2
7
7
.0
0
 

$
3
,3
8
9
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
1
4
.0
0
 

$
3
,4
4
4
.0
0
  

5
,0
0
0
 

$
3
,3
2
5
.0
0
 

$
3
,9
8
7
.0
0
 

$
3
,3
7
9
.0
0
 

$
4
,0
5
1
.0
0
  

  
  

  
1
2
,5
0
0
 

$
4
,4
1
7
.0
0
 

$
4
,8
8
9
.0
0
 
 

$
4
,4
8
8
.0
0
 

$
4
,9
6
8
.0
0
  

2
5
0
 

$
1
,2
3
9
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
8
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
5
9
.0
0
 

$
1
,8
1
4
.0
0
  

1
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,8
1
5
.0
0
 

$
2
,1
4
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,8
4
5
.0
0
 

$
2
,1
7
5
.0
0
  

7
 

 B
  

Sm
al
l R
es
ta
u
ra
n
t 
(<
5
0
 o
cc
.)
 ‐
 S
h
el
l 

2
,5
0
0
 

$
2
,7
8
1
.0
0
 

$
2
,8
0
2
.0
0
 

$
2
,8
2
6
.0
0
 

$
2
,8
4
7
.0
0
  

5
,0
0
0
 

$
4
,2
0
7
.0
0
 

$
3
,2
5
2
.0
0
 

$
4
,2
7
5
.0
0
 

$
3
,3
0
5
.0
0
  

  
  

  
1
2
,5
0
0
 

$
6
,9
1
3
.0
0
 

$
3
,9
8
7
.0
0
 
 

$
7
,0
2
4
.0
0
 

$
4
,0
5
1
.0
0
  

2
5
0
 

$
4
9
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
7
1
.0
0
 

$
5
0
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
8
9
.0
0
  

1
,0
0
0
 

$
8
2
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
9
2
.0
0
 

$
8
3
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
1
3
.0
0
  

8
 

 B
  

Sm
al
l R
es
ta
u
ra
n
t 
(<
5
0
 o
cc
.)
 ‐
 T
I 

2
,5
0
0
 

$
1
,5
8
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
0
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
1
1
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
2
8
.0
0
  

5
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,8
3
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
6
2
.0
0
 

$
2
,8
7
9
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
9
4
.0
0
  

  
  

  
1
2
,5
0
0
 

$
5
,6
6
5
.0
0
 

$
2
,4
1
3
.0
0
 
 

$
5
,7
5
6
.0
0
 

$
2
,4
5
2
.0
0
  

5
0
0
 

$
1
,6
3
7
.0
0
 

$
2
,1
8
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
6
4
.0
0
 

$
2
,2
1
8
.0
0
  

2
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,7
8
5
.0
0
 

$
2
,6
5
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,8
1
4
.0
0
 

$
2
,6
9
8
.0
0
  

9
 

B
 

O
ff
ic
es
, M

ed
ic
al
, P
ro
fe
ss
io
n
al
, e
tc
. ‐
 C
o
m
p
le
te
 

5
,0
0
0
 

$
3
,4
5
2
.0
0
 

$
3
,4
7
2
.0
0
 

$
3
,5
0
8
.0
0
 

$
3
,5
2
8
.0
0
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) 

P
la
n
 C
h
e
ck
 

In
sp
e
ct
io
n
 

P
la
n
 C
h
e
ck
 

In
sp
e
ct
io
n
 

1
0
,0
0
0
 

$
5
,5
7
0
.0
0
 

$
4
,1
2
2
.0
0
 

$
5
,6
6
0
.0
0
 

$
4
,1
8
8
.0
0
  

  
  

  
2
5
,0
0
0
 

$
1
1
,5
2
7
.0
0
 

$
5
,0
8
8
.0
0
 
 

$
1
1
,7
1
2
.0
0
 

$
5
,1
7
0
.0
0
  

5
0
0
 

$
1
,3
9
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
5
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
2
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
7
4
.0
0
  

2
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,6
0
6
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
5
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
3
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
8
2
.0
0
  

1
0
 

 B
  

O
ff
ic
es
, M

ed
ic
al
, P
ro
fe
ss
io
n
al
, e
tc
. ‐
 S
h
el
l 

5
,0
0
0
 

$
3
,2
1
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,2
5
7
.0
0
 

$
3
,2
6
2
.0
0
 

$
2
,2
9
4
.0
0
  

1
0
,0
0
0
 

$
5
,2
9
7
.0
0
 

$
2
,7
2
8
.0
0
 

$
5
,3
8
2
.0
0
 

$
2
,7
7
2
.0
0
  

  
  

  
2
5
,0
0
0
 

$
9
,2
3
1
.0
0
 

$
3
,3
7
8
.0
0
 
 

$
9
,3
7
9
.0
0
 

$
3
,4
3
3
.0
0
  

   
1
5
0
 

$
6
5
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
4
0
.0
0
 

$
6
6
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
5
7
.0
0
  

6
0
0
 

$
8
9
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
5
0
.0
0
 

$
9
0
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
7
0
.0
0
  

1
1
 

 B
  

O
ff
ic
es
, M

ed
ic
al
, P
ro
fe
ss
io
n
al
, e
tc
. ‐
 T
I 

1
,5
0
0
 

$
1
,1
5
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
5
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,1
7
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
8
5
.0
0
  

3
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,4
7
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
1
1
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
9
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
4
2
.0
0
  

  
  

  
7
,5
0
0
 

$
3
,2
4
2
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
5
0
.0
0
 
 

$
3
,2
9
4
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
8
8
.0
0
  

5
0
0
 

$
1
,7
0
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
1
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
2
8
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
4
7
.0
0
  

2
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,5
5
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,7
8
1
.0
0
 

$
2
,5
9
1
.0
0
 

$
2
,8
2
6
.0
0
  

1
2
 

 E
  

Ed
u
ca
ti
o
n
al
 B
u
ild
in
g 
K
‐1
2
 ‐
 C
o
m
p
le
te
 

5
,0
0
0
 

$
4
,0
6
0
.0
0
 

$
3
,6
3
0
.0
0
 

$
4
,1
2
5
.0
0
 

$
3
,6
8
9
.0
0
  

1
0
,0
0
0
 

$
6
,0
9
4
.0
0
 

$
4
,2
7
0
.0
0
 

$
6
,1
9
2
.0
0
 

$
4
,3
3
9
.0
0
  

  
  

  
2
5
,0
0
0
 

$
1
0
,5
0
0
.0
0
 

$
5
,2
5
7
.0
0
 
 

$
1
0
,6
6
8
.0
0
 

$
5
,3
4
2
.0
0
  

   
5
0
0
 

$
1
,4
3
8
.0
0
 

$
2
,0
5
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
6
2
.0
0
 

$
2
,0
9
0
.0
0
  

2
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,0
5
7
.0
0
 

$
2
,4
6
6
.0
0
 

$
2
,0
9
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,5
0
6
.0
0
  

1
3
 

 E
  

Ed
u
ca
ti
o
n
al
 B
u
ild
in
g 
K
‐1
2
 ‐
 S
h
el
l 

5
,0
0
0
 

$
3
,1
2
7
.0
0
 

$
3
,2
3
2
.0
0
 

$
3
,1
7
8
.0
0
 

$
3
,2
8
4
.0
0
  

1
0
,0
0
0
 

$
4
,4
0
7
.0
0
 

$
3
,7
5
7
.0
0
 

$
4
,4
7
8
.0
0
 

$
3
,8
1
8
.0
0
  

  
  

  
2
5
,0
0
0
 

$
7
,1
9
6
.0
0
 

$
4
,5
9
5
.0
0
 
 

$
7
,3
1
2
.0
0
 

$
4
,6
6
9
.0
0
  

1
5
0
 

$
9
1
4
.0
0
 

$
9
8
8
.0
0
 

$
9
2
9
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
0
4
.0
0
  

6
0
0
 

$
1
,3
3
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,1
9
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
5
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
1
8
.0
0
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ca
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1
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0
0
 

$
1
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3
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,5
7
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,8
6
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
0
0
.0
0
  

3
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,3
2
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,8
3
7
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
5
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,8
6
7
.0
0
  

  
  

  
7
,5
0
0
 

$
5
,3
4
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,2
5
7
.0
0
 
 

$
5
,4
2
6
.0
0
 

$
2
,2
9
4
.0
0
  

5
0
0
 

$
1
,6
3
7
.0
0
 

$
2
,2
6
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
6
4
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
0
4
.0
0
  

2
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,6
3
5
.0
0
 

$
2
,7
3
9
.0
0
 

$
2
,6
7
8
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0
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2
,7
8
3
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1
5
 

 I‐
1
  

M
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ic
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/2
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o
u
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o
m
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te
 

5
,0
0
0
 

$
5
,5
2
9
.0
0
 

$
3
,5
6
7
.0
0
 

$
5
,6
1
8
.0
0
 

$
3
,6
2
5
.0
0
  

1
0
,0
0
0
 

$
6
,7
0
3
.0
0
 

$
4
,2
0
7
.0
0
 

$
6
,8
1
1
.0
0
 

$
4
,2
7
5
.0
0
  

  
  

  
2
5
,0
0
0
 

$
9
,9
1
2
.0
0
 

$
5
,1
7
2
.0
0
 
 

$
1
0
,0
7
1
.0
0
 

$
5
,2
5
5
.0
0
  

5
0
0
 

$
1
,4
6
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,0
7
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
8
4
.0
0
 

$
2
,1
1
2
.0
0
  

2
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,2
6
7
.0
0
 

$
2
,4
8
7
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
0
4
.0
0
 

$
2
,5
2
7
.0
0
  

1
6
 

 I‐
1
  

M
ed

ic
al
/2
4
 H
o
u
r 
C
ar
e 
‐ 
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el
l 

5
,0
0
0
 

$
4
,4
7
0
.0
0
 

$
3
,2
6
3
.0
0
 

$
4
,5
4
2
.0
0
 

$
3
,3
1
6
.0
0
  

1
0
,0
0
0
 

$
5
,5
8
2
.0
0
 

$
3
,7
9
7
.0
0
 

$
5
,6
7
2
.0
0
 

$
3
,8
5
8
.0
0
  

  
  

  
2
5
,0
0
0
 

$
8
,7
1
6
.0
0
 

$
4
,6
4
7
.0
0
 
 

$
8
,8
5
6
.0
0
 

$
4
,7
2
2
.0
0
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0
.0
0
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1
,0
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1
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8
1
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1
7
 

 I‐
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M
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4
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o
u
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1
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,3
5
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
7
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
7
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
9
7
.0
0
  

2
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,9
4
2
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$
1
,9
2
1
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$
1
,9
7
4
.0
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.0
0
  

  
  

  
5
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$
2
,8
2
3
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1
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9
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2
5
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5
5
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1
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1
7
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$
1
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7
4
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0
 

$
1
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4
3
.0
0
  

1
,0
0
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$
1
,5
1
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
5
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,5
3
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
8
4
.0
0
  

1
8
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D
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ar
e 
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C
o
m
p
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te
 

2
,5
0
0
 

$
1
,8
8
9
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0
 

$
2
,5
2
9
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
2
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,5
7
0
.0
0
  

5
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,7
4
9
.0
0
 

$
3
,0
1
1
.0
0
 

$
2
,7
9
3
.0
0
 

$
3
,0
6
0
.0
0
  

  
  

  
1
2
,5
0
0
 

$
4
,5
9
5
.0
0
 

$
3
,7
1
4
.0
0
 
 

$
4
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6
9
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4
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1
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0
0
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4
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$
1
,6
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7
.0
0
 

$
9
2
9
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
6
4
.0
0
  

2
,0
0
0
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1
,1
1
3
.0
0
 

$
1
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9
9
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0
 

$
1
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0
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0
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0
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3
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0
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0
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2
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2
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0
  

2
0
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et
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l S
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 ‐
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m
p
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5
,0
0
0
 

$
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5
7
.0
0
 

$
3
,1
6
9
.0
0
 

$
3
,6
1
4
.0
0
 

$
3
,2
2
0
.0
0
  

1
0
,0
0
0
 

$
4
,0
9
2
.0
0
 

$
3
,6
8
3
.0
0
 

$
4
,1
5
8
.0
0
 

$
3
,7
4
2
.0
0
  

  
  

  
2
5
,0
0
0
 

$
4
,8
3
6
.0
0
 

$
4
,5
2
1
.0
0
 
 

$
4
,9
1
4
.0
0
 

$
4
,5
9
4
.0
0
  

5
0
0
 

$
9
8
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,8
8
9
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
0
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
2
0
.0
0
  

2
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,4
2
7
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0
 

$
2
,2
8
7
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$
1
,4
5
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
2
4
.0
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2
1
 

 M
  

R
et
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l S
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 S
h
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5
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,8
4
4
.0
0
 

$
2
,9
7
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,8
9
0
.0
0
 

$
3
,0
1
8
.0
0
  

1
0
,0
0
0
 

$
3
,0
7
4
.0
0
 

$
3
,5
6
7
.0
0
 

$
3
,1
2
4
.0
0
 

$
3
,6
2
5
.0
0
  

  
  

  
2
5
,0
0
0
 

$
3
,6
8
3
.0
0
 

$
4
,4
1
7
.0
0
 
 

$
3
,7
4
2
.0
0
 

$
4
,4
8
8
.0
0
  

1
0
0
 

$
6
9
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
4
0
.0
0
 

$
7
0
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
5
7
.0
0
  

4
0
0
 

$
9
1
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
5
0
.0
0
 

$
9
2
9
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
7
0
.0
0
  

2
2
 

 M
  

R
et
ai
l S
al
es
 ‐
 T
I 

1
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,1
1
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
5
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,1
3
1
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
8
5
.0
0
  

2
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,4
2
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
1
1
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
5
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
4
2
.0
0
  

  
  

  
5
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,8
8
9
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
5
0
.0
0
 
 

$
1
,9
2
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
8
8
.0
0
  

   
2
0
0
 

$
1
,1
3
5
.0
0
 

$
2
,0
9
9
.0
0
 

$
1
,1
5
4
.0
0
 

$
2
,1
3
3
.0
0
  

8
0
0
 

$
1
,4
2
7
.0
0
 

$
2
,5
2
9
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
5
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,5
7
0
.0
0
  

2
3
 

 S
‐1
  

R
ep

ai
r 
G
ar
ag
e 
&
 S
er
vi
ce
 S
t 
‐ 
C
o
m
p
le
te
 

2
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,6
9
0
.0
0
 

$
3
,3
0
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
1
8
.0
0
 

$
3
,3
5
8
.0
0
  

4
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,0
0
5
.0
0
 

$
3
,8
9
3
.0
0
 

$
2
,0
3
8
.0
0
 

$
3
,9
5
6
.0
0
  

  
  

  
1
0
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,9
2
7
.0
0
 

$
4
,7
8
4
.0
0
 
 

$
2
,9
7
4
.0
0
 

$
4
,8
6
1
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.0
0
 

$
1
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2
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8
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1
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2
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1
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.0
0
 

$
1
,2
9
1
.0
0
 

$
2
,7
2
9
.0
0
  

4
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$
1
,5
6
4
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$
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7
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$
1
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0
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8
8
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$
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0
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$
3
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0
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2
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8
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1
0
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$
6
5
2
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1
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5
0
.0
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$
6
6
3
.0
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$
1
,0
6
7
.0
0
  

4
0
0
 

$
8
8
3
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$
1
,2
6
0
.0
0
 

$
8
9
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
8
1
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0
  

2
5
 

 S
‐1
  

R
ep

ai
r 
G
ar
ag
e 
&
 S
er
vi
ce
 S
t 
‐ 
TI
 /
 R
em

o
d
el
 

1
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,1
2
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
7
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,1
4
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
9
7
.0
0
  

2
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,6
9
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
2
1
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
1
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
5
2
.0
0
  

  
  

  
5
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,9
2
1
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
6
1
.0
0
 
 

$
1
,9
5
2
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
9
9
.0
0
  

5
0
0
 

$
1
,1
9
8
.0
0
 

$
2
,2
2
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
1
8
.0
0
 

$
2
,2
6
1
.0
0
  

2
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,5
6
4
.0
0
 

$
2
,6
8
6
.0
0
 

$
1
,5
9
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,7
2
9
.0
0
  

2
6
 

 S
‐1
  

St
o
ra
ge
 (
M
o
d
er
at
e 
H
az
ar
d
) 
‐ 
C
o
m
p
le
te
 

5
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,9
9
5
.0
0
 

$
3
,5
0
5
.0
0
 

$
2
,0
2
7
.0
0
 

$
3
,5
6
2
.0
0
  

1
0
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,4
6
6
.0
0
 

$
4
,1
3
5
.0
0
 

$
2
,5
0
6
.0
0
 

$
4
,2
0
2
.0
0
  

  
  

  
2
5
,0
0
0
 

$
4
,3
6
4
.0
0
 

$
5
,0
8
8
.0
0
 
 

$
4
,4
3
4
.0
0
 

$
5
,1
7
0
.0
0
  

   
5
0
0
 

$
1
,1
0
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
9
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,1
2
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,0
2
7
.0
0
  

2
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,3
9
7
.0
0
 

$
2
,4
0
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
2
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,4
4
2
.0
0
  

2
7
 

 S
‐1
  

 S
to
ra
ge
 (
M
o
d
er
at
e 
H
az
ar
d
)‐
 T
I 

5
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,7
5
3
.0
0
 

$
3
,1
3
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
8
2
.0
0
 

$
3
,1
8
8
.0
0
  

1
0
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,1
5
2
.0
0
 

$
3
,6
6
2
.0
0
 

$
2
,1
8
7
.0
0
 

$
3
,7
2
1
.0
0
  

  
  

  
2
5
,0
0
0
 

$
3
,5
3
5
.0
0
 

$
4
,4
9
0
.0
0
 
 

$
3
,5
9
2
.0
0
 

$
4
,5
6
2
.0
0
  

1
0
0
 

$
4
1
1
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
5
0
.0
0
 

$
4
1
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
6
7
.0
0
  

4
0
0
 

$
6
1
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
6
0
.0
0
 

$
6
2
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
8
1
.0
0
  

2
8
 

 S
‐1
  

St
o
ra
ge
 (
M
o
d
er
at
e 
H
az
ar
d
) 
‐ 
Sh
el
l 

1
,0
0
0
 

$
9
9
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
7
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
1
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
9
7
.0
0
  

2
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,3
0
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
2
1
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0
 

$
1
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2
3
.0
0
 

$
1
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5
2
.0
0
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4
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1
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$
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3
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2
9
 

 S
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P
ar
ki
n
g 
G
ar
ag
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o
r 
Lo
w
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az
ar
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 ‐
 

C
o
m
p
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1
0
,0
0
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$
2
,8
7
5
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0
 

$
5
,3
0
7
.0
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$
2
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2
1
.0
0
 

$
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9
2
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0
  

2
0
,0
0
0
 

$
4
,0
9
2
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0
 

$
6
,3
7
8
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0
 

$
4
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5
8
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$
6
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8
1
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5
0
,0
0
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$
6
,7
3
4
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0
 

$
7
,9
0
9
.0
0
 
 

$
6
,8
4
2
.0
0
 

$
8
,0
3
6
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0
  

1
,5
0
0
 

$
1
,8
6
8
.0
0
 

$
3
,3
7
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,8
9
8
.0
0
 

$
3
,4
3
3
.0
0
  

6
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,8
0
2
.0
0
 

$
4
,1
1
2
.0
0
 

$
2
,8
4
7
.0
0
 

$
4
,1
7
8
.0
0
  

3
0
 

 R
‐1
  

H
o
te
l, 
M
o
te
l ‐
 C
o
m
p
le
te
 

1
5
,0
0
0
 

$
4
,3
5
4
.0
0
 

$
5
,3
7
1
.0
0
 

$
4
,4
2
4
.0
0
 

$
5
,4
5
7
.0
0
  

3
0
,0
0
0
 

$
6
,3
2
5
.0
0
 

$
6
,4
5
2
.0
0
 

$
6
,4
2
7
.0
0
 

$
6
,5
5
6
.0
0
  

  
  

  
7
5
,0
0
0
 

$
1
0
,8
6
6
.0
0
 

$
7
,9
9
3
.0
0
 
 

$
1
1
,0
4
0
.0
0
 

$
8
,1
2
1
.0
0
  

2
5
0
 

$
5
6
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
7
1
.0
0
 

$
5
7
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
8
9
.0
0
  

1
,0
0
0
 

$
8
1
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
9
2
.0
0
 

$
8
2
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
1
3
.0
0
  

3
1
 

 R
‐1
  

H
o
te
l, 
M
o
te
l ‐
 T
I 

2
,5
0
0
 

$
1
,0
0
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
2
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
2
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
5
0
.0
0
  

5
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,3
0
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
7
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
2
3
.0
0
 

$
2
,0
0
5
.0
0
  

  
  

  
1
2
,5
0
0
 

$
2
,2
3
6
.0
0
 

$
2
,4
2
4
.0
0
 
 

$
2
,2
7
2
.0
0
 

$
2
,4
6
3
.0
0
  

7
5
0
 

$
1
,6
0
6
.0
0
 

$
2
,9
8
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
3
2
.0
0
 

$
3
,0
2
8
.0
0
  

3
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,5
3
9
.0
0
 

$
3
,6
3
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,5
8
0
.0
0
 

$
3
,6
8
9
.0
0
  

3
2
 

 R
‐2
  

M
u
lt
i‐
Fa
m
ily
 /
 T
o
w
n
h
o
u
se
 >
 2
 D
U
‐ 
C
o
m
p
le
te
 

7
,5
0
0
 

$
4
,0
8
2
.0
0
 

$
4
,7
5
2
.0
0
 

$
4
,1
4
8
.0
0
 

$
4
,8
2
9
.0
0
  

1
5
,0
0
0
 

$
6
,0
5
3
.0
0
 

$
5
,6
7
5
.0
0
 

$
6
,1
5
0
.0
0
 

$
5
,7
6
6
.0
0
  

  
  

  
3
7
,5
0
0
 

$
1
0
,5
9
4
.0
0
 

$
7
,0
1
8
.0
0
 
 

$
1
0
,7
6
4
.0
0
 

$
7
,1
3
1
.0
0
  

2
0
0
 

$
7
6
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
7
1
.0
0
 

$
7
8
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
8
9
.0
0
  

8
0
0
 

$
1
,0
8
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
9
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,1
0
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
1
3
.0
0
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e
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n
 

P
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n
 C
h
e
ck
 

In
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e
ct
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n
 

3
3
 

 R
‐2
  

M
u
lt
i‐
Fa
m
ily
 /
 T
o
w
n
h
o
u
se
 >
 2
 D
U
 ‐
TI
 /
 R
em

o
d
el
 

2
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,4
1
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
2
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
4
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
5
0
.0
0
  

4
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,7
9
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,9
7
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,8
2
4
.0
0
 

$
2
,0
0
5
.0
0
  

  
  

  
1
0
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,8
3
3
.0
0
 

$
2
,4
2
4
.0
0
 
 

$
2
,8
7
9
.0
0
 

$
2
,4
6
3
.0
0
  

   
2
0
0
 

$
8
2
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
9
7
.0
0
 

$
8
3
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
2
0
.0
0
  

8
0
0
 

$
1
,1
4
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
1
1
.0
0
 

$
1
,1
6
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
3
9
.0
0
  

3
4
 

 R
‐2
  

M
u
lt
i‐
Fa
m
ily
 /
 T
o
w
n
h
o
u
se
 >
 2
 D
U
 ‐
 A
d
d
it
io
n
 

2
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,8
5
8
.0
0
 

$
2
,2
5
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,8
8
8
.0
0
 

$
2
,2
9
4
.0
0
  

4
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,6
8
6
.0
0
 

$
2
,7
0
8
.0
0
 

$
2
,7
2
9
.0
0
 

$
2
,7
5
2
.0
0
  

  
  

  
1
0
,0
0
0
 

$
3
,6
7
2
.0
0
 

$
3
,3
6
8
.0
0
 
 

$
3
,7
3
1
.0
0
 

$
3
,4
2
2
.0
0
  

1
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,3
8
6
.0
0
 

$
2
,1
7
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
0
9
.0
0
 

$
2
,2
0
8
.0
0
  

2
,0
0
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$
1
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0
5
.0
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$
2
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3
5
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$
1
,8
3
4
.0
0
 

$
2
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4
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3
5
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N
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in
gl
e
‐F
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$
2
,5
2
9
.0
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$
2
,7
1
8
.0
0
 

$
2
,5
7
0
.0
0
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2
,7
6
2
.0
0
  

7
,0
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$
3
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3
0
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$
3
,7
3
5
.0
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$
3
,8
9
2
.0
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$
3
,7
9
5
.0
0
  

  
  

  
1
0
,0
0
0
 

$
4
,2
5
9
.0
0
 

$
4
,5
0
0
.0
0
 
 

$
4
,3
2
8
.0
0
 

$
4
,5
7
2
.0
0
  

1
2
5
 

*$
7
6
0
.0
0
 

*$
9
5
0
.0
0
 
 

$
7
6
0
.0
0
 

$
9
5
0
.0
0
  

2
5
0
 

*$
7
6
0
.0
0

*$
9
5
0
.0
0
 
 

$
7
6
0
.0
0
 

$
9
5
0
.0
0
  

3
6
 

 R
‐3
  

Si
n
gl
e
‐F
am

ily
 R
es
id
en

ti
al
 ‐
 A
d
d
it
io
n
 

5
0
0
 

*$
8
2
0
.0
0
 

*$
1
,2
0
0
.0
0
 
 

$
8
2
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
0
0
.0
0
  

*N
ot
 su

bj
ec
t t
o 
CP

I a
dj
us
tm

en
t. 

8
7
5
 

$
1
,4
1
7
.0
0
 

$
2
,2
9
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
4
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
3
5
.0
0
  

  
  

  
1
,2
5
0
 

$
1
,6
1
7
.0
0
 

$
2
,7
8
1
.0
0
 
 

$
1
,6
4
3
.0
0
 

$
2
,8
2
6
.0
0
  

1
2
5
 

$
5
2
5
.0
0
 

$
8
7
2
.0
0
 

$
5
3
4
.0
0
 

$
8
8
6
.0
0
  

2
5
0
 

$
5
8
8
.0
0
 

$
9
4
5
.0
0
 

$
5
9
8
.0
0
 

$
9
6
1
.0
0
  

3
7
 

 R
‐3
  

Si
n
gl
e
‐F
am

ily
 R
es
id
en

ti
al
  ‐
 R
em

o
d
el
 

5
0
0
 

$
7
8
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
9
2
.0
0
 

$
8
0
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,1
1
0
.0
0
  

8
7
5
 

$
9
0
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
9
0
.0
0
 

$
9
1
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,5
1
4
.0
0
  

  
  

  
1
,2
5
0
 

$
9
9
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
5
3
.0
0
 
 

$
1
,0
1
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
8
2
.0
0
  

1
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,4
0
7
.0
0
 

$
2
,1
1
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
3
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,1
4
4
.0
0
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e 
< 
7
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u
p
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o
m
p
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4
,0
0
0
 

$
5
,4
7
6
.0
0
 

$
2
,6
3
5
.0
0
 

$
5
,5
6
4
.0
0
 

$
2
,6
7
8
.0
0
  

7
,0
0
0
 

$
6
,4
3
0
.0
0
 

$
3
,6
1
0
.0
0
 

$
6
,5
3
3
.0
0
 

$
3
,6
6
8
.0
0
  

  
  

  
1
0
,0
0
0
 

$
1
1
,3
6
0
.0
0
 

$
4
,3
6
4
.0
0
 
 

$
1
1
,5
4
2
.0
0
 

$
4
,4
3
4
.0
0
  

2
5
0
 

$
8
7
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
9
2
.0
0
 

$
8
8
6
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
1
3
.0
0
  

5
0
0
 

$
1
,0
7
1
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
2
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
8
9
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
5
0
.0
0
  

3
9
 

 R
‐3
.1
  

Li
ce
n
se
d
 R
es
id
en

ti
al
 C
ar
e 
< 
7
 o
cc
u
p
an
ts
 ‐
 

A
lt
er
at
io
n
 

1
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,0
1
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
1
7
.0
0
 

$
2
,0
4
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
4
3
.0
0
  

1
,7
5
0
 

$
2
,4
9
8
.0
0
 

$
2
,2
3
6
.0
0
 

$
2
,5
3
8
.0
0
 

$
2
,2
7
2
.0
0
  

  
  

  
2
,5
0
0
 

$
5
,0
4
6
.0
0
 

$
2
,6
6
5
.0
0
 
 

$
5
,1
2
7
.0
0
 

$
2
,7
0
8
.0
0
  

1
,2
5
0
 

$
2
,1
1
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,9
6
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,1
4
4
.0
0
 

$
3
,0
0
8
.0
0
  

2
,5
0
0
 

$
2
,6
0
2
.0
0
 

$
3
,3
2
5
.0
0
 

$
2
,6
4
4
.0
0
 

$
3
,3
7
9
.0
0
  

4
0
 

 R
‐4
  

C
o
n
gr
eg
at
e 
C
ar
e 
‐ 
C
o
m
p
le
te
 

5
,0
0
0
 

$
3
,5
0
5
.0
0
 

$
3
,7
1
4
.0
0
 

$
3
,5
6
2
.0
0
 

$
3
,7
7
4
.0
0
  

8
,7
5
0
 

$
4
,6
7
9
.0
0
 

$
5
,1
3
0
.0
0
 

$
4
,7
5
4
.0
0
 

$
5
,2
1
3
.0
0
  

  
  

  
1
2
,5
0
0
 

$
5
,6
7
5
.0
0
 

$
6
,2
1
0
.0
0
 
 

$
5
,7
6
6
.0
0
 

$
6
,3
1
0
.0
0
  

5
0
0
 

$
9
0
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
5
5
.0
0
 

$
9
1
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
7
7
.0
0
  

1
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,0
5
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
9
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
6
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,5
1
4
.0
0
  

4
1
 

 R
‐4
  

C
o
n
gr
eg
at
e 
C
ar
e 
‐ 
A
lt
er
at
io
n
 

2
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,6
5
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
9
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
8
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
1
8
.0
0
  

3
,5
0
0
 

$
2
,3
2
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
3
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
5
8
.0
0
 

$
2
,3
6
8
.0
0
  

  
  

  
5
,0
0
0
 

$
3
,6
2
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,7
8
1
.0
0
 
 

$
3
,6
7
8
.0
0
 

$
2
,8
2
6
.0
0
  

6
0
 

$
7
0
4
.0
0
 

$
6
8
3
.0
0
 

$
7
1
6
.0
0
 

$
6
9
4
.0
0
  

2
4
0
 

$
9
0
3
.0
0
 

$
8
3
0
.0
0
 

$
9
1
8
.0
0
 

$
8
4
4
.0
0
  

4
2
 

 U
  

A
cc
es
so
ry
 B
u
ild
in
g 
(n
ew

) 
‐ 
R
es
id
en

ti
al
 

6
0
0
 

$
1
,1
2
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
0
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,1
4
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
2
5
.0
0
  

1
,2
0
0
 

$
1
,3
7
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
1
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
9
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
3
3
.0
0
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2
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5
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
3
7
.0
0
 
 

$
2
,0
9
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
6
4
.0
0
  

   
1
2
0
 

$
9
0
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
7
1
.0
0
 

$
9
1
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
8
9
.0
0
  

4
8
0
 

$
1
,1
3
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
0
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,1
5
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,3
2
3
.0
0
  

4
3
 

 U
  

A
cc
es
so
ry
 B
u
ild
in
g 
(n
ew

) 
‐ 
C
o
m
m
er
ci
al
  

1
,2
0
0
 

$
1
,3
9
7
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
4
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
2
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,6
7
5
.0
0
  

2
,4
0
0
 

$
1
,6
9
0
.0
0
 

$
2
,0
1
5
.0
0
 

$
1
,7
1
8
.0
0
 

$
2
,0
4
8
.0
0
  

  
  

  
6
,0
0
0
 

$
2
,4
4
5
.0
0
 

$
2
,4
9
8
.0
0
 
 

$
2
,4
8
5
.0
0
 

$
2
,5
3
8
.0
0
  

1
2
0
 

$
4
8
5
.0
0
 

$
7
7
7
.0
0
 

$
4
9
3
.0
0
 

$
7
9
0
.0
0
  

4
8
0
 

$
6
5
2
.0
0
 

$
9
3
5
.0
0
 

$
6
6
3
.0
0
 

$
9
5
0
.0
0
  

4
4
 

 U
  

A
cc
es
so
ry
 B
u
ild
in
g 
(a
lt
er
at
io
n
) 
‐ 
C
o
m
m
er
ci
al
  

1
,2
0
0
 

$
8
4
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
2
8
.0
0
 

$
8
5
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
4
8
.0
0
  

2
,4
0
0
 

$
1
,0
7
1
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
6
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
8
9
.0
0
 

$
1
,4
8
4
.0
0
  

  
  

  
6
,0
0
0
 

$
1
,5
1
3
.0
0
 

$
1
,8
0
5
.0
0
 
 

$
1
,5
3
8
.0
0
 

$
1
,8
3
4
.0
0
  

4
0
 

$
5
1
5
.0
0
 

$
6
1
0
.0
0
 

$
5
2
4
.0
0
 

$
6
2
0
.0
0
  

1
6
0
 

$
6
0
0
.0
0
 

$
7
1
4
.0
0
 

$
6
1
0
.0
0
 

$
7
2
6
.0
0
  

4
5
 

 U
  

R
es
id
en

ti
al
 G
ar
ag
e 

4
0
0
 

$
6
8
3
.0
0
 

$
8
8
3
.0
0
 

$
6
9
4
.0
0
 

$
8
9
8
.0
0
  

8
0
0
 

$
7
9
9
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
1
8
.0
0
 

$
8
1
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,0
3
5
.0
0
  

  
  

  
2
,0
0
0
 

$
8
6
2
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
2
8
.0
0
 
 

$
8
7
6
.0
0
 

$
1
,2
4
8
.0
0
  

4
0
 

$
4
7
3
.0
0
 

$
5
6
8
.0
0
 

$
4
8
1
.0
0
 

$
5
7
8
.0
0
  

1
6
0
 

$
5
4
7
.0
0
 

$
6
5
2
.0
0
 

$
5
5
6
.0
0
 

$
6
6
3
.0
0
  

4
6
 

 U
‐1
  

C
ar
p
o
rt
 

4
0
0
 

$
6
1
0
.0
0
 

$
7
9
9
.0
0
 

$
6
2
0
.0
0
 

$
8
1
2
.0
0
  

8
0
0
 

$
6
8
3
.0
0
 

$
9
4
5
.0
0
 

$
6
9
4
.0
0
 

$
9
6
1
.0
0
  

  
  

  
2
,0
0
0
 

$
8
4
0
.0
0
 

$
1
,1
3
5
.0
0
 
 

$
8
5
4
.0
0
 

$
1
,1
5
4
.0
0
  

4
0
 

$
6
1
0
.0
0
 

$
6
0
0
.0
0
 

$
6
2
0
.0
0
 

$
6
1
0
.0
0
  

1
6
0
 

$
7
1
4
.0
0
 

$
7
2
6
.0
0
 

$
7
2
6
.0
0
 

$
7
3
8
.0
0
  

4
7
 

 U
‐1
  

R
es
id
en

ti
al
 G
ar
ag
e 
C
o
n
ve
rs
io
n
 

4
0
0
 

$
8
3
0
.0
0
 

$
9
3
5
.0
0
 

$
8
4
4
.0
0
 

$
9
5
0
.0
0
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COUNCIL REPORTS ON INTER-AGENCY COMMITTEE AND BOARD 
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Report on Inter-Agency Committee and Board Assignments for Michael Woiwode   
Period ending 3/1/2016 

 
 
Tuesday, 3/1: Gateway subcommittee of the City Council met with staff to finalize the report 
back to Council. 
 
Tuesday, 3/1: Coronado SAFE Coalition met.  City discussed various programs, including Rec 
Department initiatives, bike safety programs, diversion program, and upcoming Drug Store 
event, scheduled for 15 March. 
 
Friday, 2/19: SANDAG Transportation Committee.  Cap & Trade money can be used for ferry 
services.  Recommendations made on active transportation projects. 
 
Wednesday, 2/17: Ribbon cuttings for South Bay Rapid; Smart & Final; and Bellassima. 
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REVIEW OF COMMERCIAL LOADING ZONES IN THE ALLEY ADJACENT TO 
THE EL CORDOVA HOTEL AND OXFORD PARK COMPLEX (BLOCK 4)  

ISSUE:  The City Council requested that staff conduct a review 12 months following its 
approval of the loading zones installed in the “Block 4” alley adjacent to the El Cordova and 
Oxford Park complexes. 

RECOMMENDATION:  Receive the staff report and make no changes to the current loading 
zone configuration. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  None. 

CEQA:  The project is categorically exempt from the provisions of CEQA based on Article 19, 
Section 15301 (existing facilities). 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Adoption of parking restrictions or regulations is a 
legislative function of the City Council.  Generally, “legislative” actions receive greater 
deference from the courts, and the person challenging legislative actions must prove that the 
decision was “arbitrary, capricious, entirely lacking in evidentiary support, or unlawfully or 
procedurally unfair.”  (Fullerton Joint Union High School District v. State Bd. of Education 
(1982) 32 Cal. 3d 779, 786.) 

PUBLIC NOTICE:  Property owners and residents within a 300' radius of the alley were mailed 
courtesy notices. 

BACKGROUND:  In 2014, staff was contacted by an Oxford Park Homeowners’ Association 
representative expressing concern about access to and from the garages of units with direct 
access to the adjacent alley as a result of commercial loading activity in the alley (see 
Attachment 1 – Vicinity Map and Attachment 2 – Email).  The representative requested that a 
fire lane be painted in the alley to help improve access to the Oxford Park residents’ garages. 
Oxford Park is a condominium complex adjacent to the post office, with frontage on Adella 
Avenue/Ynez Place, and alley access behind the complex via the Block 4 alley.  The email sent 
by the representative included a written description of the situation as well as numerous photos 
showing how access to and from garages can be limited by large delivery vehicles temporarily 
parked in the alley.   

This issue was presented to the City Council on November 4, 2014.  A variety of options 
regarding the relocation of alley loading zones was discussed. Staff’s recommendation included 
the relocation of existing loading zones to areas adjacent to the drive aisles exiting the Oxford 
Park complex in an effort to improve garage access from the alley while still maintaining an 
appropriate amount of loading zone space in the alley.  The City Council ultimately directed staff 
to implement the recommended option and report back to the Council in 12 months’ time to 
determine whether or not the revised configuration was successful. 

At the request of Oxford Park resident Betty Galbo this item was continued from the January 19, 
2016, Council meeting.  In the interim staff has spoken with Ms. Galbo regarding her concerns 
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with the current loading zone configuration.  She has expressed a strong desire to move the 
loading zones from the alley due to noise, air pollution, and safety concerns she has with the 
associated truck traffic in the alley.  She prefers alternative loading zones to be created on 
Orange or Adella Avenue, as previously evaluated and discussed by the Council, which resulted 
in the Council’s direction to modify the alley loading zones to improve access, as discussed 
below.  
 
ANALYSIS:  Loading zones and associated signage were installed in accordance with the 
Council’s direction (see Attachment 3 – Reconfigured Loading Zones and Photos) on December 
9, 2014.  “Keep Clear” pavement legends were also added to the alley adjacent to each loading 
zone to help ensure that access around each loading zone would be maintained. 
 
Since their installation, staff has intermittently visited the alley to observe loading zone 
utilization and garage access, particularly in the morning hours. A summary of observations is 
provided in Attachment 4 (Alley Observations and Loading Zone Utilization).  The previously 
existing loading zone at the north end of the alley (near B Avenue) was also monitored during 
this time and included in the observation summary.  
 
During the 12-month review period, Engineering and Police staff received a total of 11 
complaints regarding activity in the alley. These complaints are summarized as follows: 

 3 complaints about truck noise 
 3 complaints regarding deliveries before 7 a.m. 
 5 complaints of trucks parked illegally or blocking the alley 

 
When inspecting the Block 4 alley, staff never encountered a situation where access through the 
alley was blocked. In addition, staff tested access into and out of Oxford Park drive aisles with a 
delivery truck parked in the adjacent loading zone for both drive aisles. Access in the outbound 
direction was more difficult than inbound access and may require a three-point turn depending 
on the length of outbound vehicle and angle of approach.  However, both inbound and outbound 
access were found to be available in each case. 
 
Considering staff’s observations regarding access, combined with the relatively small number of 
access-related complaints, the loading zone locations appear to be a success with no further 
action recommended at this time.  
 
ALTERNATIVE:  The City Council could direct staff to remove the loading zones or relocate 
them to other locations. 
 
Submitted by Public Services & Engineering/Newton 
Attachments: 1) Vicinity Map 

2) Email & Selected Photos from Oxford Park Homeowners’ Association 
3) Reconfigured Loading Zones and Photos 
4) Alley Observations and Loading Zone Utilization 
 

N:\All Departments\Staff Reports - Drafts\2016 Meetings\03-15 Meeting  SR Due Mar. 3\Ynez-Adella Alley Parking.docx 
CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
BK TR NA JNC MLC NA EW MB NA JF CMM NA 
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Attachment 2 – E-mail & Selected Photos from Oxford Park Homeowners Association 

 

 

From: "Tina Pivonka" 
To: "Blood, Mike"  
Subject: Adella Avenue Alley at the El Cordova Hotel 
 
March 13, 2014 
 
Dear Chief Blood, 
 
The Oxford Park Homeowners Association requests that the fire lane status of the 1100 Adella 
alley access be placed on the Agenda of the TOC for the first available meeting. 
 
The Association has several concerns regarding the alley for safety reasons as well as simple 
access to the garages on the alley.  Our major concerns are: 
 
1.       Access 
 
•••Commercial loading and unloading is allowed on the entire alley adjacent to Oxford Park.  It 
is a one-way alley with the entrance driveway on Adella Avenue.   The walkway to Miguel’s 
Cocina is within the first 30 feet of entering the alley.  Dozens of trucks (from vans to 10,000+ 
lb. food and beer trucks) park at the walkway area and routinely block the first three 
garages.  Units #1 and #2 are tandem garages for two vehicles each.  When even a van or pick-up 
truck is parked against the wall of the El Cordova Hotel, residents cannot make the turn to get in 
or out of the tandem garages.  Unit #3 is a double side-by-side garage but when two cars are 
parked, the access in or out is also blocked.  The problem has worsened over the years in that the 
trucks are now larger, Miguel’s expanded, and there are more deliveries. 
 
---Because of the constant access problems, residents are forced to park on the street.   A survey 
given to all units whose garages are located directly on the alley show that all units park at least 
one vehicle on Coronado streets daily due to lack of access.  Some residents (Unit #1) have given 
up parking in their garage and park two cars on the street every day.  Other residents park on the 
street during the day because they have time constraints involving work and/or children which 
adds to the difficulty of finding the driver of the blocking vehicle. 
 
---As you proceed up the alley, there are three more Oxford Park garages which are also 
regularly blocked (Unit #6, #7, and #8).  Attached is a general map of the complex which gives 
you a visual rendition and shows the driveways into the complex (see page 1).  The six units 
affected are highlighted. However, all 33 Oxford Park units must use this alley to enter the 
complex and access their driveway or garages. 
 
---When the complex was built, there were three no parking signs on the right hand side of the 
alley.  Now, there is only one. 
                                                                                                                                                           
The attached photos show contractors abusing the commercial loading designation.  Please see 
page 9.  (You may need to double click on the photos and scroll down to view the 22 
photos.)  These vehicles routinely park for hours or all day while working at the El Cordova 
complex even though parking is not allowed.  The delivery trucks then fully block the alley.  The 
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Attachment 2 – E-mail & Selected Photos from Oxford Park Homeowners Association 

 

 

photos also show vehicles going the wrong direction on the one way street and parking at the 
beginning of the alley which is not marked for commercial loading.  Unfortunately the police 
rarely enforce these violations even when called by our residents. 
 
---There are commercial loading zones on Orange Avenue in front of the Brigantine Restaurant 
and at the end of the alley, adjacent to Bruegger’s Bagels, that commercial vehicles may use. 
 
2.       Safety 
 
•••The obstruction in the alley is also a safety issue.  The beer and gigantic food trucks block 
other larger vehicles (such as paramedic and fire trucks) from proceeding down the alley.  Many 
times, the trucks (large and smaller) double park and block the entire alley.  Emergency vehicles 
may be blocked from obtaining access to the back units at Oxford Park as well as the back of the 
El Cordova Hotel which has a 40 room capacity. 
 
•••Attached is a Notice to Residents that remains on the eCoronado.com<http://ecoronado.com/> 
site showing Fire Lane Painting to take place July 13-22, 2011 (pages 21-22).  The Adella alley 
was scheduled for painting, however, the painting never took place.  At some point, our alley 
was determined to need the red fire lanes. 
 
3.       Violations of the Law 
 
•••California Fire Code Section 503.4 states that fire apparatus access roads shall not be 
obstructed in any manner including the parking of vehicles.  Section 503.2.1 requires 
unobstructed width of not less than 20 feet.  The minimum widths and clearances established in 
Section 503.2.1 shall be maintained at all times.  The alley has a width of 20 feet at the entrance 
and is 24 feet when you reach the garages (though 3-4 feet of this constitutes Oxford Park 
driveways and is not City property).  When even a van is parked against the El Cordova Hotel, 
the minimum required 20 feet does not exist. 
 
•••The Coronado Parking Ordinance for New Construction states that parking spaces shall be 
unobstructed.  All required off street parking spaces shall be maintained free and unobstructed 
with adequate ingress and egress.  Section 86.58.150.  We realize Oxford Park is an existing 
complex but the purpose of Section 86.58.150 is apparent and should be applied with respect to 
the tandem garages on the alley.  The other garages on the alley need the same clearance if two 
cars are in the garage. 
 
•••In addition, new construction parking angles for tandem parking must have maneuvering aisle 
width greater than or equal to 24 feet.  (Section 86.58.100)   The alley is 24 feet wide from the El 
Cordova Hotel wall to the garage entrances.  If any vehicle is parked across from the garages, 
ingress and egress is blocked. 
 
4.       Other 
 
•••A resident conducted an informal study using a motion sensitive camera placed in a window 
of Unit #1  from August 29 to September 2, 2013.  On August 30, 2013, over 42 vehicles were 
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photographed in the alley with 17 delivery trucks noted.  There were 12 delivery trucks between 
7:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon.  In addition, there were two service trucks, Al Max Sanitation which 
stayed for 35 minutes, and an ATT truck which stayed for 54 minutes. The camera may have 
missed other vehicles. 
 
---It appears the non-designation of the alley constitutes a variance contrary to the Codes since a 
variance should only be granted if it does not adversely affect other property owners. 
 
5.       Request 
 
---Please place the Oxford Park’s request that the alley be designated a fire lane on the TOC 
Agenda and let me know when it is scheduled since several Oxford Park residents would like to 
attend the meeting. 
 
Thank you very much for your time and consideration.  If you have trouble viewing the photos, 
please let me know and I will re-send them. 
 
Very Truly Yours, 
 
Oxford Park Homeowners Association 
 
By:  Tina Pivonka   ---  Vice-President  (Owner Unit #1) 
• 
Attached 
•       ---Map of the Oxford Park Complex 
-      ---Photos taken on random days in 2013 and 2014, which show several trucks parked at one 
time on the alley as well as how one large truck blocks Units #1, #2, and #3. 
-       ---Photos showing abuses of the one-way law 
-      ---Fire lane painting notice to residents indicating intent to paint the alley between the Hotel 
Cordova and Oxford Park Complex posted by ecoronado.com<http://ecoronado.com> 
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Attachment 3 – Reconfigured Loading Zones and Photos 

 

 
Block 4 Alley 

 
 
 

Loading Zone 1 

 
 
  

172
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Loading Zone 2 

 
 
 

173



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

174



Attachment 4 – Alley Observations and Loading Zone Utilization 

 

 
Observations shown below refer to each loading zone by numbers 1, 2, and 3, with number 1 
located at the southern end of the alley (near Adella Avenue) and number 3, the previously 
existing loading zone, being located at the north end (near B Avenue). 
 
Unless otherwise noted, during each inspection there were no cars observed accessing garages, 
drive aisles, or passing through the alley. Staff was able to drive through the alley when vehicles 
were present in the loading zones, confirming access was maintained. 
 
 

Date Day Time Observations 
1/23/15 Friday 9:00 am No trucks in the alley 
2/915 Monday 7:20 am No trucks in the alley 

2/20/15 Friday 7:50 am 
Loading Zone 1 – 1 truck w/ additional truck 
parked behind it; cars passed by both without 
problem; no garage access observed 

2/26/15 Thursday 9:30 am No trucks in the alley 

3/3/15 Tuesday 10:20 am 
1 truck (grease pumping) parked south of 
loading zone 1 

3/16/15 Monday 7:30 am No trucks in the alley 
3/17/15 Tuesday 9:30 am Loading Zone 3 – 1 truck 
3/18/15 Wednesday 9:00 am No trucks in the alley 
4/8/15 Wednesday 9:15 am Loading Zone 1 – 1 truck 
5/11/15 Monday 7:10 am Loading Zone 3 – 1 truck 
5/18/15 Monday 11:30 am Loading Zone 1 – 1 truck 
6/8/15 Monday 11:50 am Loading Zone 2 – 1 truck 
6/9/15 Tuesday 1:30 pm No trucks in the alley 

6/26/15 Friday 
9:00 am;  
9:30 am 

9 am – Loading Zone 1 – 1 truck 
9:30 am – Loading Zone 1 – 1 truck; Loading 
Zone 3 – 1 truck 

8/10/15 Monday 9:40 am Loading Zone 3 – 1 truck 

9/14/15 Monday 9:35 am 
Loading Zone 1 – 1 truck; Loading Zone 3 – 1 
truck 

10/22/15 Thursday 
9:25 am;  
11:30 am 

9:25 am – No trucks in the alley 
11:30 am – Loading Zone 1 – 1 truck 
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GATEWAY VISION PLAN DESIGN CONCEPTS AND DIRECTION 

ISSUE:  What are the next steps for improvements to the Gateway/Toll Plaza and which 
alternative gateway plan should be pursued for implementation? 

RECOMMENDATION:  Accept the City Council subcommittee’s recommendation of the 
“Preserve and Improve” design option for further development, with the additional objectives of 
an improved pedestrian crossing and a wall or buffer for the east/west lanes in order to articulate 
a project for review pursuant to  the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

FISCAL IMPACT:  Costs will be determined by Council action.  In Fiscal Year 2010-11, 
$840,000 from Toll Funds was appropriated for the Toll Plaza landscape and traffic calming 
project.  Approximately $42,600 was spent on research and development of conceptual plans for 
a project that conformed to the budget.  At that time, the City Council determined that a more 
extensive project with greater public participation was required.  Subsequently, Michael Baker 
International, working with the Council subcommittee of Woiwode and Bailey, produced a 
Gateway Vision Plan.  The plan identifies generally several alternative options with costs 
ranging from approximately $2 million to $65 million.  

The Council subcommittee recommends the Preserve and Improve option with a spending floor 
of $2 million. 

$695,000 remains of the original appropriation.  In addition, the Toll Fund balance is 
approximately $6.5 million and is available and desired for expensing on this project. 

It is assumed that Bridge Toll funds will be used as a funding source for this project.  A fiscal 
consideration is the impact of time, interest, and inflation upon the purchasing power of the 
remaining balance of the fund.  Staff has determined that since Fiscal Year 2005-06, due to 
inflation, the cumulative purchasing power of the Bridge Toll account has decreased by $1.4 
million.  Staff used the California Transportation Department Cost of Construction Index as a 
basis for gains or losses in purchasing power from the period of 2005-06 to 2014-15.   

If directed, staff will obtain a proposal for additional consulting services based on the scope of 
work directed by the Council. 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Review and direction related to a study is a policy matter 
and an advisory action reflective of the Council’s legislative role.  Therefore a person that would 
challenge such a legislative action must prove that the decision was “arbitrary, capricious, 
entirely lacking in evidentiary support, or unlawfully or procedurally unfair” per the California 
court decision of Fullerton Joint Union High School District v. State Bd. of Education [(1982) 32 
Cal. 3d 779, 786].  Under the California Environmental Quality Act, the Council’s role is 
somewhat limited since the project is exempt from the Initial Study process as an “information 
collection” activity. 

PUBLIC NOTICE:  None required; however; individuals who requested notification regarding 
this project were informed by email that this is on the agenda. 
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BACKGROUND:  A Project Study Report (PSR) was developed with community support in 
2003 to address the impacts on the Coronado community resulting from the toll removal.  
Among the ideas proposed in the PSR were traffic metering, traffic signals, bulb-outs, and 
enhanced landscaping, several of which have been further researched and/or implemented.   
 
RBF Consulting was retained in 2011 to research and develop conceptual plans addressing the 
landscaping and traffic calming/metering improvements in the vicinity of the toll plaza as 
identified in the PSR.  After conducting meetings with Caltrans Operations and Maintenance 
divisions and the California Highway Patrol, a conceptual design of a project to calm traffic and 
improve aesthetics throughout the area was drafted and presented to Coronado residents during a 
public workshop held September 12, 2013.  
 
On November 5, 2013, the City Council received a report summarizing the conceptual design 
created and the feedback obtained during the September public workshop.  Acknowledging that 
participation at the workshop was limited, the Council debated the merits of the conceptual 
design, its cost, and what the community would ideally like to see in the toll plaza area.  It was 
ultimately decided that additional public outreach was necessary and that the budget constraints 
imposed on the initial design concept be removed in order to solicit more grandiose ideas 
available to calm traffic, beautify the area, and consider the design and construction of a world-
class gateway for Coronado.  The Council appointed Councilmembers Woiwode and Bailey to 
lead a subcommittee to work with the Coronado Transportation Commission and staff to obtain 
further community input and options available for the Coronado Gateway Improvement project. 
 
In 2014, a multi-phased approach to engage the community was established with the help of RBF 
Consulting (now called Michael Baker International) and the subcommittee.  The resulting 
“Gateway Vision Plan” process included three primary phases: the first phase involved gaining 
an understanding of the community’s needs, values, concerns, and priorities for the area; the 
second phase included the development of design alternatives based on input received in the first 
phase; and, the third phase involved finalizing and selecting design elements to be recommended 
for implementation.  
 
Several public outreach forums were facilitated by Michael Baker International, where members 
of the community were asked to use a multi-voting approach to express their preferences among 
six design concepts.  The resulting Gateway Vision Plan summarizes the vision plan process, the 
data obtained during that process, and provides three preferred concepts for consideration.  The 
Gateway Vision Plan has been placed in the City Council reading room and can be accessed via 
the following link:  Gateway Vision Plan. 
 
The three concepts presented in the Gateway Vision Plan are categorized as being short-term, 
mid-term, and long-term conceptual options based on their complexity and cost, and the amount 
of time it would likely take to finalize the design and obtain the necessary approvals.  It is noted 
that the public was evenly divided on whether to preserve or demolish the “wing” above the 
structure.  A summary of each concept is as follows: 
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 Preserve and Improve Existing:  A concept theoretically achievable in the “short-term” 
(roughly one year) with an estimated budget minimum of approximately $2.8 million 
(excluding utility relocation costs).  (The Council may add elements that will increase the 
project budget.)  This option builds upon the original RBF concept proposed to the City 
Council in 2013.  It recommends the least amount of changes to existing conditions by 
maintaining all existing structures but proposes additional landscaping (both in existing 
locations as well as proposed islands) and striping modifications to narrow the available 
right-of-way, calm traffic, and beautify the area.  The alternative avoids a conclusive 
action of the disposition of the “wing” at this time. 
 

 Roundabout:  A solution theoretically achievable in the “mid-term” (roughly two to five 
years) with an estimated budget of approximately $9.9 million (excluding utility 
relocation and possible right-of-way acquisition costs).  This option proposes to remove 
all existing structures and reconstruct the toll plaza area with a large roundabout to 
provide traffic calming benefits.  Fountains, sculptures, or distinctive landscaping/signage 
could be incorporated into the design within the center of the roundabout. 
 

 Cut and Cover:  A solution theoretically achievable in the “long-term” (roughly five to 
ten years) with an estimated budget of approximately $66 million (excluding utility 
relocation and possible right-of-way acquisition costs).  This option proposes to remove 
all existing structures and reconstruct the existing state highway underground, beneath 
what is currently the toll plaza area.  The project would result in the creation of a new 
park/open space area roughly 11 acres in size optimizing views of the bay and improving 
pedestrian and bicyclist connectivity across the corridor. 

 
ANALYSIS:  The subcommittee considered the Gateway Vision Plan, reviewing each of the 
preferred concepts and the degree to which they achieve the traffic calming and aesthetic goals 
of the project.  Project costs and the likelihood each plan could be adequately designed to 
address the community’s desires, as well as other agencies’ design and permitting requirements, 
were also reviewed and discussed.  While there is community interest in this project, as 
evidenced by the participation at public outreach forums, there does not appear to be strong, 
consolidated community advocacy at the level needed to move forward with a grand, world-
class, expensive, and highly impactful project.  The subcommittee ultimately expressed the 
desire to further explore the Preserve and Improve option noting the likelihood such a project 
could be completed and the benefits that would be realized in the short-term as the most 
important factors in their decision.  However, there is a desire to expand the scope of the concept 
to address specific concerns.  The following provides a summary of additional ideas/issues that 
the subcommittee would like to see addressed through additional concept-level design work:  

 
 Improve connectivity across the state highway in the north and southbound directions 

for pedestrians, and investigate if that plan can accommodate cyclists.  Investigate 
reconfiguring the areas adjacent to Glorietta Boulevard on both sides of the state 
highway to accommodate multiple pedestrian refuge islands, speed tables, and other 
similar devices to provide traffic calming and safely facilitate pedestrian activity 
across the Third/Fourth Streets corridor. 
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 Evaluate engineered traffic calming solutions that could be incorporated into the 
Preserve and Improve concept.  This effort should include the assessment of whether 
the wing structure is a critical element to the concept and the goal of increasing traffic 
calming in the area.  If not, what, if any, additional traffic calming recommendations 
or improvements would removal of the wing structure allow? 

 
The subcommittee will continue working to address the above-mentioned questions.  This work 
is envisioned to include additional concept-level drawings providing more detail regarding the 
geometric layout of the Preserve and Improve option as further described in the attached draft 
scope of work.  Once completed, the subcommittee would present the City Council several 
conceptual design options along with the subcommittee’s preferred alternative for consideration 
and obtain direction on whether or not to proceed with environmental review. 
 
ALTERNATIVES:  The City Council could direct staff and the subcommittee to continue 
concept-level design work on different design options contained in the report and/or modify what 
additional questions are to be addressed by additional work.  Alternatively, the City Council 
could direct no additional work be performed at this time. 
 
Submitted by Public Services & Engineering/Newton 
Attachment: Draft Scope of Work for Additional Conceptual Design Work 
 
N:\All Departments\Staff Reports - Drafts\2016 Meetings\03-15 Meeting  SR Due Mar. 3\Gateway (Toll Plaza)\FINAL Gateway 
Vision Plan Staff Report.doc 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
BK TR JK JNC MLC NA EW NA NA NA CMM NA 
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Draft Scope of Work for Additional Conceptual Design Work 
 

Consultant is asked to provide the following services related to the Coronado Gateway Project: 
 

1) Enhanced Concept Drawings:  Provide enhanced concept level drawings of the “Preserve 
and Improve Existing” alternative presented in the Coronado Gateway Vision Plan 
showing a sufficient level of detail for CEQA review.  Enhanced conceptual plans should 
identify all proposed improvements including revised lane configurations, new 
landscaping, and all proposed wing structure modifications. Two concepts should be 
provided as part of this task: one that keeps the existing toll barrier islands and one that 
removes them. 
 

2) Additional Design Options: Provide additional enhanced concepts (adequate for CEQA 
review) based on the Preserve and Improve Existing alternative that achieve the 
following objectives: 
 

a. Improved Pedestrian and Bicycle Connectivity: Provide an option to facilitate 
street-level pedestrian and bicyclist crossings of the state highway corridor in the 
north and southbound directions.  Options to be considered should include 
reconfiguring the areas adjacent to Glorietta Boulevard on both sides of the state 
highway to accommodate multiple pedestrian refuge islands, speed tables, and/or 
other similar devices to provide traffic calming and safely facilitate pedestrian 
activity across the Third/Fourth corridor. 
 

b. Barrier Wall: Provide an option to construct a concrete barrier wall separating 
eastbound and westbound traffic along the state highway. The wall would begin 
where Third and Fourth Streets currently split (near Pomona Avenue) to a point 
just west of the existing storage area west of the wing structure.  

 
c. Wing Structure Removal:  Provide an option that removes the entire wing 

structure. This effort should include an assessment of what traffic calming 
benefits would be lost, if any, if the wing structure was removed. It should also 
include any additional traffic calming improvements that could be included in the 
project as a result of the wing structure’s removal.  

 
3) Utilities:  Review existing utility infrastructure and identify what, if any, utility 

relocations or modifications would be required for any of the options identified in items 1 
and 2 described above. 
 

4) Cost Estimates: Provide detailed cost estimates for all options identified in items 1 and 2 
above (including any necessary utility relocations). Cost estimates should include hard 
and soft costs to complete the environmental review, design, permitting, and construction 
of each option.   
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5) Expanded Budget Options: Provide options available to further improve traffic calming 
benefits and/or aesthetics of the project from the initially estimated $2 million dollar 
budget to a total project budget not to exceed $7 million. 
 

6) Public Workshop & Outreach:  Provide color renderings (overhead and street view) of all 
concepts described in items 1, 2, and 5.  Facilitate a public workshop to present all of the 
enhanced concept designs and options and obtain public feedback on each. Establish an 
online survey to present the concepts and associated renderings and survey residents 
unable to attend the workshop. The intent of this task is to identify the public’s preferred 
design option. 
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REVIEW OF PROPOSED BALLOT OPTIONS FOR LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS 
FROM WESTBOUND SR 75 (THIRD STREET) ONTO A, B, AND C AVENUES 

ISSUE:  The City Council requested staff to prepare draft ballot language on options to 
implement left-turn prohibitions onto A, B, and C Avenues from Third Street/Pomona Avenue. 

RECOMMENDATION:  Review the report and provide direction to staff. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  The options that the City presents to the environmental consultant will 
affect the scope and cost of the environmental report.  The cost of environmental reports can 
vary significantly depending on the complexity of the project and the significance of the 
associated impacts.  In addition, any measure placed on the ballot would cause the City to incur 
election costs, whether on the general election or for a special election, though the costs are 
significantly higher for a special election. 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Review and direction related to a study and proposed 
ordinance is a policy matter and an advisory action reflective of the Council’s legislative role. 
Therefore a person that would challenge such a legislative action must prove that the decision 
was “arbitrary, capricious, entirely lacking in evidentiary support, or unlawfully or procedurally 
unfair” per the California court decision of Fullerton Joint Union High School District v. State 
Bd. of Education [(1982) 32 Cal. 3d 779, 786].   

CEQA:  A City Council-sponsored ballot measure instituting the left-turn restrictions is a 
“project” as defined under CEQA.  As such, completion of the environmental review on the 
proposed ordinance language is required prior to the measure being introduced and placed on the 
ballot. It is anticipated that should an Environmental Impact Report be required, the most 
impactful/restrictive project would be evaluated along with alternatives that may be less 
restrictive. 

PUBLIC NOTICE:  None required at this time. 

BACKGROUND:  At its February 16, 2016 meeting, the City Council directed staff to prepare 
draft ballot language for the two left-turn restriction options being considered by the Council: 
first, to post signage to prevent left-hand turns onto A, B, and C Avenues from Third 
Street/Pomona Avenue at all times; and second, to install permanent traffic barriers on the south 
side of those three intersections, creating cul-de-sacs on A, B, and C Avenues.  The objective is 
to reduce traffic through these cross streets, including the north-south traffic that crosses Fourth 
Street on A, B, and C Avenues where there are no stop signs or lights in attempting to cross 
eastbound traffic along Fourth Street heading toward the Coronado Bridge.   

As previously reported, at the November 2, 2004 General Municipal Election, Coronado voters 
passed Proposition M.  Proposition M was a citizens’ ballot initiative requiring the City to 
remove the traffic semi-diverters located at the intersections of A Avenue and Pomona Avenue, 
B Avenue and Third Street, and C Avenue and Third Street.  The 2004 vote was 6,007 in favor 
of opening up turns and 2,837 in favor of keeping the restrictions.  Once passed, Proposition M 
may be amended or repealed only by a majority vote of the electors.   Restricting left turns from 
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Third Street/Pomona Avenue onto the 300 blocks of A, B, and C Avenues, regardless of time 
restrictions, amends the previously voter-approved Proposition M.  As a result, a separate ballot 
measure allowing for the left-turn restrictions or creating cul-de-sacs needs to be submitted to the 
voters prior to implementation.   
 
ANALYSIS:  The first option is to post signs for westbound traffic on Third Street/Pomona 
Avenue to prevent any left-hand turns onto A, B, and C Avenues at any time.  Currently, the 
signs limit left-hand turns from 5 a.m. to 8 a.m. during the heavy morning traffic.  This first 
option would also direct traffic westward to Orange Avenue during all hours, including peak 
afternoon traffic times.  This option would continue to allow northbound traffic on these avenues 
to turn left onto Third Street/Pomona Avenue or attempt to cross this road to continue 
northbound on B and C Avenues.  Similarly, southbound traffic on B and C Avenues would not 
be prevented from attempting to cross Third Street and continue southbound.  The City can 
address signage for southbound traffic on B and C Avenues at any time without requiring a vote 
because Proposition M did not include a vote on any traffic restrictions on the north side of these 
intersections.  Engineering would have to confirm the best location for these signs, whether to 
replace them in the same locations or in different spots for best line of sight for westbound 
traffic.  If installation is required within Caltrans’ right-of-way, then an encroachment permit or 
other permission would be required from Caltrans to implement this option.  It should also be 
noted that signs would not prevent those who choose to ignore the signs from turning left onto A, 
B, and C Avenues.   
 
The second option is to install permanent vehicle barriers at the south side of the intersections of 
A, B, and C Avenues and Third Street/Pomona Avenue.  These three avenues would become cul-
de-sacs, preventing any traffic from entering or leaving these three avenues at the south side of 
their intersections with Third Street/Pomona Avenue.  Traffic going southbound on B and C 
Avenues would have to turn right onto Third Street.  New signs and paint striping may be 
required on A, B, and C Avenues at the intersections with Third Street/Pomona Avenue because 
of the cul-de-sacs.  In addition, if the permanent traffic barriers must be installed in whole or in 
part within Caltrans’ right-of-way, then an encroachment permit or other permission would be 
required from Caltrans to implement this option. 
 
Blocking off one end of a street does require that the action implement the City’s Circulation 
Element per Vehicle Code Section 21101(f).  City planning staff has conducted an initial review 
of the Circulation Element to determine if the proposed permanent traffic barriers are consistent 
with it.  It appears an amendment to the Circulation Element would be required.  For example, B 
Avenue is considered a Collector Street, and permanent barriers blocking access could require a 
change of that street’s classification to a local street.  This would involve text amendment 
(removing B Avenue from the list of Collector Streets) and a revision to Figure A, which is a 
map that depicts the arterial and collector streets, by removing the demarcation of B Avenue as a 
Collector Street.  B Avenue is also identified as a proposed Class II bike path. Depending on the 
design, it could require an amendment to this classification. Amendments to the Circulation 
Element would also require environmental review.  Additionally, other elements of the General 
Plan would have to be analyzed for internal consistency. 
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Furthermore, at the time of introducing the proposed ordinance, the Council would have to 
compare the proposed traffic barriers to the stated goals to determine if the project would 
implement the Circulation Element.  Goal 9 of the Circulation Element is to “reduce the adverse 
environmental and safety impacts and ameliorate the unpleasant side effects of traffic circulation 
(bulk, noise, fumes, clutter, cross traffic barrier and the physical isolation of areas from each 
other).”  This goal may be inconsistent with the installation of permanent barriers.  However, the 
proposed barriers may meet Goal 5 to provide a safe circulation service, Goal 7 to minimize 
conflict points, and Goal 10 to minimize traffic movement on local residential streets.  
Additional studies may need to be conducted in order for the Council to make this finding.      
 
These ordinances are drafts only.  They are not being introduced.  Input is requested from the 
Council so that these options can be presented to the environmental consultant and for staff to 
review all the potential impacts to these options.  Alternatives the Council may also want to 
consider directing staff to evaluate include time-specific turn restrictions with or without 
temporary physical barriers. The proposed ballot measure(s) would then be brought back to the 
Council for consideration upon the completion of the environmental review.  At that time, the 
City Council may choose to introduce the ordinance and place a measure on the ballot or take no 
action.  If the City Council calls an election on a ballot measure that it has placed before the 
voters, the election is to take place at least 88 days after calling the election per Elections Code 
Section 9222.   
 
A majority vote is required to adopt either of the proposed options.  The ordinance would be 
considered adopted if the ordinance is approved by a majority of the voters and upon the date the 
vote is declared by the Coronado City Council, and the ordinance would go into effect ten (10) 
days after that date.  Elec. Code §§ 9217 & 9222. 
 
ALTERNATIVE:   
 
Submitted by City Manager/King and City Attorney/Canlas 
Attachments: 1. Draft Ordinance – No Left-Turn Signs 
  2. Draft Ordinance – Traffic Barriers 
  3. Maps 
 
 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
BK N/A N/A JNC MLC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
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Attachment 1 
 

 Version 1: NO LEFT TURN SIGNS 
ORDINANCE NO. ______________ 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORONADO, 

CALIFORNIA,  
 

WHEREAS, the majority of vehicle traffic entering or leaving the City of Coronado 
occurs on that portion of State Route 75 on Third Street/Pomona Avenue and Fourth Street 
between the Coronado Bridge and Orange Avenue; and 

 
WHEREAS, Third Street/Pomona Avenue is a one-way street heading westbound on this 

segment of State Route 75; and 
 
WHEREAS, there are five cross streets between the Coronado Bridge and Orange 

Avenue on this segment of State Route 75 where a car may turn left to go southbound; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City estimates that an average of 73,000 vehicles enter or leave the City 

of Coronado via the Coronado Bridge; and 
 
WHEREAS, there has been an increase in concerns or complaints about vehicle, bicycle 

and pedestrian accidents on this segment of State Route 75; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City used to maintain semi-diverters to prevent left hand turns from 

Third Street/Pomona Avenue onto A, B, and C Avenues and to prevent north-south cross traffic 
across Third Street/Pomona Avenue; and 

 
WHEREAS, the majority of the electorate voted in the general election on November 2, 

2004, to adopt Proposition M to remove the traffic semi-diverters located on A, B and C 
Avenues at their intersections with Pomona Avenue and Third Street; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City maintains traffic signs to prevent left hand turns from Third 

Street/Pomona Avenue onto A, B, and C Avenues during the hours of 5:00 a.m. to 8:00 a.m., as 
set forth in City Council Resolution 6533, adopted July 1, 1986, which pre-dates Proposition M; 
and  

 
WHEREAS, any change to restrict traffic from Third Street/Pomona Avenue onto A, B 

and C Avenues requires approval by the majority of the electorate; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council finds that it is in the public interest to install traffic signs to 

prevent all left hand turns from Third Street/Pomona Avenue onto A, B, and C Avenues twenty-
four hours a day; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City Council finds that preventing all left hand turns from Third 

Street/Pomona Avenue onto A, B, and C Avenues by the installation of approved traffic signs is 
authorized by Vehicle Code Section 21100(d); and 
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WHEREAS, if the location of the proposed traffic signs requires construction in the 
public right-of-way within State Route 75, approval for the signs by Caltrans will be required; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council finds that it is in the public interest to introduce and 

submits this ordinance for a vote.  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, the People of the City of Coronado, California, do ordain as 

follows: 
 
SECTION ONE: 
 
 All of the above statements are true. 
 
SECTION TWO: 
 
[To be added after the completion of the environmental review]  
 
SECTION THREE: 
 
 Traffic signs shall be installed in order to prevent all left hand turns from Third Street/ 
Pomona Avenue onto A, B, and C Avenues twenty-fours a day. 
 
SECTION FOUR: 
 
 This ordinance was introduced on [month] [day], 2016. 
 
SECTION FIVE: 
 

Pursuant to Elections Code Sections 9217 and 9222, this ordinance shall be considered 
adopted if this ordinance is approved by a majority of the voters and upon the date the vote is 
declared by the Coronado City Council, and this ordinance shall go into effect ten (10) days after 
that date. 
 
SECTION SIX: 
 
 If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion of this Ordinance is for any 
reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court of competent 
jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this 
Ordinance.  The City Council of the City of Coronado hereby declares that it would have 
adopted this Ordinance and each section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion thereof, 
irrespective of the fact that any one or more section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or 
portion may be declared invalid or unconstitutional. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED this     day of    2016, by the 
following vote to wit: 
 

AYES: 
NAYS: 
ABSTAIN: 
ABSENT: 
 

             
       Casey Tanaka, Mayor of the 
       City of Coronado, California 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
      
Mary L. Clifford, CMC 
City Clerk 
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Attachment 2 
 
 Version 2: Traffic Barriers 

ORDINANCE NO. ______________ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORONADO, 
CALIFORNIA,  

 
WHEREAS, the majority of vehicle traffic entering or leaving the City of Coronado 

occurs on that portion of State Route 75 on Third Street/Pomona Avenue and Fourth Street 
between the Coronado Bridge and Orange Avenue; and 

 
WHEREAS, Third Street/Pomona Avenue is a one-way street heading westbound on this 

segment of State Route 75; and 
 
WHEREAS, there are five cross streets between the Coronado Bridge and Orange 

Avenue on this segment of State Route 75 where a car may turn left to go southbound; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City estimates that an average of 73,000 vehicles enter or leave the City 

of Coronado via the Coronado Bridge; and 
 
WHEREAS, there has been an increase in concerns or complaints about vehicle, bicycle 

and pedestrian accidents on this segment of State Route 75; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City used to maintain semi-diverters to prevent left hand turns from 

Third Street/Pomona Avenue onto A, B, and C Avenues and to prevent north-south cross traffic 
across Third Street/Pomona Avenue; and 

 
WHEREAS, the majority of the electorate voted in the general election on November 2, 

2004, to adopt Proposition M to remove the traffic semi-diverters located on A, B and C 
Avenues at their intersections with Pomona Avenue and Third Street; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City maintains traffic signs to prevent left hand turns from Third 

Street/Pomona Avenue onto A, B, and C Avenues during the hours of 5:00 a.m. to 8:00 a.m., as 
set forth in City Council Resolution 6533, adopted July 1, 1986, which pre-dates Proposition M; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, any change to restrict traffic from Third Street/Pomona Avenue onto A, B 

and C Avenues requires approval by the majority of the electorate; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council finds that it is in the public interest to install permanent 

traffic barriers to prevent any traffic from entering or exiting A, B, and C Avenues on the south 
side of Third Street/Pomona Avenue and thereby creating cul-de-sacs at the north ends of A, B 
and C Avenues where they intersect with Third Street/Pomona Avenue; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City Council finds that preventing any traffic from entering or exiting A, 

B, and C Avenues on the south side of Third Street/Pomona Avenue by the installation of 
permanent traffic barriers and thereby creating cul-de-sacs at the north ends of A, B and C 
Avenues where they intersect with Third Street/Pomona Avenue is authorized by Vehicle Code 
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Section 21101(f) provided that the traffic barriers will implement the City’s Circulation Element 
of its General Plan; and 

 
WHEREAS, locating the permanent traffic barriers on the City roads on A, B, and C 

Avenues does not require approval of Caltrans; provided, however, that the permanent traffic 
barriers do not encroach onto State Route 75; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council finds that it is in the public interest to introduce and submit 

this ordinance for a vote.  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, the People of the City of Coronado, California, do ordain as 

follows: 
 
SECTION ONE: 
 
 All of the above statements are true. 
 
SECTION TWO: 
 
[To be added after the completion of environmental review]  
 
SECTION THREE: 
 
 The installation of permanent traffic barriers to prevent any traffic from entering or 
exiting A, B, and C Avenues on the south side of Third Street/Pomona Avenue and thereby 
creating cul-de-sacs at the north ends of A, B and C Avenues where they intersect with Third 
Street/Pomona Avenue will implement Section ___ of the City’s Circulation Element of its 
General Plan. 
 
SECTION FOUR: 
 

Permanent traffic barriers shall be installed to prevent any traffic from entering or exiting 
A, B, and C Avenues on the south side of Third Street/Pomona Avenue and thereby cul-de-sacs 
at the north ends of A, B and C Avenues will be created where they intersect with Third Street/ 
Pomona Avenue. 
 
SECTION FIVE: 
 
 This ordinance was introduced on [month] [day], 2016. 
 
SECTION SIX: 
 

Pursuant to Elections Code Sections 9217 and 9222, this ordinance shall be considered 
adopted if this ordinance is approved by a majority of the voters and upon the date the vote is 
declared by the Coronado City Council, and this ordinance shall go into effect ten (10) days after 
that date. 
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SECTION SEVEN: 
 
 If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion of this Ordinance is for any 
reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court of competent 
jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this 
Ordinance.  The City Council of the City of Coronado hereby declares that it would have 
adopted this Ordinance and each section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion thereof, 
irrespective of the fact that any one or more section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or 
portion may be declared invalid or unconstitutional. 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this     day of    2016, by the 
following vote to wit: 
 

AYES: 
NAYS: 
ABSTAIN: 
ABSENT: 

 
             
       Casey Tanaka, Mayor of the 
       City of Coronado, California 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
      
Mary L. Clifford, CMC 
City Clerk 
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03/15/16 

REVIEW OF AB 2075 (ATKINS) TO RELINQUISH STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE 75 TO 
THE CITIES OF CORONADO, IMPERIAL BEACH, AND SAN DIEGO 

ISSUE:  Does the City Council choose to support, oppose, amend, or remain neutral on AB 2075 
as introduced by Assembly Member Atkins to relinquish State Route 75 to the cities of 
Coronado, Imperial Beach, and San Diego? 

RECOMMENDATION:  Review the report and provide direction to staff whether to support, 
oppose, amend, or remain neutral on the bill and provide other direction as desired. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  Coronado employs the services of a state lobbyist on a retainer basis; it 
will therefore cost no more or less to take a position on AB 2075.  The costs and benefits related 
to relinquishment are unknown.  If the relinquishment is accomplished, the City will be 
responsible for the maintenance and repair of SR 75, but will also have greater local control of 
SR75 within the City limits. 

Of significance is the negotiation that typically accompanies the relinquishment of a state right-
of-way.  It is generally believed that Caltrans has an obligation to put a relinquished facility in a 
“state of good repair.”  This normally leads to a negotiated Cooperative Agreement (CA) 
between the local agency and Caltrans.  For example, the negotiated agreement between Caltrans 
and Imperial Beach provides Imperial Beach with approximately $6 million.  However, the 
following excerpt from a 2005 memorandum from the Caltrans Deputy Director and Caltrans 
Chief Engineer to District Directors concerning “Relinquishment of State Highways by 
Legislative Enactment” is instructive: 

“It is important to note that the Department is under no statutory obligation to put the 
facility in a ‘state of good repair,’ construct improvements or betterments, or incur any 
financial obligation.  The legislation enacted to relinquish the state highway will 
typically require that the transaction be ‘in the best interest of the State.’”  

The memorandum goes on to say that the California Transportation Commission has final 
authority for the relinquishment, including approval of any costs to relinquish. 

PUBLIC NOTICE:  None required at this time. 

BACKGROUND:  AB 2075 was introduced by Assembly Member Atkins at the behest of the 
cities of Imperial Beach and San Diego.  Along with the cities of Imperial Beach and San Diego, 
it references Coronado specifically.  The purpose of the bill is to accomplish the relinquishment 
of most of SR 75.  As stated in the introduction of the bill: 

Existing law gives the Department of Transportation full possession and control 
of all state highways. Existing law describes the authorized routes in the state 
highway system and establishes a process for adoption of a highway on an 
authorized route by the California Transportation Commission. Existing law 
authorizes the commission to relinquish to local agencies state highway segments 
that have been deleted from the state highway system by legislative enactment or 
have been superseded by relocation, and in certain other cases. 
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This bill would authorize the commission to relinquish to the cities of Coronado, 
Imperial Beach, and San Diego, specified portions of State Highway Route 75, 
under certain conditions. 
 

The City of Imperial Beach is seeking to implement a Palm Avenue Mixed Use & Commercial 
Corridor Master Plan.  Imperial Beach has concluded that in order to effectuate its corridor master 
plan, SR 75 in Imperial Beach needs to be controlled locally.  A Transportation System Analysis 
and Evaluation (TSAE) for SR 75 has been prepared by Caltrans to assess relinquishment.  The 
2014 TSAE concluded that SR 75 was eligible and appropriate for relinquishment to Imperial 
Beach.  Further, the TSAE indicated that Caltrans viewed the relinquishment of the Imperial 
Beach segment of SR 75 as a move towards the complete relinquishment of the entire route. 
 
ANALYSIS:  The process for the relinquishment of a state highway route is provided for in 
Streets & Highways Code Section 73.  First, the Legislature has to pass a bill to authorize all or 
portions of the highway that is to be relinquished so as to no longer constitute part of the state 
highway system.  For any portion of SR 75, Streets & Highways Code Section 375 must be 
amended.  AB 2075 would serve as this first step in the relinquishment process if adopted.  It 
does not appear to modify the the relinquishment process provided in Streets & Highways Code 
Section 73.  As a result, the City can object to the relinquishment as described in the next step. 
 
Second, following the adoption of the bill, the California Transportation Commission would be 
authorized to adopt a resolution of relinquishment.  The bill’s current language is permissive so 
that the Transportation Commission is not required to relinquish the highway—merely that it is 
authorized to do so.  If adopted, the resolution must be filed with the City Clerk’s office and then 
recorded with the County Recorder’s Office.  The relinquishment is then effective on the first 
day of either the next calendar year or the next fiscal year, whichever is sooner.  Title then vests 
in the City, and the street becomes a city street.   
 
Before the California Transportation Commission can adopt the resolution of relinquishment, it 
must provide ninety days’ notice to the City of its intent to relinquish the state route.  Within that 
ninety-day period, the City can submit objections that the highway is not in a state of good 
repair, or is not needed for public use and should be vacated by the California Transportation 
Commission.  If the City objects, the Commission may only authorize the relinquishment 
following a public hearing for which the Commission would have to provide ten days’ notice to 
the City.   
 
For your information, Streets & Highways Code Section 73 allows the Legislature to by-pass the 
notice requirement in the bill authorizing the relinquishment.  AB 2075, in its current form, does 
not waive this notice requirement to the City.  Last year, the Legislature adopted AB 218 
(Melendez) that authorized the Transportation Commission to relinquish portions of State Route 
74 in Riverside County.  The bill was similarly worded to AB 2075 and was not amended after it 
was introduced.  The Senate Floor Analysis for AB 218 stated: 
 

Each session, the Legislature passes and the Governor signs numerous bills 
authorizing CTC to relinquish segments of the state highway system to local 
jurisdictions.  Relinquishment transactions are generally preceded by a 
negotiation of terms and conditions between the local jurisdiction and Caltrans. 
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Once an agreement has been established, the CTC typically approves the 
relinquishment and verifies its approval via a resolution. 
 

As indicated previously in the staff report, currently, Caltrans has no statutory obligation to put a 
facility in a “state of good repair.”  
 
If AB 2075 is amended to remove the notice provision which would essentially take away the 
City’s primary opportunity to object to the relinquishment, you will be advised.  
 
It is noted that AB 2075 only deals with SR 75, not State Route 282 (SR 282), Third and Fourth 
west of Orange and Alameda Blvd. between Third and Fourth.  If there were interest in greater 
local control over state highways in Coronado, a case could be made that there is relatively more 
interest in SR 282 over SR 75.  On October 6, 2015, the City Council reviewed a report on a 
potential range of improvements for SR 75/282 and provided staff direction.  The 
recommendations included raised crosswalks with Rapid Flashing beacons, speed tables, and 
curb extensions at several locations along the Third and Fourth Street Corridor.   
 
This bill has not been assigned to any committee.  It is unknown how long the bill will be at the 
Legislature until it is submitted for a vote.  During that time, the City can work through its 
lobbyist as needed to convey the Council’s position on this bill, if the City Council chooses to 
take a position.  The Council may consider asking that AB 2075 be amended to require that the 
relinquishment be conditioned upon the facilities being in a “state of good repair,” or the ability 
to meet an appropriate standard or index.  The Council may or may not want to add SR 282 at 
that time, or not at all.  Moreover, the Council will have an opportunity to further study and 
object to the relinquishment during the ninety-day notice period if the bill is adopted by the 
Legislature.   
 
The Council should also be aware that there is a bill pending to streamline the relinquishment 
process that would allow the Transportation Commission to relinquish portions of the state 
highway system that serve only local or regional needs based on Caltrans’ recommendations 
without requiring an action of the Legislature.  SB 254 (Allen) passed the Senate last year and is 
pending before the Assembly Committee on Transportation.  You will be advised if this bill is 
adopted, though it would not go into effect until next year and would not likely affect AB 2075. 
 
Submitted by City Manager/King and City Attorney/Canlas 
Attachments: 1. AB 2075 (Atkins) 

2. Caltrans October 4, 2005 memorandum – Relinquishment of State 
Highways by Legislative Enactment 

  3. Str. & Hwy Code § 73 
  4. Str. & Hwy Code § 375 
 
 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
BK N/A N/A JNC MLC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
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california legislature—2015–16 regular session

ASSEMBLY BILL  No. 2075

Introduced by Assembly Member Atkins

February 17, 2016

An act to amend Section 375 of the Streets and Highways Code,
relating to state highways.

legislative counsel’s digest

AB 2075, as introduced, Atkins. State highways: relinquishment:
Route 75.

Existing law gives the Department of Transportation full possession
and control of all state highways. Existing law describes the authorized
routes in the state highway system and establishes a process for adoption
of a highway on an authorized route by the California Transportation
Commission. Existing law authorizes the commission to relinquish to
local agencies state highway segments that have been deleted from the
state highway system by legislative enactment or have been superseded
by relocation, and in certain other cases.

This bill would authorize the commission to relinquish to the Cities
of Coronado, Imperial Beach, and San Diego, specified portions of
State Highway Route 75, under certain conditions.

Vote:   majority.   Appropriation:   no.  Fiscal committee:   yes.

State-mandated local program:   no.

The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

 line 1 SECTION 1. Section 375 of the Streets and Highways Code
 line 2 is amended to read:
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 line 1 375. (a)  Route 75 is from Route 5 to Route 5 via the Silver
 line 2 Strand and the San Diego-Coronado Toll Bridge.
 line 3 (b)  Upon a determination by the commission that it is in the
 line 4 best interests of the state to do so, the commission may, upon terms
 line 5 and conditions approved by it, relinquish portions of Route 75, if
 line 6 the department and the applicable local agency enter into an
 line 7 agreement providing for that relinquishment, as follows:
 line 8 (1)  To the City of Coronado, the portions of Route 75 within its
 line 9 city limits.

 line 10 (2)  To the City of Imperial Beach, the portions of Route 75
 line 11 within its city limits.
 line 12 (3)  To the City of San Diego, the portions of Route 75 within
 line 13 its city limits.
 line 14 (c)  The following conditions apply upon relinquishment:
 line 15 (1)  The relinquishment shall become effective on the date
 line 16 following the county recorder’s recordation of the relinquishment
 line 17 resolution containing the commission’s approval of the terms and
 line 18 conditions of the relinquishment.
 line 19 (2)  On and after the effective date of the relinquishment, the
 line 20 relinquished portions of Route 75 shall cease to be a state highway.
 line 21 (3)  The portions of Route 75 relinquished under subdivision (b)
 line 22 and this subdivision shall be ineligible for future adoption under
 line 23 Section 81.
 line 24 (4)  The Cities of Coronado, Imperial Beach, and San Diego
 line 25 shall ensure the continuity of traffic flow on the relinquished
 line 26 portions of Route 75, including any traffic signal progression.
 line 27 (5)  For the portions of Route 75 relinquished under subdivision
 line 28 (b) and this subdivision, the Cities of Coronado, Imperial Beach,
 line 29 and San Diego shall install and maintain, within their respective
 line 30 jurisdictions, signs directing motorists to the continuation of Route
 line 31 75 to the extent deemed necessary by the department.

O
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State of California
STREETS AND HIGHWAYS CODE
DIVISION 1.   STATE HIGHWAYS
Chapter 1.   Administration

Article 2.   California Transportation Commission
§ 73

73. The commission shall relinquish to any county or city any portion of any state
highway within the county or city that has been deleted from the state highway system
by legislative enactment, and the relinquishment shall become effective upon the first
day of the next calendar or fiscal year, whichever first occurs after the effective date
of the legislative enactment. It may likewise relinquish any portion of any state
highway that has been superseded by relocation. Whenever the department and the
county or city concerned have entered into an agreement providing therefor, or the
legislative body of the county or city has adopted a resolution consenting thereto, the
commission may relinquish, to that county or city, any frontage or service road or
outer highway, within the territorial limits of the county or city, which has a
right-of-way of at least 40 feet in width and which has been constructed as a part of
a state highway project, but does not constitute a part of the main traveled roadway
thereof. The commission may also relinquish, to a county or city within whose
territorial limits it is located, any nonmotorized transportation facility, as defined in
Section 887, constructed as part of a state highway project if the county or city, as
the case may be, has entered into an agreement providing therefor or its legislative
body has adopted a resolution consenting thereto.

Relinquishment shall be by resolution. A certified copy of the resolution shall be
filed with the board of supervisors or the city clerk, as the case may be. A certified
copy of the resolution shall also be recorded in the office of the recorder of the county
where the land is located and, upon its recordation, all right, title, and interest of the
state in and to that portion of any state highway shall vest in the county or city, as the
case may be, and that highway or portion thereof shall thereupon constitute a county
road or city street, as the case may be.

The vesting of all right, title, and interest of the state in and to portions of any state
highways heretofore relinquished by the commission, in the county or city to which
it was relinquished, is hereby confirmed.

Prior to relinquishing any portion of a state highway to a county or a city, except
where required by legislative enactment, the department shall give 90 days’ notice in
writing of intention to relinquish to the board of supervisors, or the city council, as
the case may be. Where the resolution of relinquishment contains a recital as to the
giving of the notice, adoption of the resolution of relinquishment shall be conclusive
evidence that the notice has been given.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

AUTHENTICATED 
ELECTRONIC LEGAL MATERIAL
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The commission shall not relinquish to any county or city any portion of any state
highway that has been superseded by relocation until the department has placed the
highway, as defined in Section 23, in a state of good repair. This requirement shall
not obligate the department for widening, new construction, or major reconstruction,
except as the commission may direct. A state of good repair requires maintenance,
as defined in Section 27, including litter removal, weed control, and tree and shrub
trimming to the time of relinquishment.

Within the 90-day period, the board of supervisors or the city council may protest
in writing to the commission stating the reasons therefor, including, but not limited
to, objections that the highway is not in a state of good repair, or is not needed for
public use and should be vacated by the commission. In the event that the commission
does not comply with the requests of the protesting body, it may proceed with the
relinquishment only after a public hearing given to the protesting body on 10 days’
written notice.

(Amended by Stats. 1998, Ch. 877, Sec. 8.  Effective January 1, 1999.)
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State of California
STREETS AND HIGHWAYS CODE
DIVISION 1.   STATE HIGHWAYS
Chapter 2.   The State Highway System

Article 3.   The State Highway Routes
§ 375

375. Route 75 is from Route 5 to Route 5 via the Silver Strand and the San
Diego-Coronado Toll Bridge.

(Amended by Stats. 1976, Ch. 1354.)
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