
 

Joint City Council/SA Meeting      July 19, 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, July 19, 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. CLOSED SESSION:  CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATOR 

 AUTHORITY: Government Code Section 54957.6 
 CITY NEGOTIATORS: Blair King, City Manager; Tom Ritter, Assistant City  
    Manager; Jim Krueger, Director of Administrative Services;  
    Johanna Canlas, City Attorney 
 EMPLOYEE ORGANIZATIONS: Self-Represented Employees; Executive Employees 
 

2. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION 
Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(1) 
Case No. 37-2016-00021945-CU-CO-CTL 

 
3. 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 



 

Joint City Council/SA Meeting      July 19, 2016 
 

AS A COURTESY TO OTHERS, PLEASE SILENCE CELL PHONES 

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 meetings of June 7 and June 21, 2016. 

 
 4. CEREMONIAL PRESENTATIONS   
 a. Proclamation:  Optimist Coronado Sports Fiesta Week.  (Pg 1) 
 
 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 5) 

 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 Budgets for FY 
2015-2016 and FY 2016-2017.  (Pg 7) 

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

 
c. Acceptance of the Street Preventive Maintenance FY 15/16 Project and Direction 

to the City Clerk to File a Notice of Completion.  (Pg 77) 
 Recommendation:  Accept the Street Preventive Maintenance FY 15/16 

project and direct the City Clerk to file a Notice of Completion. 
 
d. Acceptance of the Bulb-outs at Second Street and Orange Avenue Project and 

Direction to the City Clerk to File a Notice of Completion.  (Pg 79) 
 Recommendation:  Accept the Bulb-outs at Second Street and Orange 

Avenue project and direct the City Clerk to file a Notice of Completion. 
 
e. Acceptance of Golf Course Clubhouse Restoration Project and Direction to the 

City Clerk to File a Notice of Completion.  (Pg 81) 
 Recommendation: Accept the Golf Course Clubhouse restoration project and 

direct the City Clerk to file a Notice of Completion.  
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f. Award a Construction Contract in the Amount of $40,000 to Urban Corps of San 
Diego County for Construction of the “Naked Warrior” Statue Project and 
Appropriate $20,500 of Additional Funds to the Project.  (Pg 83) 

 Recommendation:  Award a construction contract in the amount of $40,000 
to Urban Corps of San Diego County for construction of the Naked Warrior 
statue project and appropriate $20,500 additional funds to the project 
account. 

 
g. Adoption of a Resolution to Designate a Blue Curb Parking Zone in Front of 405 

C Avenue.    (Pg 87) 
 Recommendation:  Adopt “A Resolution of the City Council of the City of 

Coronado to Designate a Blue Curb Parking Zone in front of the Residence 
at 405 C Avenue.” 

 
h. Authorization for the City Manager to Execute the Purchase of a Storm Drain 

Replacement Pump for the Bandel Pump Station from Flo-Systems, Inc. in the 
amount of $36,139.   (Pg 95) 

 Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the purchase of 
the storm drain pump. 

 
i. Adoption of 2015 Updates to the Regional Standard Drawings, Coronado 

Annotations to the 2015 Regional Standard Drawings, and “The Greenbook” 
Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction.  (Pg 109) 

 Recommendation:  Adopt the 2015 updates to the Regional Standard 
Drawings, Coronado Annotations to the 2015 Regional Standard Drawings, 
and “The Greenbook” Standard Specifications for Public Works 
Construction as the referenced standard specifications for public works 
projects. 

 
j. Authorization for the City Manager to Enter into an Agreement with Amalo Brew 

to Operate the Coffee Cart Concession at the Coronado Public Library.  (Pg 115) 
 Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the Agreement 

and issue the Permit. 
 
k. Approval of a Request from the San Diego Fleet Week Foundation to Close the 

1000 Block of Isabella Avenue from 4 to 7 p.m. on Thursday, September 15, 
2016, to Display Cars that will be Participating in the Coronado Speed Festival.  
(Pg 137) 

 Recommendation:  Approve the closure of the 1000 block of Isabella Avenue 
from 4 to 7 p.m. so that cars, which will participate in the Coronado Speed 
Festival, may be on public display. 

 
l. Annual Review and Approval of the City of Coronado Investment Policy.  (Pg 

143) 
 Recommendation:  Review and approve the investment policy. 
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m. Authorization for the City Manager to Execute Purchase Agreements for 
Information Technology Software and Equipment Purchases in FY 2016-17 of up 
to $140,000 with CDWG and $140,000 with Dell Through Cooperative 
Purchasing Programs.  (Pg 153) 

 Recommendation:  Authorize the City Manager to execute purchase 
agreements with CDWG in an amount up to $140,000 and with Dell in an 
amount up to $140,000 through various cooperative purchasing programs. 

 
n. Approval of Transferring a Total of $3,068 of Unclaimed Monies from the Police 

Liability Account to the General Fund Revenue.  (Pg 155) 
 Recommendation:  Approve the transfer of unclaimed amounts totaling 

$3,068 from the Police liability account to the revenue in the General Fund. 
 
o. Designation of Voting Delegate for the League of California Cities Annual 

Conference on October 5 to October 7, 2016.  (Pg 165) 
 Recommendation:  Appoint Councilmember Michael Woiwode as the voting 

delegate at the League of California Cities Annual Business Meeting. 
 
p. Response to the 2015/2016 San Diego County Civil Grand Jury Report on Citizen 

Oversight Boards of Police Behavior.  (Pg 169) 
 Recommendation:  Direct the Mayor to sign and deliver the response to the 

Civil Grand Jury Report Titled “Citizen Oversight Boards of Police 
Behavior.” 

 
 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. Status of Traffic Projects.  (Informational Item)  (Pg 195) 
 

 8. PUBLIC HEARINGS:  None. 
 
 9. ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS:  None. 
 
10. COMMISSION AND COMMITTEE REPORTS:  (Questions allowed but no discussion 

or action.) 
a. Report from the Port Commissioner Concerning Port Activities.   

 
11. CITY COUNCIL: 

a. Council Reports on Inter-Agency Committee and Board Assignments. (Questions 
allowed to clarify but no responses, discussion or action.)  (Pg 203) 
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b. Approval of Reappointment of Chelsea Sylvester to Serve a Second Three-Year 
Term on the Coronado Library Board of Trustees.  (Pg 207) 

 Recommendation:  Reappoint Chelsea Sylvester to the Library Board of 
Trustees for a second three-year term to expire August 31, 2019. 

 
c. Consideration of Appointment to Fill One Vacancy on the Bicycle Advisory 

Committee.  (Pg 209) 
 Recommendation:  Appoint one individual to serve out the remainder of the 

current term, which expires December 31, 2016. 
 
d. Consideration of Appointment of One At-Large Member to Serve on the 

Coronado Tourism Improvement District Board.  (Pg 213) 
 Recommendation:  Appoint one individual to a three-year term that will 

expire on June 15, 2019. 
 
e. Consideration of Appointment of One New Member to the Design Review 

Commission.  (Pg 217) 
 Recommendation:  Appoint one individual to a three-year term to expire 

July 31, 2019. 
 
f. Report on the Gateway Vision Plan.  (Pg 229) 
 Recommendation:  Continue to refine a concept that will incorporate the 

traffic calming characteristics of a parkway, including pedestrian crossing 
improvements, while maintaining the functionality of the existing facilities. 

 
g. Introduction of a New City Website and Overview of Development Process.  (Pg 

233) 
 Recommendation:  Receive report. 

 
12. CITY ATTORNEY:  No report. 
 
13. COMMUNICATIONS - WRITTEN:   

a. Consideration of Request from Mayor Tanaka and Councilmember Sandke that 
the City Council Approve Initiation of a Discussion about Possible Next Steps 
that the City of Coronado Could Take with Regard to the Potential Effects of 
Climate Change.  (Pg 237) 

 
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, June 7, 2016 

 
 
Mayor Tanaka called the Closed Session to order at 3:19 p.m. 
 
 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF CLOSED SESSION 
 
 
1. CLOSED SESSION: PUBLIC EMPLOYEE PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
 AUTHORITY: Government Code 54957(b) 
 TITLE:  City Manager and City Attorney 
 
 
2. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – POTENTIAL LITIGATION 
 AUTHORITY: Government Code Section 54956.9(b)(3)(C) 
 NAME OF CASE: Claim for Damages (City Claim No. 16-01) 
    Claimant:  Pamela Studebaker 
 
 
3. COMMUNICATIONS – ORAL: None 
 
 
ADJOURN TO CLOSED SESSION 3:20 p.m. 
 
 
RECONVENE AND ANNOUNCE ACTION 3:56 p.m. 
 
 
Mayor Tanaka announced that there was no reportable action. 



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 May 17, 2016. 
 
 MSUC  (Woiwode/Sandke) moved to approve the minutes of the Regular 

Meeting of the City Council/the City Council Acting as the Successor 
Agency of May 17, 2016, as submitted.  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:  Brian Clark Day.  Mayor Tanaka presented the proclamation to 
retiring Fire Engineer Brian Clark.   
 
5. CONSENT CALENDAR:  The City Council approved, adopted and/or accepted as one 
item of business Consent Agenda Items 5a through 5i with the addition of Items 11c, 11d and 
11e.   
 
Councilmember Bailey suggested the addition of Items 11b, 11c, 11d and 11e. 
 
Councilmember Downed requested that Item 11b not be included in the Consent Calendar.    
 
 MSUC  (Downey/Sandke) moved that the City Council approve the Consent 

Calendar Items 5a through 5l with the addition of Items 11c - 
Consideration of Reappointment of Two Incumbents, Bill Gise and 
Dorothy Howard, to Serve a Second, Three-Year Term on the Design 
Review Commission; 11d - Consideration of Appointment to Fill One 



Vacancy on the Cultural Arts Commission; and 11e - Consideration of 
Appointment of One At-Large Member to the Coronado Tourism 
Improvement District Board.   

 
   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, Just, and Conform to the Approved Budget for FY 2015-2016.     
The City Council approved payment of City warrant Nos. 10113102 thru 10113510.   The City 
Council approved the warrants as certified by the City/Agency Treasurer.   
 
 5c. 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 March 31, 2016.  The City Council examined the quarterly Reports on 
Investments and ordered them filed. 
 
 5d. Award of Contract for the Coronado Cays Fire Station Parking Lot and 
Generator Replacement Project to Global Power Group, Inc. in the Amount of $439,145; 
Appropriation of an Additional $190,000 from the General Fund toward the Project; and 
Authorization for the City Manager to Execute Work Orders for Construction Support 
Services.   The City Council awarded a contract to Global Power Group, Inc. in the amount 
of $439,145 for construction of the Coronado Cays Fire Station Parking Lot and Generator 
Replacement project; appropriated an additional $190,000 to the project from the Capital 
Improvement Program’s (CIP) General Fund; and authorized the City Manager to execute 
work orders for construction support services. 
 
 5e. Authorization for City Manager to Execute an “As Needed” Impounded 
Vessel Services Agreement with Big Bay Marine Services, Inc., DBA Tow Boat US-San 
Diego, to Provide Vessel Towing, Impounding, and Salvaging Services.  The City Council 
authorized the City Manager to execute an agreement with Big Bay Marine Services, Inc., 
DBA Tow Boat US-San Diego, to provide on-call services to transport, store and, if 
necessary, dispose of derelict vessels removed from Coronado shorelines. 
 
 5f. Authorization to Advertise for a Chemical Odor Control and Corrosion 
Prevention Service Contract for the City’s Sanitary Sewer Collections and Pumping 
Infrastructure.  The City Council authorized staff to advertise the contract for bid. 
 
 5g. Authorization to Advertise the Dock C/Boat Launch Ramp Facility (BLRF) 
Improvements Project for Bid.  The City Council authorized staff to advertise the Dock 
C/BLRF Improvements Project for bid. 
 



 5h. Authorization for the City Manager to: 1) Approve Change Order No. 2 in 
the Amount of $110,015 to the Anchor QEA Agreement for Bid and Construction 
Management Services; and 2) Approve Change Order No. 2 in the Amount of $73,305 to 
the Merkel & Associates Agreement for Permit Required Surveys and Reports for the 
Glorietta Bay Marina Dock C and Boat Launch Ramp Facility (BLRF) Improvement 
Project.  The City Council approved Change Order No. 2 to the Professional Services 
Agreement with Anchor QEA in the amount of $110,015 and approved Change Order No. 
2 to the Professional Services Agreement with Merkel & Associates in the amount of 
$73,305. 
 
 5i. Authorize the City Manager to Execute the Contract between the City of 
Coronado and the Port of San Diego to Receive $52,500 in Funding from the Tidelands 
Activation Grant for Fiscal Year 2016-2017.  The City Council authorized the City 
Manager to execute the contract between the City of Coronado and the Port of San Diego 
to receive $52,500 in funding from the Tidelands Activation Grant for fiscal year 2016-
2017. 
 
6.  ORAL COMMUNICATIONS:     
 

a. Councilmember Downey commented that she removed Item 11b from the 
Consent Calendar because she will be adding a request for the Councilmembers to 
consider which will add a capital improvement project back into the budget which 
was the decorative street lighting on Third and Fourth.  When we met about that 
two weeks ago, she asked why it was taken off and she was told that we didn’t 
think the residents had enough input.  She went door to door after the last meeting 
and has pages and pages worth of petitions of the actual residents that live on 
Third and Fourth who do not object to having street lighting and many of them 
are very much for it.  She also contacted everyone on the old email distribution 
list for the Third and Fourth Street Corridor project and there was only one 
objection from that group.  Ms. Downey has 45 or 50 signatures from just those 
she contacted.         

b. Sue Gillingham, Chamber of Commerce, shared Coronado’s own Monopoly 
game with the Council and public.  It is available at the Chamber of Commerce 
and at stores in town.  It is $40. 

c. Harold Myers voted today but come November he will not vote for any 
candidate who encourages outsiders to interfere with Coronado’s elections.  He 
has discovered that a second outside PAC is doing just that.  He recently 
examined these two security cam photos of individuals passing out campaign 
materials.  Researching Facebook and Instagram he concluded that the two 
individuals were from the San Diego County Gun Owners PAC, a pro gun 
organization based in Santee.  This group has rated the City Council and given a 
thumbs down rating to all members except Councilmember Bailey.  Mr. Myers 
spoke about the money trail and questioned some actions.      

d. Todd Little, CTID, updated the Council and public on some recent projects.  A 
group from Coronado traveled to Minneapolis to meet with 26 conference 
directors.  The Board recently received an update on its relationship with the San 
Diego Tourism Authority.  Mary Ann Berta, David Spatafore and Phil Monroe 



departed the CTID Board last week but new members Sue Gillingham and Janet 
Francis were added.   

e. Carolyn Rogerson commented on Mr. Myers’ statements.  She is offended by 
them and doesn’t understand how it is acceptable.  There should be an ordinance 
that if people are going to use the air time for political speeches, they should pay 
for it.   
 

7. CITY MANAGER/EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR:  No report.   
 
8. PUBLIC HEARINGS:   
 
 8a. Public Hearing:  Adoption of a Resolution Approving a One-Lot Tentative 
Parcel Map to Allow for Condominium Ownership of Four Residential Units for the 
Property Addressed as 708-718 E Avenue in the R-3 (Multiple Family Residential) Zone 
(PC 2016-01).   Peter Fait, Associate Planner, provided the report. 
 
Councilmember Sandke asked if there is a rendering of what this might look like.  Mr. Fait 
showed the rendering.   
 
Mayor Tanaka opened the public hearing and seeing no one wishing to speak on the item, the 
public hearing was closed.   
 
 MSUC (Bailey/Tanaka) moved that the City Council 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 FOUR 
RESIDENTIAL UNITS FOR THE PROPERTY LEGALLY 
DESCRIBED AS LOTS 15, 16 AND 17, BLOCK 66, MAP 376 CBSI, 
ADDRESSED AS 708-718 E AVENUE, CORONADO, 
CALIFORNIA.  The Resolution was read by title, the reading in its 
entirety unanimously waived and adopted by City Council as 
RESOLUTION NO. 8804. 

 
Councilmember Downey commented that all three agenda items are all conversions of 
apartments that are going to be or have been torn down and replaced by condos.  We are having 
less density so there are going to be fewer homes there in terms of actual people who can live in 
them than currently exist so that is good in many ways.  The new places will all have parking so 
that will be a benefit to the people on the streets.  The City has a rule that every year we have to 
get our occupancy rate certified because no one is allowed to convert an apartment to a condo if 
the rate shows there are few available apartment units.  We are at a premium so you haven’t been 
allowed to convert an apartment to a condo in decades.  It is sad to lose these apartments as these 
are really the only affordable housing left in Coronado for people who are public servants.  She 
doesn’t know that there is anything we can do about it but she wanted to point it out for 
consideration.   
 
Councilmember Sandke asked for clarification on Ms. Downey’s comments. 
 



Ms. Downey explained that you can’t take an existing apartment and turn it into a condo.  That 
wasn’t done here.  These are individual parcels.  They had to be completely torn down because 
they can’t convert them.   
 
 
 
   AYES:  Bailey, Downey, Sandke, Woiwode, Tanaka  
   NAYS:  None 
   ABSTAINING: None  
   ABSENT:  None 
 
 8b. Public Hearing:  Adoption of a Resolution Approving a One-Lot Tentative 
Subdivision Map to Allow for Condominium Ownership of Six Residential Units for the 
Property Addressed as 841-855 F Avenue in the R-3 (Multiple Family Residential) Zone 
(PC 2016-02).   Peter Fait, Associate Planner, provided the report.   
 
Mayor Tanaka opened the public hearing and seeing no one wishing to speak on the item, the 
public hearing was closed.   
 
 MSUC (Bailey/Downey) moved that the City Council adopt A RESOLUTION 

OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORONADO 
APPROVING A ONE-LOT TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP TO 
ALLOW FOR CONDOMINIUM OWNERSHIP OF SIX 
RESIDENTIAL UNITS FOR THE PROPERTY LEGALLY 
DESCRIBED AS LOTS 24, 25 AND 26, BLOCK 51, MAP 376 CBSI, 
ADDRESSED AS 841-855 F AVENUE, CORONADO, 
CALIFORNIA.  The Resolution was read by title, the reading in its 
entirety unanimously waived and adopted by City Council as 
RESOLUTION NO. 8805. 

 
Councilmember Sandke commented that the only thing that makes this at all palatable for him is 
that it is lowering the number of units.   
 
   AYES:  Bailey, Downey, Sandke, Woiwode, Tanaka  
   NAYS:  None 
   ABSTAINING: None  
   ABSENT:  None 
 
 8c. Adoption of a Resolution Approving a Two-Lot Tentative Parcel Map to 
Allow for Condominium Ownership of Four Residential Units for the Property Addressed 
as 536-538 E Avenue in the R-3 (Multiple Family Residential) Zone (PC 2016-03).   Peter 
Fait, Associate Planner, provided the report.   
 
Councilmember Sandke asked if the pace of these R-3 projects and conversions is increasing and 
wondered if it is at all related to the RSIP changes coming down the pipeline.   
 



Mr. Fait responded that it has increased the past few years since the recession.  We are starting to 
see more projects come in worried about the RSIP impacts and he thinks that will increase in the 
weeks to come as well.   
 
Mayor Tanaka opened the public hearing. 
 
Fern Nelson knows that all of these things are legal but it seems like all of the housing ends up 
looking the same and she finds that very sad.  She thinks there are whole blocks with this same 
cookie cutter look.  It seems that Design Review just signs off on these.  It is possible to have 
new buildings with varied looks.   
 
Mayor Tanaka closed the public hearing.   
 
 MSUC (Downey/Tanaka) moved that the City Council adopt A 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
CORONADO APPROVING A TWO-LOT TENTATIVE PARCEL 
MAP TO ALLOW FOR CONDOMINIUM OWNERSHIP OF FOUR 
RESIDENTIAL UNITS FOR THE PROPERTY LEGALLY 
DESCRIBED AS LOTS 10 AND 11, BLOCK 106, MAP 376 CBSI, 
ADDRESSED AS 536-538 E AVENUE, CORONADO, 
CALIFORNIA.  The Resolution was read by title, the reading in its 
entirety unanimously waived and adopted by City Council as 
RESOLUTION NO. 8806. 

 
Councilmember Downey commented that Ms. Nelson is correct.  One of the things RSIP-3 has 
recommended is changing the rules with the goal of not having them all look the same.  They 
will require DRC approval.   
 
Mayor Tanaka added that it is the R-3 zone that tends to have the more redundant looks.  That is 
the zone that has the most financial opportunity.   
 
   AYES:  Bailey, Downey, Sandke, Woiwode, Tanaka  
   NAYS:  None 
   ABSTAINING: None  
   ABSENT:  None 
 
 8d. Public Hearing: First Reading for Introduction of “An Ordinance of the City 
Council of the City of Coronado, California, Amending Chapter 1.20, Section 1.20.050(A, 
B, D) and Section 1.20.060(A-K) of Title 1 of the Coronado Municipal Code Regarding 
Conflict of Interest.”  Blair King, City Manager, gave a brief explanation of the item.   
 
Mayor Tanaka opened the public hearing and seeing no one wishing to speak on the item, the 
public hearing was closed.   
 
 MSUC (Sandke/Woiwode) moved that the City Council introduce AN 

ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
CORONADO, CALIFORNIA, AMENDING CHAPTER 1.20, 
SECTION 1.20.050(A, B, D) AND SECTION 1.20.060(A-K) OF 



TITLE 1 OF THE CORONADO MUNICIPAL CODE REGARDING 
CONFLICT OF INTEREST.  The Ordinance was read by title, the 
reading in its entirety unanimously waived and placed by the City 
Council on FIRST READING.   

 
   AYES:  Bailey, Downey, Sandke, Woiwode, Tanaka  
   NAYS:  None 
   ABSTAINING: None  
   ABSENT:  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.  
 
Councilmember Sandke submitted his report in writing. 
 
Councilmember Woiwode submitted his report in writing and highlighted that in his capacity as 
the Chair of the Military Working Group at SANDAG, he went to Sacramento with a SANDAG 
staffer for the Governor’s Defense Summit in May.   
 
Councilmember Downey attended a SANDAG Planning meeting where they learned about 
Carlsbad’s plans to update portions of Coast Highway that runs through Carlsbad.  They are 
getting ready to replace at least four intersections and replace them with rotaries.  All available 
information on that is online.  The state has already instituted a policy where recycling of food 
waste will be mandatory and enforceable.   
 
Councilmember Bailey will submit his report in writing.   
 
Mayor Tanaka picked his last Mayor’s car for MotorCars on MainStreet; attended a few Mayors 
and Managers meetings; Naval Complexes meetings; attended his last Heartland Fire Authority 
JPA Fire Dispatch meeting; attended a bike kick-off event; met with the Coast Guard Sector 
Captain; attended the Coronado Bicycle Commission’s Mayor’s Ride; attended the Camp Surf 
Gala; worked with Ben Hallowell and the folks at Loews to talk about the wheelchair basketball 
game that is coming up later in June; thanked the Rotarians, Optimists and Lions for helping 
with that event; was part of the Avenue of Heroes event where the newest banners were unfurled; 
spoke to the Relay for Life event.    
 
 11b. Approve Resolutions (1) Adopting the City of Coronado Annual Budget for 
FY 2016-17; (2) Setting the Annual Appropriations (Gann) Limit; and (3) Approving the 
Policy on Fund Balance and the Size and Use of Reserves.   City Manager Blair King noted 
that staff will be available to respond to questions. 
 
Councilmember Downey wants to talk about the proposed budget and proposed CIP projects.  
She asked if Mr. Walton was the person who spoke about the CIP projects. 



 
Mr. King explained that the CIP was incorporated as part of the entire budget presentation to the 
Council on May 17.   
 
Ms. Downey shared her comments on the decorative street lighting for Third and Fourth and 
explained what is meant, in this case, by the word decorative.   
 
Mayor Tanaka commented, as he and Mr. Bailey are the CIP subcommittee, that they noticed the 
price tag of this project being over $500,000 and wondered how it got in the CIP as neither he 
nor Mr. Bailey requested that it be included.  On top of that, they wanted to know whether this 
would be something that the corridor would support.  He and Mr. Bailey made the decision to 
pull it out because they didn’t have affirmative answers to their questions.  Ms. Downey has now 
answered some of those questions.  They were afraid to move ahead on a $500,000 appropriation 
and then find out that there were 20 or 30 neighbors vehemently against it and no one standing 
up for it.  He asked if anyone on the Council opposes adding this project back in at the 
appropriation level of $550,000. 
 
Ms. Downey commented that the Council could identify, until otherwise brought to the Council, 
money in the toll fund so we wouldn’t have to shift money around for planning purposes.  We 
don’t have to knock something else out in order to do this. 
 
Councilmember Bailey commented that this will come back to us multiple times and there will 
be chances for the public to weigh in and there will be designs to discuss so he is fine earmarking 
some funds for this at this time. 
 
Councilmember Sandke is very supportive and is glad Ms. Downey brought it up.  The CIP 
process has been somewhat of a mystery to him.  He continues to believe that anything we can 
do to neighborize the Third and Fourth Street corridor does our whole town a favor and not just 
the folks who live in that corridor. 
 
Mayor Tanaka commented that the CIP process evolves with whoever is on the Council and 
based on how many projects there are.   
 
Ms. Downey thought this project should be in this year because it is the most likely to get 
approval from Caltrans and could be finished faster. 
 
The Mayor invited public comment. 
 
Carolyn Rogerson thinks this would be lovely on Third and Fourth Street.  The issue she is 
concerned about is Ms. Downey’s reference to this coming from the toll fund money.  We are 
considering putting an awful lot of money toward the toll plaza redesign and rebuild and she is 
concerned that taking $500,000 out of the toll fund will affect the toll plaza project.  When you 
do your discussion and considerations, she asked that the Council prioritize where those monies 
will come from and how they might take away from other projects because we do have several 
projects that we are putting before Caltrans having to do with traffic safety and traffic calming 
and speed slowing measures.   
 



 MSUC  (Downey/Tanaka) moved that the City Council adopt A 
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
CORONADO ADOPTING THE FINANCIAL PLAN AND BUDGET 
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 2016-17, FIXING AND DECLARING 
THE BUDGET FOR THE VARIOUS DEPARTMENTS AND FOR 
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS, AND APPROPRIATING 
MONEY FROM THE TREASURY FOR SUCH PURPOSES; A 
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
CORONADO APPROVING AND ADOPTING THE ANNUAL 
APPROPRIATIONS LIMIT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016-17; and A 
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
CORONADO APPROVING THE POLICY ON FUND BALANCE 
AND THE SIZE AND USE OF RESERVES.  The Resolutions were 
read by title, the reading in their entirety unanimously waived and 
adopted by City Council as RESOLUTION NO. 8807, RESOLUTION 
NO. 8808, and RESOLUTION NO. 8809. 

 
Ms. Downey commented that there are other options for funding.   
 
Mayor Tanaka agreed and commented that staff will come back to the Council with a 
recommendation for where the funds should come from.  The toll plaza project will happen but it 
will take time.  There will be other funding discussions regarding that project as well.   
 
Councilmember Woiwode doesn’t think the finances are going to be an issue in this case.  We 
just found out that we are going to get another $970,000 through SANDAG that is unspent 
money from the tunnel studies and the bridge toll funds have over $7 million.  If we can do 
something now with the money we have available, if it is something the public supports, we 
certainly want to do it.   
 
   AYES:  Bailey, Downey, Sandke, Woiwode, Tanaka  
   NAYS:  None 
   ABSTAINING: None  
   ABSENT:  None 
 
 
 11c. Consideration of Reappointment of Two Incumbents, Bill Gise and Dorothy 
Howard, to Serve a Second, Three-Year Term on the Design Review Commission.  Under 
Consent, the City Council reappointed Bill Gise and Dorothy Howard each to a second 
three-year term on the Design Review Commission to expire on July 31, 2019. 
 
 11d. Consideration of Appointment to Fill One Vacancy on the Cultural Arts 
Commission.   Under Consent, the City Council appointed William Lowman to fill the 
remainder of a term on the Cultural Arts Commission to expire December 31, 2018. 
 
 11e. Consideration of Appointment of One At-Large Member to the Coronado 
Tourism Improvement District Board.  Under Consent, the City Council appointed Robert 
Kennedy to a three-year term on the Coronado Tourism Improvement District Board to 
expire June 15, 2019. 



 
 11f. Consideration of the Preliminary Traffic Assessment of Left Turn 
Prohibitions from Westbound SR 75 (Third Street) onto A, B, and C Avenues and, if 
Desired, Approve Professional Services Agreement with Psomas and Placeworks Related to 
the Environmental Review of the Project.  City Manager Blair King prefaced the presentation.  
City Engineer Ed Walton gave a brief report and introduced Steve Brown of Fehr & Peers who 
gave the presentation. 
 
Councilmember Downey was confused about people making the turns and the conclusions 
drawn. 
 
Mr. Brown clarified this for Ms. Downey. 
 
Councilmember Sandke asked if the analysis was done at the next intersection south of the 
Amphib Base. 
 
Mr. Brown responded that was not part of the preliminary study.   
 
Councilmember Bailey asked clarifying questions about the slides.  Mr. Brown responded to his 
questions.   
 
Mayor Tanaka asked Mr. Walton a question about page 229.  The minimum cost to prepare the 
required EIR would be $325,000 and that would just be for the turn restrictions and not the cul-
de-sacs.  Is that correct? 
 
Mr. King explained that this is a two-part presentation to the Council.  One piece was so that the 
Council could be aware of what staff thinks the consequences are going to be, preliminarily, with 
making the left-turn restrictions, both in terms of signage and the cul-de-sac.  The scope of work 
that was prepared by Placeworks was approximately $225,000 to analyze both of those types of 
restrictions and the environmental consequences of them.   
 
Mayor Tanaka stated that the main question he is asking is if we dropped the cul-de-sac idea, 
what would the cost be for the EIR?  Does Mr. King have that?   
 
Rachel Hurst, Director of Community Development, pointed out that the proposal that the City 
asked Placeworks for was to evaluate four options equally and the $325,000 amount was based 
on evaluating the four options that were discussed. 
 
Mayor Tanaka concluded that the number would shrink if we pulled cul-de-sacs out.   
 
Ms. Hurst agreed and said that we don’t have that number but Placeworks could develop that.  If 
the Council changes the scope of work, then it would change the assumptions for cost.   
 
Mayor Tanaka asked the Placeworks representative what she thinks the number would decrease 
to.   
 
Barbara Heyman, Placeworks, cannot provide that right now because the assumptions for the 
EIR were that we were going to study four different scenarios and it was predicated on visual 



assessments of the closure of the roadways and traffic analyses.  Without consulting with the 
experts, she cannot come up with a figure. 
 
Councilmember Sandke talked about mitigation as was mentioned in the report.  What mitigation 
measures might the Council, as policy makers, consider? 
 
Mr. Brown commented that one he has heard being discussed is extending the left turn lanes on 
Orange at Fourth Avenue, extending them back further towards Third.  That would be one type 
of possibility.  There could be other changes to increase the capacity at certain intersections.  
They would sit down with staff and develop those ideas as part of the CEQA process.  That is 
mandated.  We aren’t talking about anything grand but there are some spot locations where you 
could probably eek out a little more capacity.   
 
Councilmember Woiwode continued the discussion about extending the left turn lanes on Orange 
Avenue between Third and Fourth.  If you were to extend them, how much can they be 
extended?  It could be another eight cars or some number like that.  But we don’t know whether 
they would all clear on a given cycle.   
 
Mr. Brown said that they would want to evaluate that.  They would do a signal timing effort that 
would cause that to happen.   
 
Mr. King commented that, based upon information he has received from Mr. Walton and Mr. 
Maurer, that issue has been discussed and maybe they could produce what the problem is; 
primarily what the problem is is clearing from Third, making the left hand turn.  It doesn’t matter 
how much capacity is added there.  The problem is clearing the intersection.  As long as they are 
trying to maintain the intersection clear, you can’t increase the stacking capacity.  He asked that 
Mr. Walton confirm that.  
 
Mr. Walton explained that the intersection signalization at Third and Orange operates at a LOS F 
(level of service) getting them past there.  Vehicles still have to go through that intersection.  
You would gain some on the back end.  You would have additional queuing capacity and get 
some vehicles through but the intersection itself is confined by its own capacity of traffic in all 
directions.   
 
Mr. Sandke pointed out that the folks who would be using those increased left turn lanes would 
also be focused coming up First Street and not along Orange Avenue from First Street accessing 
Orange which is problematic at best even now.   
 
Mr. King noted, the second piece, is that the other cost that would be reduced if the Council 
dropped out the cul-de-sac is that some preliminary engineering would need to be prepared in 
order to evaluate, to have enough of a project to evaluate the cul-de-sacs.  If the cul-de-sacs were 
dropped out of the scope, the City would save approximately $100,000 at this point in time.   
 
Ms. Downey remembers that one of the things we had to do to get that second turning lane on 
Orange was take out some of the median so when we talk about extending that turning lane that 
is where it comes out of.  She thinks that is an impact in and of itself. 
 



Mr. King commented that if the Council goes forward, an environmental document will be 
prepared.  The environmental document will show mitigations.  Those mitigations will be 
analyzed.  At this point in time, the consultants are saying that they do not know if those 
mitigations would be able to fully mitigate the negative consequences to the environment. The 
negative consequences to the environment could be things such as noise, light, glare, energy 
consumption.  Although they could be mitigated, there is no indication at this time that they 
could be mitigated to the point of insignificance.  If you proceed with a project that cannot be 
mitigated to the point of insignificance, the City Attorney can tell you what action the Council is 
allowed to take under CEQA to make a statement of overriding consideration.   
 
Ms. Downey is an environmental attorney and understands that.  The question she is asking is a 
very pointed one.  In this community, it was a big deal to take out some of that median to do the 
additional stacking capacity to put that second turning lane in.  If we are throwing out that we 
might be able to find more mitigation, she wants to be sure everyone understands that until it is 
thoroughly researched and put out there, the way you get it is by taking some of it out of the 
median.  We may all support that but she just wants to be sure that is in the public discussion 
before they comment.  She referred to the comment about saving engineering costs and that is a 
great idea but does anyone know if Caltrans has more of a say if we wanted to cul-de-sac versus 
just doing the turning restrictions.  That might help us a lot if we don’t have to work on getting 
Caltrans’ approval if we remove the cul-de-sac’ing.   
 
City Attorney Johanna Canlas said this is one she and Mr. Walton have had discussions about.  
Depending on possible easement, there is property acquisition that is contemplated as part of the 
cul-de-sac’ing.    
 
Mr. Walton explained that Caltrans would have to do their thorough review.  In discussions with 
them, they would be less opposed to the turn restrictions than cul-de-sacs but they couldn’t 
confirm either way on the cul-de-sacs as they would have to do the thorough review.     
 
The Mayor invited public comment. 
 
Wes Bomyea wanted to be sure he understood Mr. Bailey’s question, which was about the 
volume of vehicles coming out of First, out of the carrier gate.  Fehr & Peers has that number 
based on a study they conducted for the Navy.  The Navy would be happy to share that 
information.   
 
John Orlowski talked about the first time the City closed A, B and C Avenues in 2003.  The City 
diverted that traffic and collateral traffic onto D and E Avenues.  Orange Avenue lacked the 
capacity then and lacks the capacity now to absorb any additional traffic since traffic today is 
often backed up to Third Street waiting to turn left onto Orange Avenue.  The City created 
gridlock then and will create gridlock again if you choose to close A, B and C Avenues.  He 
suggested that the Council review the minutes on this issue from 2003 and 2004 when he 
submitted photos that showed bumper-to-bumper traffic as far as the eye can see on D Avenue 
when the traffic increased to 3,500 vehicles per day on D Avenue.  Back in November 2004, the 
citizens of Coronado, by a margin of 3,170 votes, approved a citizens’ initiative, Proposition M, 
which reopened A, B and C Avenues.  The City needs a real long-term traffic solution rather 
than reverting back to the old divisive methods that just moves traffic from one street or 
neighborhood to another.  The City should not again divert A, B and C traffic onto the school 



zones located on D, E and F Avenues.  He recommends not spending the $935,000 required to 
implement this plan and forego any further analysis on the left-turn prohibitions altogether.   
 
Jeff Farrell asked what the real reason for this proposal is, if it is truly for safety or if there is an 
alternate reason that the City is trying to get this done again. If the goal for pedestrian safety is 
the true reason for considering closing public streets, including what is a current traffic collection 
street, C Avenue, wouldn’t the City be closing streets with the highest volume of foot and 
bicycle traffic?  This would be the area around our schools – Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, D through G 
or H, and along C by the park and schools.  How does limiting southbound traffic on A, B and C 
help pedestrian safety?  The pedestrians are traveling in the same direction as the cars.  Stopping 
cars from doing this does nothing to save the pedestrians.  Do we even know how many 
pedestrians cross those streets on a daily basis?  Maybe a no left at Fourth, A, B and C would 
have some impact protecting pedestrians since the cars couldn’t turn into them but stopping the 
north and south flow does nothing for them.  Is there any study showing how these closures 
would lower the percentage of incidents?  How does that compare with the volume of 
pedestrians and cars and bicycles on the other streets around the schools?  Is there a study 
showing a comparison between pedestrian safety savings between closing the two areas?  He 
doubts that data is available but if it is he would imagine it would be no comparison between the 
two.  If safety was the true reason for closing streets, we wouldn’t be talking about A, B and C 
today.  We would be talking about other streets in town.  This experiment failed miserably ten 
years ago.  The last time he addressed the Council, Ms. Downey pointed out that there were not 
two lanes turning left onto Orange which there are today.  But if people were using those two 
turn lanes, we wouldn’t be having this discussion.  The truth is that people avoid bottlenecks and 
run anywhere they can to avoid traffic.  Closing any streets will only increase the burden on the 
other streets that do not have the good fortune to be turned into private roads.  The traffic on his 
street, the 400 block of D Avenue, is already much worse than it is on A, B and C.  There are 
times of the day when he can’t back out of a parking space.  The City’s proposal will make that 
even worse.  There are also many more pedestrians and bicyclists on his street.  What about 
them?  He does not think that we should close any streets.  If we do, it should be the ones that 
protect the people the most, not to raise quality of life or property values on A, B and C.  The 
only way you can make this work is close all streets along the Navy traffic route, on and off the 
island, forcing all incoming and outgoing traffic to use Third, Fourth and Orange, a proposal that 
he doesn’t think would gain much support in town.  To address the study today, the idea of five 
to 50 more cars running on D through F is very hard to believe.  It was dramatically increased the 
last time.  He suspects that the numbers exist and he asked the Council to compare that data to 
what it just saw in the presentation.     
 
Laura Miller wanted to be sure that everyone realizes that there are many more school children 
who live on the areas the City is proposing diverting more traffic to.  A, B and C have many 
more single homes on single lots and the further you go to D, E and F and the volume of people 
and the volume of children is much higher so you would be decreasing their safety.  They are 
walking to school and that is where they are going.  This would be increasing the safety for a 
wealthier group and decreasing the safety for a less wealthy group who have more children at 
risk.  She would be very opposed to and knows that everyone who lives in that area and has their 
kids walking or biking to school along those routes would oppose this.   
 
Morgan Miller pointed out that these issues are so interrelated and that is why it is so hard to 
come up with a solution.  The bottom line is that it is the cars and traffic that continue to cause 



the problems and decrease the safety for everyone on this island.  This is very interconnected to 
the toll plaza project which the Council mentioned would take a while to complete.  One solution 
is a light at A and B which would solve this problem much better and flow traffic rather than the 
cul-de-sacs.  Our problem with that is Caltrans.  He also has thought that some of our problems 
stem from the leadership, both of this City and the Base.  We have encouraged traffic and maybe 
not overtly.  There is free parking at the beach.  There is low parking meter fares.  There has 
been the award to the tourism promotion by the City.  There has been the removal of the bridge 
toll.  All of these things increase traffic and cause safety problems for our residents.  The one 
exception that he thinks the City has done a really great job with is the free shuttle.  That should 
be taken to the Base where they need some more free shuttles.  The Base doesn’t have a penalty 
for single drivers.  You see way too many people by themselves in their vehicles.  The Navy has 
increased their parking lots.  They seem to make it easier and easier just to drive.  This reduces 
the safety for our residents.  He thinks we should try some things where people get paid to ride 
their bike or free bus rides or free ferry/trolley rides.  We have to increase the costs to the drivers 
for driving.   
 
Karen Wamhoff spoke about people who make left turns onto A and the damage the cars sitting 
there cause.   
 
Roger Lock appreciates that the Council has a difficult job in trying to find solutions.  He does 
not support the semi-diverters again.  There needs to be a comprehensive solution.  He is 
surprised that the Council now wants to spend all this money on a study.  The people have 
already voted on this.   
 
Fern Nelson is also opposed to this.  It is not a matter of wealth versus less wealth.  It is a matter 
of having too many cars in Coronado.  We can’t just move them from one street to another.  We 
really do need a comprehensive solution.  We need less traffic.  We have parking issues.  We 
have bicycle issues.  There are too many cars and we need a global solution for all of this.   
 
Sue Gillingham understands the issues that people on D, E and F would have with this.  She 
hasn’t heard anything about the Glorietta Boulevard option.  If 45% of the people turn left on 
Glorietta, a lot of the people in the room would be very happy.  She knows that has been voted 
on and so forth but we are bringing up all of the options again and she asked that we look at 
Glorietta Boulevard. Glorietta Boulevard has zero students crossing it in order to get to school 
and would take 45% of the people off of our main streets.    
 
Ralph Arnott is opposed to the closing of A, B and C because it is just moving the problem.  He 
hates to see us waste more money on another study to find out what we already know.  The best 
traffic calming, to him, is a police officer.  That’s where we need to put our money.   
 
Toni McGowan commented that they are so thankful to the police for the in-street crossing signs 
at F Avenue.  They help so much with getting traffic to slow down.   
 
Mayor Tanaka campaigned against the diverters, voted against the diverters.  Clearly they were 
not a popular solution.  He doesn’t regret that vote but what he thinks is different now and why 
he would consider voting for cul-de-sacs today if he had the option is the way our traffic works.  
Third Street brings traffic into Coronado.  Fourth Street takes it out.  Orange Avenue is for the 
cross traffic.  He believes that one of the reasons the diverters failed is that people could legally 



turn against them and do some things that a cul-de-sac would not allow.  We’ve talked about 
what capacity we have to change that pocket on Orange to try to increase the capacity for people 
turning left onto Orange.  He saw an opportunity that cul-de-sacs might be able to improve that 
movement into Coronado and down on Orange.  While he would be willing to vote for that today 
that is not his purpose here.  His purpose is to support ideas that might solve something and 
certainly to give the public options.  The Council was unanimous in trying to give the public an 
option that they might want to consider. It is valid to say that the last time we voted we said we 
didn’t want it.  He understands that.  How much money should we spend on something that we 
don’t think will pass?  He doesn’t think we need to keep studying the cul-de-sac option.  He is 
not convinced it would pass and it would take a great deal of effort on our part if we wanted to 
put something on the ballot to support it and explain it.  He thinks there is ample reason not to 
move forward with the cul-de-sac idea.  The cost of it, along with possible land acquisition, is 
expensive.  The cost of the EIR will go up with it in it. 
 
He is supportive of proceeding with what Mr. Bailey initially asked the Council to consider 
which is temporary turn restrictions.  We already do it there and all over the place during the 
rush hours.  He has had many people tell him how well the little cones are working.  He won’t 
lose any sleep at night telling people that the most dangerous intersections are the ones at Fourth 
and A, Fourth and B, and Fourth and C.  They are the most dangerous because they are the 
highest speeds, they are downhill with nothing abating that speed, and people are of the mindset 
of wanting to get on the bridge.  That is why those accidents happen there.  He does think that 
the real culprit in all of this is volume.  We have more volume than our streets can handle.   
 
Councilmember Bailey commented that when this happened a decade ago D and E got hosed.  
The Council didn’t do enough work to understand how that decision was going to impact the rest 
of the community.  That is what we are discussing how to accomplish today.  We are trying to 
look to see if there are any ways to increase capacity along Orange to reduce the incentive for 
cars to actually go up to the 300 blocks of D and E.  Is that possible?  It might not be.  To him, 
the biggest question is if the status quo is acceptable.  He does not think that it is.  Two-thirds of 
all of the accidents east of Orange involve cross through traffic.  Cross through traffic accounts 
for 1.5% of the total traffic.  Two-thirds of all accidents involve 1.5% of the total traffic.  How 
can we reduce that impact?  How can we reduce that amount of cross through traffic?  If the 
status quo is not acceptable now, it is not going to be acceptable in the future and we have to 
advance something through to an EIR.  He agrees with Mayor Tanaka that, at this point, cul-de-
sacs don’t make a lot of sense.  The residents there appreciate the effort of trying to reduce the 
amount of cross through traffic but they also aren’t super supportive of cul-de-sacs.  He would 
appreciate taking that item off the table.  What we saw from this traffic assessment was that this 
was under no mitigating circumstances, no proposed changes, no physical modification.  That is 
something that would be taken into account during the EIR.  He can move forward with some 
element of this though the temporary turn restrictions make the most sense to him.   
 
Councilmember Downey thanked the public for coming forward but also wanted to clarify a few 
things.  She supported the effort to get an idea of what it would cost to do this, having also lived 
through the turns onto D as she was living on D at the time.  She voted not to throw up left turn 
restrictions on D at the time because she knew that all that would do is send it further down.  
When it was brought forward that maybe having that second left lane on Orange was going to 
make a difference, she suspected that it wouldn’t because we were still stacking on A, B and C.  
One of the things the EIR would let us do is look at a couple of different options.  She 



understands the public’s frustration but we can’t seem to reach agreement from a majority of our 
City on any traffic solution.  It is the public that stopped the study for the tunnel but it actually 
contained several other proposals and one of them probably would have been a great answer, 
which is decreasing Third and Fourth under Orange that would have made a lot more sense but 
we couldn’t finish it because the public didn’t want to finish it.  She understands it is very costly 
to do environmental studies.  Maybe the City and Council at that time didn’t do a good enough 
job explaining it.  One speaker mentioned that Glorietta is the perfect alternative.  It absolutely 
would be, however, the voters put on the ballot not to open up Glorietta.  Any of the global 
solutions will not be approved by a majority of the citizens.  The cars can go under or they can 
go around.  The public has said no.  The only way we could do anything global is if the public 
approved it.  Once the public has voted in referendum on anything, in order to overturn that, the 
public must vote to do so.  The idea behind the EIR was to be able to give the public all the 
information to be able to make a decision.  One of the things she has learned is that we aren’t 
giving the public much information.  Whatever we do we have to do a much better job of getting 
information to the public so it can help make this decision.  Someone mentioned earlier that one 
of the issues is that A, B and C at Fourth are just more dangerous than anywhere else and one of 
the things the City is trying to do is try to fix those things and fix the driver behavior.  By putting 
cul-de-sacs and the speed table and the lights that would try to change the driver behavior and 
make those intersection safer.  That is something we can do within the community since we can’t 
get agreement on a global solution.  The buses only travel every 30 minutes.  That is not a big 
issue.  Putting the bulb-outs in would address the problems 24 hours a day.  Is it possible to get 
analysis so it isn’t all three at a time but it maybe would just be one street so that we could 
compare and the public could see all those numbers?  Ms. Downey saw the data as it related to 
all three projects.  Would it be possible to see what each one would do on its own? 
 
Councilmember Sandke feels that this has been asked and answered.  We don’t need to do this 
again.  The most problematic area is the intersection at A and Fourth.  One of the things he 
would be in favor of would be a one-way on A, northbound.  That would preclude the two and 
three lane stacking of cars.  He also would be in favor of extending the single left turn lane all 
the way to Third Street at Orange.   He would be in favor of increasing that left turn capacity and 
spreading the load out between those three streets.  There were comments about volume changes.  
One of the things we have done is to make the ferry free in the mornings and afternoons.   The 
City pays a significant amount of money for that.  We have used toll monies to cover vanpools.  
The sad truth is that we can’t pay people enough money to carpool. They just won’t do it.  If we 
went to Caltrans and said to make the center lane on the bridge a diamond lane for carpools 
coming in and going out.  The longer those folks wait, the more encouraged they would be to 
carpool.  It is a draconian measure.  Of the things that we have talked about, A Avenue one way 
north, increasing the capacity of the left turns at Orange – those two things lead him in the right 
direction in terms of incremental measures.  The left turn restrictions on B and C are problematic 
for him.  He will reserve further comment at this time.   
 
Councilmember Woiwode began by saying that one of the problems in dealing with this in this 
way is that it comes in the middle of a bunch of other things that we have underway.  The 
presumption in doing this is that those things will have no effect. We are talking about trying to 
solve problems that we are already proposing solutions to without seeing what the impact is of 
those solutions.  He thinks the intersection at Second and Orange is wonderful with the bulb-
outs.  He thinks that is an example of things we can do that improve the environment all along 
these busy streets.  We have proposals to do those on Third and Fourth.  To presume that we 



aren’t going to make any headway and that we have to do these other things that have 
demonstrably bad consequences, is something that he is not ready to do.  Specifically, Ms. 
Gillingham talked about what would happen if you came over the bridge and turned left onto 
Glorietta.  What would happen is that vehicle would spend less time on the streets, go through 
fewer intersections than it has to now.  If you close off turns onto A, B and C, those vehicles 
have to go through more intersections, spend more time on our streets, go past more people in 
order to complete their trip.  The logic in his view of taking through traffic and pushing it further 
into the City goes in the wrong direction.  The intersections are failing already and putting more 
stacking capacity in that section isn’t going to solve the problem.  He is not okay with this 
proposal.  He is in favor of continuing with the deliberate steps we have taken.  Let’s go with the 
stuff we have studied and the public has already commented on.  He is not ready to support this.   
 
Mr. Bailey asked Mr. Woiwode what the proposal was that came out of the Fehr & Peers study 
that would address the left hand turns onto the 300 block of A, B and then left onto Pomona. 
 
Mr. Woiwode responded that if we get bulb-outs on those streets that will do a lot to slow traffic 
in that area.  One of the proposals was to change where Third Street joins so that you can’t make 
the left turn onto B.  We are doing the bulb-outs and speed tables in a step wise manner.   
 
Mr. Bailey asked because that is one of the most dangerous driver behaviors.  The one solution 
in Fehr & Peers that did address that was a semi cul-de-sac where you would prohibit left hand 
turns onto the 300 block of A.  That was a proposal the Council advanced.  That restriction in 
and of itself would require an EIR and would have to go back before the voters.  If that is 
something Mr. Woiwode thinks should be considered, then it would be important to advance this 
EIR in some capacity so that can be looked at.  If Mr. Woiwode thinks that is an option we 
should consider now or in the future, if this is part of some comprehensive plan, or if any 
comprehensive plan involves closing off or restricting any one of these streets, we have to go 
through the EIR process anyway and it will have to go before the voters.  If that particular 
solution is one Mr. Woiwode is interested in, now would be an appropriate time to move forward 
with this study.   
 
Mayor Tanka thought Mr. Woiwode was saying no to go forward with what is proposed.  He was 
starting to convince the Mayor.  We don’t have a comprehensive approach.  We do have other 
things in the works.  Maybe we are just wasting money here.  There is a good argument to be 
made that we are studying piecemeal stuff that we aren’t real excited about. Maybe we shouldn’t 
move forward with this to wait until some of these other things come to fruition, have better data 
and move forward then.  Maybe it is useful to let the campaign season complete.   
 
Mr. Bailey shares Mayor Tanaka’s frustration with not having been able to implement a solution 
for this area.  He wants to make sure we continue to try to address the issue and it is unfortunate 
that any proposal, any significant proposal, is years in the making along with a vote of the public.  
He doesn’t want to let this die.  He asked how the Council would feel about having an 
informational presentation from staff on all the things that the City has been working on so that 
the Council can take a look at that.  He would hate to see us let these dangerous intersections 
continue to go unchecked without any real solutions.   
 
Ms. Downey commented that since we committed to let them fully analyze several different 
options but we aren’t sure what those options are.  She agrees with Mr. Sandke that when she 



first read this she knew it couldn’t go forward because the impact is just too significant but then 
it occurred to her that if we have to go to a vote of the people and she doesn’t dismiss the 
Glorietta option because it is doing the one thing that we have said we need – taking traffic off 
the streets – but it would need to be studied before it could go to the voters.  Her original thought 
was we could come up with the options we wanted to have environmentally studied but she 
thinks that because that is not the proposal in front of us that maybe it would make sense to wait 
and figure out the options the public might be willing to see the City pursue that they can vote on 
at some time and now is not the time.  She is comfortable with saying now is not the time 
because the options they need to be reviewing are more than we have in front of us.  She didn’t 
think these were the options that are appropriate to spend the money on given we know what the 
impact will be on some of them.  She is comfortable with not going forward but in terms of what 
do we want to commit to doing there should be a whole lot of education and then election time is 
the perfect time to get input to see which ones the public might be willing to consider having us 
spend the money and time on to do the environmental review for.   
 
Mr. Bailey asked if this could be tabled.   
Mr. Woiwode reminded everyone that perhaps the single grandest thing in all of this is the 
Gateway.  That is due to come back to the Council and that will have a big impact on the 
behavior of traffic on these streets.   
 
Ms. Downey thinks there was some great data in the tunnel report and wants to make sure that 
any of the traffic modeling in this presentation is available for future use.   
 
Mr. Woiwode thinks that what we have in front of us is extremely useful and he is very glad that 
staff and the consultant put this together for us.  It is very valuable.  It was also worth the money.   
 
Mr. Sandke is happy we aren’t doing this but is excited that the direction this motion takes us 
gets us back on track.   
 
 MSUC  (Tanaka/Sandke) moved that the City Council direct staff to no longer 

work on an environmental impact report for a project that focuses on 
turn restrictions on A, B and C and that we direct staff, at their 
discretion, either to coordinate with the Gateway when we get an 
update on that or, afterwards, to come back to us with an agenda item 
giving us an update on the current transportation projects in the 
works and give us some suggestions.   

 
   AYES:  Bailey, Downey, Sandke, Woiwode, Tanaka  
   NAYS:  None 
   ABSTAINING: None  
   ABSENT:  None 
 
12. CITY ATTORNEY:   No report. 
 
13. COMMUNICATIONS - WRITTEN:  None.  
 
14. ADJOURNMENT:  The Mayor adjourned the meeting at 6:19 p.m.  

 



 
       Approved: (Date), 2016 
 
 

______________________________ 
       Casey Tanaka, Mayor 
       City of Coronado 
Attest:  
 
 
______________________________ 
Mary L. Clifford, CMC  
City Clerk 
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1825 Strand Way 
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Tuesday, June 21, 2016 

 
Mayor Tanaka called the Closed Session to order at 3:32 p.m. 
 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF CLOSED SESSION 
 
1. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – INITIATION OF LITIGATION 
 Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(4) 
 One (1) Potential case 
 
2. COMMUNICATIONS – ORAL: None 
 
ADJOURN TO CLOSED SESSION 3:33 p.m. 
 
RECONVENE AND ANNOUNCE ACTION 3:38 p.m. 
 
Mayor Tanaka announced that direction was given 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 
   Secretary to the City Manager Stefanie Lang 

 



2. INVOCATION AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE.   Floyd Ross provided the 
invocation and Mayor Tanaka led the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
3. MINUTES:   The Council agreed to continue the approval of the minutes for the June 7, 
2016, meeting to the next meeting of July 19, 2016. 
 
4. CEREMONIAL PRESENTATIONS:  None.  
 
5. CONSENT CALENDAR:  The City Council approved, adopted and/or accepted as one 
item of business Consent Agenda Items 5a through 5o with the exception of Item 5o and the 
addition of Items 11c and 11d. 
 
Councilmember Sandke suggested the addition of Items 11c and 11d. 
 
Eddie Warner requested that Item 5o be removed from Consent.   
 
 MSUC  (Sandke/Woiwode) moved that the City Council approve the Consent 

Calendar Items 5a through 5o with the exception of Item 5o and the 
addition of Items 11c - Consideration of Approval of the Fourth 
Amendment to the City Manager Employment Agreement with Blair 
King Related to Compensation and 11d - Authorization for the City 
Manager to Execute the Second Amendment to the Agreement for 
City Attorney Services. 

 
   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, Just, and Conform to the Approved Budget for FY 2015-2016.     
The City Council approved payment of City warrant Nos. 10113511 thru 10113728.   The City 
Council approved the warrants as certified by the City/Agency Treasurer.   
 
 5c. Acceptance of the Street, Curb & Gutter FY 14/15 Project and Direction to 
the City Clerk to File a Notice of Completion.  The City Council accepted the Street, Curb 
and Gutter FY 14/15 project and directed the City Clerk to file a Notice of Completion. 
 
 5d. Award of Contract to Ferreira Construction Co., Inc. in the Amount of 
$226,350 for Construction of the Silver Strand Fence Improvement Project.  The City 
Council awarded a contract to Ferreira Construction Co., Inc. for the base bid in the 
amount of $226,350 for construction of the Silver Strand Fence Improvement project. 
 



 5e. Authorization for the City Manager to Execute a Purchase Agreement with 
Comforts of Home Services, Inc., for an Amount Not to Exceed $109,100 for Two Portable 
Restroom Trailers.  The City Council authorized the City Manager to execute the purchase 
agreement for an amount not to exceed $109,100 for the purchase of two portable restroom 
trailers which were approved for purchase in the FY 2015-16 mid-year budget adjustment 
for the Vehicle and Equipment Replacement (VER) Fund 135. 
 
 5f. Adoption of a Resolution Declaring an Emergency and Authorizing the City 
Manager to Approve an Emergency Contract with San Diego Construction Company for 
an Amount Not to Exceed $40,800 to Repair Water Damaged Areas within the Golf Course 
Club House.  The City Council adopted A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF 
THE CITY OF CORONADO DECLARING AN EMERGENCY TO ALLOW THE CITY 
MANAGER TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT FOR REPAIRS WITHOUT GIVING 
NOTICE FOR BIDS.  The Resolution was read by title, the reading in its entirety 
unanimously waived and adopted by City Council as RESOLUTION NO. 8810.  The City 
Council authorized the City Manager to execute a contract between the City of Coronado 
and San Diego Construction Company in an amount not to exceed $40,800 for the 
emergency repair of water damage to the walls and floors within the Golf Course 
Clubhouse. 
 
 5g. Authorization to Advertise the Street Preventive Maintenance FY 2016/17 
Project for Bid.    The City Council authorized staff to advertise the Street Preventive 
Maintenance FY 2016/17 project for bid. 
 
 5h. Adoption of a Resolution to Establish Contractor Prequalification 
Procedures for the Cays Sewer Main Cleaning Project.  The City Council adopted A 
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORONADO TO 
ESTABLISH PREQUALIFICATION PROCEDURES FOR THE CAYS SEWER MAIN 
CLEANING PROJECT; APPROVE THE FORM OF A PREQUALIFICATION 
QUESTIONNAIRE; ADOPT A UNIFORM SYSTEM OF RATING BIDDERS; CREATE 
AN APPEAL PROCEDURE; AND APPROVE SUCH OTHER DOCUMENTS AS 
NECESSARY TO COMPLY WITH STATE LAW.  The Resolution was read by title, the 
reading in its entirety unanimously waived and adopted by City Council as RESOLUTION 
NO. 8811.   
 
 5i. Authorization to Execute Coastal Development Permit and Storm Drain 
Easement Agreement Issued by the San Diego Unified Port District for the Third, Fourth, 
and I Avenue Storm Drain Project.  The City Council authorized the City Manager (or 
designee) to execute the Coastal Development Permit and Storm Drain Easement 
Agreement issued by the San Diego Unified Port District for the Third, Fourth and I 
Avenue Storm Drain project. 
 
 5j. Approval of Additional Engineering Work Related to the Design of the 
Third, Fourth, and I Avenue Drainage Improvements Project and Authorization for the 
City Manager to Approve the Associated Contract Modification in an Amount up to 
$31,000.  The City Council authorized the City Manager to execute a contract modification 
for additional engineering work associated with the Third, Fourth, and I Avenue Drainage 
Improvements project in an amount up to $31,000. 



 
 5k. Rejection of all Bids for the Construction of the Spreckels Park Restroom 
and Authorization to Re-bid the Project.  The City Council rejected all bids for the 
construction of the Spreckels Park Restroom and authorized staff to re-bid the project.   
 
 5l. Second Reading and Adoption of “An Ordinance of the City Council of the 
City of Coronado, California, Amending Chapter 1.20, Section 1.20.050(A, B, D) and 
Section 1.20.060(A-K) of Title 1 of the Coronado Municipal Code Regarding Conflict of 
Interest.”  The City Council adopted AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF 
THE CITY OF CORONADO, CALIFORNIA, AMENDING CHAPTER 1.20, SECTION 
1.20.050(A, B, D) AND SECTION 1.20.060(A-K) OF TITLE 1 OF THE CORONADO 
MUNICIPAL CODE REGARDING CONFLICT OF INTEREST.  The Ordinance, having 
been placed on First Reading on June 7, 2016, was read by Title, the reading in its entirety 
unanimously waived and adopted by Council as Ordinance No. 2060. The City Clerk read 
the title of the adopted ordinance and announced that the vote at the introduction of the 
ordinance was unanimous. 
 
 5m. Adopt a Resolution to Dissolve the Joint Powers Agreement with the 
Coronado Unified School District to Terminate the “Coronado’s Healthy Children’s 
Initiative.”  The City Council adopted A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF 
THE CITY OF CORONADO DISSOLVING THE JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT 
WITH THE CORONADO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT AND TERMINATING 
“CORONADO’S HEALTHY CHILDREN’S INITIATIVE.  The Resolution was read by 
title, the reading in its entirety unanimously waived and adopted by City Council as 
RESOLUTION NO. 8812. 
 
 5n. Adoption of a Resolution to Approve an Agreement with the Coronado 
Unified School District for the Use of District-owned Facilities for Fiscal Year 2016-2017.  
The City Council adopted A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF CORONADO TO APPROVE AND ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH THE 
CORONADO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT FOR THE USE OF DISTRICT-OWNED 
FACILITIES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017.  The Resolution was read by title, the 
reading in its entirety unanimously waived and adopted by City Council as RESOLUTION 
NO. 8813. 
 
 5o. Reconsider Previous Council Direction to Convert the Loading Zone on the 
West Side of the 1300 Block of Orange Avenue into Temporary Metered Parking in 
Support of the Trial Valet Parking Program. 
 
Councilmember Sandke recused himself from this item due to the location of property he owns. 
 
City Manager Blair King provided the staff report on this item.   
 
Eddie Warner commented that there have been attempts to try valet parking in the past and all 
have fallen by the wayside.  She thinks it is important to give valet parking one more trial, this 
time on a much larger scale and in a more centralized location.  She is uncomfortable with the 
owner trying to dictate the use of public streets for a business purpose.  The Council approved a 
plan that reflected a lot of hard work and balancing of interests that contained no loss of metered 



parking.  Taking away metered parking on B Avenue and ceding it to a commercial valet parking 
operation without replacing it upsets the balance of street uses for the benefit of a private 
business.  In the short term, this may be necessary because of the trial but in the long term this is 
unacceptable.   Once the trial is over, the operator should be required to replace the lost parking 
spaces.  Otherwise the City is setting a horrible precedent.  She found that staff’s alternative 2 
was a very simple and very cost effective way to provide additional parking for our businesses 
and residents.  That was the idea that the City lease the space and provide it as parking.  She 
thinks this alternative should be fully explored as the valet parking trial is in operation.  That 
would provide good input during the evaluation of the trial.  She supports going forward with the 
trial but she thinks long term, the conditions of it should not be acceptable or accepted by the 
City.   
 
Mayor Tanaka is not excited that we have to reconsider this but he does want to see this valet 
program move forward.  The goal is to do it in the summer.  If we hem and haw more, then fewer 
weeks or even a month would go by to figure out if this trial is working.  He will be happy to 
support what staff has put together.  The particular area where we wanted the three metered spots 
is not the greatest place for metered spots anyway and there is a reason it is a loading zone now.  
While that is not his preferred alternative, he doesn’t think it is a terrible fall back position to 
leave that spot a loading zone.  Also, the savvy parker can park in a loading zone at certain times.  
He thinks the City should move forward with this the way it is crafted now.   
 
Councilmember Downey will support the staff’s recommendation just because it is a trial period.  
She is very clear to MainStreet that she has no intention after the trial period of allowing that to 
remain a loading zone if it turns out in moving some program forward, whether it is this one or 
alternative 2, so this is truly a temporary solution just for the summer, just to get the numbers to 
see if it works.  One of our goals was to see just how much people would use that Bank of 
America parking because it would be nice if sometime in the future we might be able to secure 
those parking spaces to make them part of public accommodations.  This is a trial for a couple of 
different reasons.  She will support the staff report to do that but this is not an agreement beyond 
the trial period to leave things the way they are.  It is not an agreement that it should be a loading 
zone versus metered parking should we decide to do that.   
 
Councilmember Woiwode agrees with Ms. Warner’s suggestion that Alternative 2 is a pretty 
good idea but we already committed to a particular course of action at this point and he would 
like to see us do it for the sake of getting the experiment completed.  By the same token, it is 
upsetting that someone is trying to force our hand on parking spaces and he would like the 
Council, as a separate issue, at the end of the summer to turn those spaces into metered spaces.  
He would like to see the Council bring that back later in the summer on restoring those to 
metered spaces.  He doesn’t see any reason why that loading is needed given the other loading 
zone that is in the area.  He would like to see that.  It is a decoupled issue as far as the City is 
concerned and the landlord is trying to couple it up through LAZ.  He doesn’t want to be 
blackmailed.  Let’s go ahead with the project and do the experiment and by the end of the 
summer let’s make those spaces into metered parking. 
 
Mayor Tanaka believes one of the things we had talked about with the initial motion also was to 
come back with a report in July to tell how the program is doing.  Hopefully we have enough 
weeks and days to have a worthwhile report and we can keep discussing this.   
 



Councilmember Bailey would agree with Mr. Woiwode that his preferred alternative was 
Alternative 2 going into this but we have made it this far and one of the benefits of valet parking 
is that you can stack cars so instead of having 20 additional spots we maybe have 40.  If the valet 
program is a success, he is willing to trade 3 spots for 40 so he is anxious to see what the data 
shows.   
 

MSUC (Downey/Tanaka) moved that the City Council direct that the loading 
zone in the 1300 block of Orange Avenue not be removed.   

 
   AYES:  Bailey, Downey, Sandke, Woiwode, Tanaka  
   NAYS:  None 
   ABSTAINING: None  
   ABSENT:  None 
   RECUSED:  Sandke 
 
6.  ORAL COMMUNICATIONS:     
 

a. Carolyn Rogerson spoke about California Vehicle Code changes and bicycles.  
At the last Bicycle Advisory Committee meeting, it came to light that the CVC 
regarding bicycles, specifically three new classifications of electric bicycles and 
three new classifications of motorized bicycles with both two and stroke motors, 
are going to go into effect.  She thinks it is important that the City of Coronado be 
proactive instead of reactive in dealing with these changes that will affect all of 
our City streets as well as the Bayshore Bikeway.  Newer technology allows some 
of these classes of bicycles to cruise along at 30 mph and even more if the owner 
is mechanically inclined and can tweak the motor.  Those concerned with 
pedestrian and all vehicular safety are also concerned with noise pollution and the 
fumes from the motorized bicycles.  There was discussion regarding these 
changes at the June BAC meeting, with several members expressing concern 
about speed on the bike paths.  Surreys, people walking, pedestrians on the bike 
path, children’s bicycles – they are not going to be able to accommodate a 30 mph 
bicycle, either electric or motorized.  She thinks it is something the City needs to 
consider when signage is being put up.  Do we want to establish a speed limit on 
the bike paths or do we want to prevent all fuel-motorized bicycles as opposed to 
electric motorized bicycles and set a speed limit?  She asked the Council to please 
consider this and suggests that instead of involving heavily burdened staff with 
something that the whole community will appreciate is to have the BAC look into 
decibel levels, mufflers and pollution issues both online and with field trips to 
educate us all on these bicycles. Educating themselves as well as the 
Transportation Committee, BAC would facilitate quicker, more informed 
decisions to be made at Council level.   

b. Councilmember Sandke thanked the City Manager for forwarding to the Council 
the numbers on the success of the summer shuttle for the Cays and Loews.   
 

7. CITY MANAGER/EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR:  No report.   
 
8. PUBLIC HEARINGS:  None. 
 



9. ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS:  None 
 
10. COMMISSION AND COMMITTEE REPORTS:   
 
 10a. Report from San Diego County South Area Cities’ Representative to the San 
Diego County Regional Airport Authority.   Commissioner Jim Janney gave the report.  The 
airport is doing very well.  They are working on the budget and plan on adopting it this week.  
The concessions within the airport are doing very well due to more enplanements or more seats 
on the aircraft.  Exciting things are happening as we are getting some new nonstop flights to 
Europe: Switzerland and Germany specifically.  Those will be just during the summer months 
starting next year.  That will open up a lot more opportunities for people to leave from San Diego 
heading to Europe.  The new parking facility is working very well.  It took a lot of traffic off of 
Harbor Drive.  They took action last week on moving forward with the parking plaza at Terminal 
2.  There will be disruptions during that construction period for people.  They are still working 
on the ALUCP with North Island.  The process will not be short on this.   
 
Councilmember Downey thanked Mayor Janney for helping us through the ALCUP process.  
She is on the committee as well but finds it helpful to have Mayor Janney there.  She is reminded 
often that our airport, for its size, is very well laid out.  One issue that has come up many times is 
when you are coming down Harbor Drive trying to figure out which turn is going to be the cell 
phone lot.  We have tried different things but it is still not well marked and it is a little bit 
confusing.  A sign is not that hard as long as it is in the right location for people to see and she 
thinks it is still not in the right location.   
 
Mayor Janney commented that way finding has been an issue that has been brought up to airport 
staff.   
 
11. CITY COUNCIL BUSINESS: 
   
 11a. Council Reports on Inter-Agency Committee and Board Assignments.  
 
Councilmember Bailey does not have any reports. 
 
Councilmember Downey submitted her report in writing.  
 
Councilmember Sandke submitted his report in writing.     
 
Councilmember Woiwode submitted his report in writing.  He mentioned the Naval Complexes 
Coordinating Group meeting where one of the important things was a discussion on the 
iCommute program and the vanpool program and how that is affecting traffic to and from Naval 
Base Coronado.   
 
Mayor Tanaka reported that he had proclaimed Friday, June 10 Bill Cass Day and presented 
him with a key to the City; attended the unveiling of a portrait done by a Coronado High School 
student of Randy Burgess who announced his retirement as head coach; attended the Naval 
Complexes meeting. 
 



 11b. Briefing on Plans for 2016 Fourth of July Celebration.  City Manager Blair 
King gave the report.  The City Council did not vote on this item or provide direction.  Mr. King 
acknowledged Dave Szymanski who is the chair of the Fourth of July Committee.   
 
Michael Schmid asked if there has been an examination of getting a larger use of public 
transportation to get people to Coronado for the fireworks.   
 
Mr. King explained that the free Silver Strand shuttle will be running this year.  That will begin 
service at 7 a.m.  He is told that will run as long as needed to take anyone needed back down the 
Strand.  The free summer shuttle will operate on the 15-minute intervals down the amended 
route.  The 901 will also continue to run on that amended route.  In terms of additional buses 
from MTS coming into Coronado, supplementing the frequency of the 901 route, that discussion 
has not taken place.   
 
Fern Nelson asked if we have tried to get Caltrans to switch the lanes so that the right lanes are 
open at the right times. 
 
Mr. King commented that for July 4th there will be three outbound lanes.  Normally, on the 
weekends, Caltrans sets it with three inbound and two outbound lanes.  Because July 4th is a 
Monday it is basically going to be a three-day weekend and we are anticipating a greater degree 
of activity all weekend long and for July 4th it will be three lanes outbound.   
 
 11c. Consideration of Approval of the Fourth Amendment to the City Manager 
Employment Agreement with Blair King Related to Compensation.  Under Consent, the 
City Council authorized the Mayor to execute an amendment to the City Manager 
Employment Agreement. 
 
 11d. Authorization for the City Manager to Execute the Second Amendment to 
the Agreement for City Services.   Under Consent, the City Council authorized the City 
Manager to execute the Second Amendment to the Agreement for City Attorney Services 
with the law firm McDougal, Love, Eckls, Boehmer & Foley. 
 
12. CITY ATTORNEY:   No report. 
 
13. COMMUNICATIONS - WRITTEN:   
 
 13a. Consideration of Request from Councilmember Sandke to Have an Agenda 
Item Brought Forward that Would Request the City Council to Initiate Action by the City 
Attorney and City Clerk to Place on the November 2016 Ballot an Advisory Measure 
Related to Relinquishment.   Councilmember Sandke explained his request.   
 
Councilmember Bailey asked the City Manager what the different options are to the City Council 
for obtaining a Project Study Report from Caltrans.  Is that something as simple as the Council 
making a motion to request that?   
 
Mr. King understands, from his discussions with the Caltrans District Director, that it could be as 
simple as a motion from the dais of the Council.  That would be one option.  The Council could 
also initiate, which would not be the same as a PSR, its own study to look at the costs as well.   



 
Mr. Bailey continued by asking whether in a PSR such as Mr. Sandke is requesting that we ask 
the voters for an advisory vote on is that something that just Caltrans would provide to us?  It 
would not require any additional City staff time, correct?   
 
Mr. King explained that the pros and the cons is that Caltrans would conduct the study.  The PSR 
he saw that was performed for the City of Imperial Beach would involve Caltrans assessing the 
condition of the roadway, of the network, determine what the impact would be, and then perhaps 
would determine what the cost would be to put it into a state of good repair.   
 
Mayor Tanaka questioned Mr. King’s statement that one of the City’s options would be for the 
City to commission its own study.  If that was something the Council pursued, he assumes the 
City would go out to bid to bring on a professional who is familiar with how the state would 
handle this. 
 
Mr. King commented that it would be done outside of Caltrans’ PSR process.   
 
Mayor Tanaka added that it would also not necessarily signal our support or opposition but 
would perhaps be a more objective way to gather information. 
 
Councilmember Downey wants to put more information on the record as she happened to have a 
conversation with Assemblymember Atkins’ office and she happens to know that, at the 
moment, they are working a ‘gut and amend’ to put the bill back on the floor to vote.  It is going 
to remove Coronado because we requested we be removed.  It is also going to do what we asked 
for, which is to look at can they relinquish only a portion of Route 75 so in terms of why we 
would need to go to the voters with no information to give them instead of waiting for one, she 
fails to see why we need to do this now.  She asked Mr. Sandke, we have the ability to ask for 
any of these things, get information so what goes to the voter is a more informed choice… 
 
Mayor Tanaka asked that we save this for after the public speaks.   
 
Councilmember Woiwode asked staff if there is the ability for Caltrans to do a study short of a 
PSR that would give us information about what relinquishment means. 
 
Mr. King does not know the answer to that question.  He knows Caltrans has a Project Report, a 
PR process, and a PSR process.  That implies two different levels of report. 
 
The Mayor invited public comment. 
 
Barbara Tato, interim President, Avenue of Heroes Neighborhood Association, thanked Mr. 
Sandke for addressing this issue as it is an important one for the residents of the 282 corridor.  
On behalf of the AHNA, they believe this is a premature initiative.  They would prefer that the 
City Council request a study by Caltrans that looks at the cost and benefits of relinquishment.  
This action would provide the City Council an opportunity to show leadership on this issue.  
Once the study is completed, the City Council can undertake a series of public discussions that 
address the facts, costs, benefits and concerns of the residents.  It is only after public 
dissemination of information and discussion that a ballot initiative is appropriate.  Let the 
community work with the City to intelligently participate in the discussion on such an important 



issue.  However, if the City Council approves the ballot initiative, the AHNA requests that the 
initiative separate 282 from 75 as the two roadways are significantly different.  SR 282 is 
primarily residential while SR 75 encompasses the commercial district of Coronado and the 
industrial areas of the Amphib Base.  The cost and benefit of these separate roadways would be 
different as well.  It would be a disservice to the residents of the SR 282 corridor to have an 
uninformed vote impact the future of their neighborhood.   
 
Fern Nelson agrees with the previous speaker.  She has very little else to add.  She is opposed to 
putting this to a vote of the citizens because we simply don’t have enough information.  The 
Council clearly agreed that we just weren’t going to go forward with this at this time because it 
was a bad idea.  She doesn’t know why we are rushing.  She hates to see another issue come up 
that is going to put neighborhood against neighborhood when we don’t even have enough 
information to really go that far with it.  She also stated that it is not just the people that were 
against the lights who are not very excited about going forward.   
 
Michael Schmid thanked Mr. Sandke for at least keeping some pressure on this issue and 
keeping it in the public eye.  His huge concern is that without study and knowing what is going 
to happen, the vote will just be no which will cause nothing to happen.  He is really looking for 
leadership from the Council to just request the study to just move ahead and get the information 
and then we can put it up for a vote or the Council can decide what is right for the City.  We do 
not need to put up things for votes where people really tend to become polarized.  He lives on 
Fourth Street.  He does not live on SR 75.  That is where it is very confusing.   
 
Carolyn Rogerson echoes and completely agrees with the previous three speakers.  She added 
that she is very disappointed at the insistence of continuing to use the misleading myth of local 
control.  She thinks Mayor Tanaka, at the previous meeting when this was discussed, was quite 
eloquent at explaining that local control is not going to be local control to the City of Coronado 
and that is just an emotional appeal to people who think they will be able to put up lights, traffic 
calming devices and everything else.  We will still be at the mercy of the state, of Caltrans and 
every other entity that has anything to do with that roadway.  Making an emotional appeal for a 
vote is not knowing what we are having.  In addition to the cost of maintaining it, we really have 
to know what the ramifications are of having all this extra liability put upon us.  This is going to 
be a huge expense and not just that we can control the speed on Third and Fourth Street.  It 
would be interesting to find out if we can separate the areas.  There are studies available and 
there is a lot of information available online.  It would also be interesting to know, since Caltrans 
is funded by the State of California and receives federal funding, would Coronado be eligible for 
that federal funding or would it have to go begging to the state and county.  Caltrans has a lot of 
advantages with their entity in place to go after funds to maintain these roads and we need to 
know if we will have that same opportunity.  It is not just a matter of money.  We need to know 
what our resources will be as well.  Using the term local control is a misleading myth.   
 
Mr. Sandke is respectful of the people who have spoken and sent emails.  He did ask the question 
of if not now, when.  He is aware of the gut and amend move as well as the new language of the 
bill.   
 
Mayor Tanaka asked the City Attorney a question.  The idea that got his attention was when Mr. 
King said the City has two options.  The City could request a PSR or commission its own study.  
His preference would be to commission a City study because he doesn’t want to signal to 



Caltrans that the City is for or against this and he is not a big fan of theirs.  They will take such a 
request as Coronado wants relinquishment.  He wants information.  All the people who emailed 
made a very good point about why the City would ask the voters to vote on something that it 
doesn’t have enough information to consider and that could end up being a divisive issue rather 
than educational.  He would be willing to see the City commission its own study to get its own 
answers about what the pros and cons of relinquishment would be.  Based on how Mr. Sandke’s 
request is worded, is that something the Council could morph and make a decision for the next 
Council meeting or do we need a new request, properly worded, at the next meeting that would 
then be discussed at the following meeting? 
 
City Attorney Johanna Canlas thinks that, at this point, if Mr. Sandke would like to amend his 
request it could come back at the next meeting for that action item.   
 
Mayor Tanaka commented that the element of this request that he supports is gaining 
information.  He does not think putting this on the ballot in November is the right timing and we 
don’t have enough information ready and he doesn’t want to invent a hastiness to this.  We are 
still at a point of trying to get all of our facts in a row.  He doesn’t think there is a disagreement 
on the Council about wanting to have facts behind what the advantages and disadvantages of 
relinquishment could be and once those facts are gathered by us under our fiduciary 
responsibilities as a Council and City staff that might be a time to bring that to the voter or to 
formally ask for the PSR.  At that point, the five Council members in place are going to know 
whether or not they are going to support relinquishment themselves much less whether they want 
to push it as a ballot measure or as a Council action.  He would be willing to commission a study.  
He does not want to ask for the PSR.  Caltrans has their own interests so he doesn’t trust them to 
be objective in the information they give. 
 
Ms. Downey read the PSR done for Imperial Beach.  There are a bunch of facts in there that she 
didn’t know and apparently neither did anyone else.  There is a lot of disagreement on what SR 
75 is and is not.  Caltrans thinks it is in the Strategic Highway Network.  Does anyone know 
what that means?  She does not and has been trying to find out.  They also think it is part of the 
national network for surface transportation assistance act.  It is part of the national highway 
system.  And it is obviously a designated state scenic highway.  One of the things that Assembly 
member Atkins said when they were discussing how she was trying to help Coronado in the bill 
to make sure that it wouldn’t affect us unless we got a deal with Caltrans that we were happy 
with was that nothing could be done that was going to prevent the ability of traffic to flow 
through Coronado.  She doesn’t think we could stop virtually anything because of how important 
this highway is.  There is another discussion that it is part of some designation as an important 
national defense asset.  There is so much information we need to have before we go down this 
road because all of those things could stop us from doing anything we want to do and we don’t 
even know what the cost would be.  What she thinks is really important is we have started a track 
that we are hoping to make some changes.  We may not be moving fast enough but as we start 
making those changes the first real changes we might be getting where we want to go and we 
might be getting Caltans to go along with us.  She doesn’t want to interrupt that.  We can 
certainly research all of these things and we can ask staff and maybe we need to get a legal 
opinion on what all these things mean and what limits they put on us.  She doesn’t want to 
interfere with where we are working with Caltrans now and that is what scares her about this.  
She doesn’t even want to bring it back at the next meeting.  We are all in agreement that we want 
lots of facts and the costs and benefits should be researched but she doesn’t want to confuse the 



voters by sending it to them in this state.  She doesn’t want us to be prevented from looking at 
any of these things.   
 
Mr. Bailey would also like to see more information.  He fears that on the ballot we would risk 
politicizing the issue altogether and we risk killing any good thing that could come of it.  He 
doesn’t see any harm in asking for more information but he just doesn’t think an advisory vote is 
the right mechanism to do that.  He would definitely be willing to entertain a motion to agendize 
a future item to actually entertain some options for how we could get that information.   
 
Mr. Woiwode commented that information may be on the way.  Caltrans has been doing a study 
of this and what it means to Coronado and it is imminent.  Based on a conversation he had on 
Friday, it was in Lori Berman’s inbox for review.  What it consists of he doesn’t know.  Whether 
it is a PSR or not he does not know.  She describes it as answering the question about what 
relinquishment means for Coronado.  They also have offered to come over and brief us on what 
relinquishment means to Coronado.  That aside, he thinks of relinquishment as sort of a 
milestone on the way to something else.  What is the something else?  It is not an end in and of 
itself.  He sees relinquishment and the decision about relinquishment as part of a process in 
conjunction with the project set we select.  It may well get to the point where we bring this 
Gateway project, we bring all of the applications for Third and Fourth Street together, and we get 
to some hard points with Caltrans.  When we get to that point, we may be ready to talk about 
relinquishment and he does not know that an advisory vote of the public is going to be 
appropriate at that point.  We may want an advisory vote from the public on the projects 
altogether, a portion of which is this decision and what amounts to a business decision on how to 
proceed.  In his view, an advisory vote in November would not be informative.  He is not 
anxious to see the City go forward with something that leads toward a ballot measure.  Whether 
or not we decide we want to ask for a PSR or we want to do a study on our own, he has a feeling 
that we will get a lot of insight when they deliver this report to us that is imminent.  He would 
like to have staff speak with Caltrans about what is going on inside the agency and what they are 
about to give to us and then come back to us with a recommendation on how this fits into our 
grand plan.  We have pretty well outlined what our plan is and staff is working on publicizing 
that to the public on a larger scale.  Whether or not relinquishment fits we don’t know at this 
point.   
 
Mayor Tanaka thinks that the cleanest way to handle this is just not to move forward with this 
request.   
 
Councilmember Sandke is not 100% convinced that relinquishment can’t be a part of our project 
moving forward.  He is excited and afraid about the report from Caltrans.  We owe it to the 
people who live there to do what we can to improve conditions in their neighborhood.  He does 
not want to move forward with our own study at this time.  He does not want to risk a no vote 
because of misinformation so as not to limit the opportunities we have in the future.   
 
Councilmember Sandke withdrew his request. 
 
14. ADJOURNMENT:  The Mayor adjourned the meeting at 5:18 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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ACCEPTANCE OF THE STREET PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE FY 15/16 PROJECT 
AND DIRECTION TO THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF COMPLETION 

RECOMMENDATION:  Accept the Street Preventive Maintenance FY 15/16 project and 
direct the City Clerk to file a Notice of Completion. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  As identified in the Capital Improvements Program for FY 15/16, $407,000 
was allocated toward this project ‒ $184,000 from the General Fund Account (400710-9827-
16SLURRY) and $223,000 from the Highway User Tax Fund Account (206376-9827-
16SLURRY). The total project cost including design, construction, testing, inspection, and other 
miscellaneous expenses, is $265,277 as shown below. The balance will remain in Fund 400. 

PROJECT BUDGET ANALYSIS 

ITEM ANTICIPATED 
BUDGET 

ACTUAL 
COSTS 

Contract Award $259,972 $259,972 
Project Contingency/Miscellaneous $25,997 $366 
Inspection/Testing $28,597 $4,939 
Remaining CIP Funding Allocation $92,433 N/A 
Total Project Costs $407,000 $265,277 
Remaining Balance $141,723 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Approving a Notice of Completion is a ministerial action. 
Ministerial decisions involve the use of fixed standards or objective measure, removing personal 
subjective judgment in deciding whether or how the project should be carried out. 

PUBLIC NOTICE:  None required. 

BACKGROUND:  Every year, as part of the annual street preventive maintenance program, the 
City slurry seals approximately one-seventh of the City streets on a rotating basis.  Slurry seal is a 
preventive maintenance treatment that consists of a thin layer of asphalt and sand mixture applied 
to the road surface which extends the life of the road by protecting it from oxidation.  Slurry 
sealing rejuvenates or revitalizes old bituminous-wearing surfaces and makes slippery surfaces 
“nonskid.”  Pavement markings are also repainted, improving visibility at night.  The following 
areas were slurry sealed as part of this year’s project: 
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• Glorietta Boulevard (Pomona Avenue to Fourth Street; Fourth Street to Second 

Street) 
• Vista Place 
• Bay Circle 
• Guadalupe Avenue 
• Margarita Avenue (Bay Circle to Sixth Street; Sixth Street to Pomona Avenue) 
• Monterey Avenue 
• Jacinto Place 
• Visalia Row 
• San Luis Rey 
• Miguel Avenue 
• Glorietta Place 
• Soledad Place 
• Bayshore Bikeway (Coronado Yacht Club to Fiddler’s Cove; culvert bridge to 

Imperial Beach city limit) 
 
ANALYSIS:  American Asphalt South, Inc. was issued the Notice to Proceed on May 2, 2016.  
The project was substantially completed in accordance with the project plans and specifications 
on June 16, 2016.  Recording of the Notice of Completion is an important step in finalizing the 
construction contract.  It is a written notice that is issued by the owner of the project to notify 
concerned parties that all the work has been completed and triggers the time period for filing of 
mechanics’ liens and stop notices to 30 days.  Final retention payment is not made to the 
contractor until the 30-day period to file liens and stop notices has lapsed. 
 
Submitted by Public Services & Engineering/Katzenstein 
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ACCEPTANCE OF THE BULB-OUTS AT SECOND STREET AND ORANGE AVENUE 
PROJECT AND DIRECTION TO THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF 
COMPLETION 

RECOMMENDATION:  Accept the Bulb-outs at Second Street and Orange Avenue project 
and direct the City Clerk to file a Notice of Completion. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  As identified in the FY 14/15 Capital Improvements Program (CIP), 
$75,000 from the Highway User Tax Account (HUTA), Project Account Number 206376-9760-
15007, and $85,000 from the FY 15/16 General Fund, Project Account Number 400710-9760-
15007 were allocated to the project.  At the time of contract award, an additional $80,000 was 
appropriated to the project for a total project budget of $240,000.  The remaining project fund 
balance of $35,187 will be available for appropriation in the FY 16/17 budget.   

Project Budget Analysis 
Anticipated Budget Actual Costs 

Design and Misc. Expenses $27,330 $27,944 
Construction Support $33,600 $9,509 
Construction Budget $144,500 $144,373 
Project Contingency (Change Orders) $24,570 $14,762 
Testing/Inspection $10,000 $8,225 
Budget Appropriated $240,000 $204,813 
Remaining Balance $35,187 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Approving a Notice of Completion is a ministerial action. 
Ministerial decisions involve the use of fixed standards or objective measure, removing personal 
subjective judgment in deciding whether or how the project should be carried out. 

PUBLIC NOTICE:  None required. 

BACKGROUND:  The intersection of Second Street and Orange Avenue was identified in the 
City’s 2012 Annual Traffic Report as an intersection that experienced more than three accidents, 
and the City Council directed staff to explore making improvements to the intersection, including 
the installation of crosswalks.  The project installed concrete bulb-outs on all four corners of the 
intersection to shorten the pedestrian crossing distance and improve visibility between drivers 
and pedestrians.  Two of the bulb-outs were extended to accommodate in-street bus stops for the 
northbound and southbound 904 bus stops on Orange Avenue.  The project also installed 
enhanced crosswalk striping and reconstructed the pedestrian ramps to meet current Americans 
with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements. 

ANALYSIS:  Vailston Construction Company was issued a Notice to Proceed on February 22, 
2016.  The project was completed in accordance with the project plans and specifications on June 
29, 2016.  Recording of the Notice of Completion is an important step in finalizing the 
construction contract.  It is a written notice issued by the owner of the property to notify 
concerned parties that the work has been completed and it triggers the time period for filing of 

79

5d



mechanics’ liens and stop notices to 30 days.  Final retention payment is not made to the 
contractor until the 30-day period to file liens and stop notices has lapsed. 
 
Submitted by Public Services & Engineering/Odiorne 
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ACCEPTANCE OF GOLF COURSE CLUBHOUSE RESTORATION PROJECT AND 
DIRECTION TO THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF COMPLETION 

RECOMMENDATION:  Accept the Golf Course Clubhouse restoration project and direct the 
City Clerk to file a Notice of Completion. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  The Golf Course Clubhouse repairs will be paid from the FY 2015-16 Golf 
Enterprise Fund (520020) Budget.  

Project Budget 
Initial Contract for Emergency Water Damage Repairs $16,600 
Change Order for Water Damage Discovered After Initial Inspection $17,420 
TOTAL $34,020 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Approving a Notice of Completion is a ministerial action. 
Ministerial decisions involve the use of fixed standards or objective measures, removing personal 
subjective judgment in deciding whether or how the project should be carried out. 

PUBLIC NOTICE:  None required. 

BACKGROUND:  On May 23, 2016, extensive water damage was discovered in the Golf 
Course Clubhouse conference room and kitchen area.  Due to the extent of the water damage, the 
City Manager approved staff’s recommendation to immediately retain a contractor, begin 
emergency remediation, and identify and repair the source of the water leak.  On June 21, 2016, 
the City Council adopted a resolution declaring an emergency to allow the City Manager to enter 
into an agreement for repairs without giving notice for bids.   

ANALYSIS:  San Diego Construction was issued the Notice to Proceed on May 26, 2016.  The 
project was completed in accordance with the agreed-upon-terms on June 20, 2016.  Recording 
of the Notice of Completion is a required step in finalizing the construction contract.  It is a 
written notice issued by the owner of the property to notify concerned parties that the work has 
been completed, and it triggers the time period for the filing of mechanics’ liens and stop notices 
to 30 days.  Final retention payment is not made to the contractor until the 30-day period to file 
liens and stop notices has lapsed. 

Submitted by Public Services & Engineering/Maurer 
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AWARD A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT IN THE AMOUNT OF $40,000 TO URBAN 
CORPS OF SAN DIEGO COUNTY FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE “NAKED 
WARRIOR” STATUE PROJECT AND APPROPRIATE $20,500 OF ADDITIONAL 
FUNDS TO THE PROJECT 

RECOMMENDATION:  Award a construction contract in the amount of $40,000 to Urban 
Corps of San Diego County for construction of the Naked Warrior statue project and appropriate 
$20,500 additional funds to the project account #400710-9774-17008.   

FISCAL IMPACT:  The estimated cost to design and construct the Naked Warrior statue 
project is $70,500.  This project was presented to the City Council on April 19, 2016; $50,000 
was appropriated at that time, and staff was directed to bid the project.  To complete the project, 
an additional $20,500 is being requested as shown below in the proposed project budget. 

PROJECT BUDGET
Appropriated $50,000 

Design $24,493 
Bid Amount $40,000 
Contingency (approximately 15%) $6,000 

TOTAL $70,493 
Additional Appropriation $20,500 

At first glance, the design costs appear to be disproportionately large for a relatively small 
project; however, these costs include design work for initially considering locating the statue in 
the City lot in front of the Naval Amphibious Base, electrical engineering subconsultant work for 
the lighting, and a structural engineer for the foundation.  The fee also includes funds for 
construction support on the project after it has been awarded.  The initial request for 
appropriation was made prior to any design or cost estimates.  This was mainly due to the fast-
track nature to complete the design, obtain approvals, bid, and construct the project prior to 
Veterans Day, November 11, 2016.  Since this project was originally conceived, the scope of 
work was also expanded to include a larger paved and landscaped area.   

CEQA:  The installation of the Naked Warrior statue and related park improvements have been 
reviewed for compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and it has been 
determined that there is no possibility that the activity may have a significant effect on the 
environment; therefore, pursuant to Section 15061(b)(3) of the State CEQA guidelines, the 
activity is exempt from the provisions of CEQA.  In addition, the park improvements to the 
historically designated Glorietta Bay Park are exempt under Class 31 CEQA Guidelines Section 
15331, which provides for exemptions to Historic Resource Restoration and Rehabilitation 
projects that involve maintenance, repair, stabilization, rehabilitation, restoration, preservation, 
conservation, or reconstruction of historic resources in a manner consistent with the Secretary of 
the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties and will not cause a substantial 
adverse change in the significance of a resource. 
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CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Awarding a bid is an administrative action 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.   
 
PUBLIC NOTICE:  None required. 
 
BACKGROUND:  On March 9, 2016, Rick Kaiser, Executive Director of the Navy UDT-SEAL 
Museum, formally offered the City of Coronado the “Naked Warrior” statue.  The Parks and 
Recreation, Historic Resource, and Design Review commissions all unanimously supported the 
siting and project as presented.  On March 17, 2016, the Coronado Arts Commission 
unanimously approved the project as recommended.  On April 29, 2016, the California Coastal 
Commission granted a coastal development permit waiver to allow the construction of the 
project. 
 
ANALYSIS:  Bids were opened and are as follows: 

 
Contractors Bid 

Urban Corps of San Diego County $40,000 
Telliard Construction $57,753 
Blue Pacific Engineering & Construction $58,000 
Collier Construction $62,300 
San Diego Construction Company $63,375 
Grace Builders, Inc. $71,800 

 
The engineer’s estimate for construction of the statue was $50,000.  Urban Corps is the lowest 
responsible and responsive bidder.  Public contracting laws require the City to award the contract 
to the lowest responsible and responsive bidder. 
 
The contractor is to complete the project by October 21, 2016. 
 
ALTERNATIVE:  The Council may elect to defer the project or reject all bids and rebid the 
project.    
 
Submitted by Public Services & Engineering /Cecil 
Exhibit A:  Photo simulation of statue 
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ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION TO DESIGNATE A BLUE CURB PARKING ZONE 
IN FRONT OF 405 C AVENUE 

RECOMMENDATION:  Adopt “A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Coronado to 
Designate a Blue Curb Parking Zone in front of the Residence at 405 C Avenue.” 

FISCAL IMPACT:  The cost to install signage for the blue curb zone is approximately $225 
and would be paid by the requestor.  

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:  Notices were delivered to properties within a 300' radius of the proposed 
blue curb zone installation.  

BACKGROUND:  The Engineering Division received a request from Ronald Sanford, 405 C 
Avenue, for the installation of a residential blue curb zone.  Mr. Sanford states that he has a 
disability that limits his mobility and has requested a blue curb zone in front of 405 C Avenue.  

ANALYSIS:  Per CMC Section 56.30.120, the City Council may designate blue curb zones by 
resolution.  Where blue curb zones are established, the City is required to install the appropriate 
signage per Vehicle Code Section 22511.7. 

Mr. Sanford has provided a letter from his physician stating he has a permanent disability and 
requires the use of a walker to ambulate. Mr. Sanford is requesting handicapped parking to 
facilitate the loading and unloading from his vehicle.   

The property at 405 C Avenue is not served by a driveway or garage at the front of the property, 
but rather a carport off the alley.  The carports do not provide access to individual living units 
and require residents to walk up a stairway to a common walkway where they can then access 
the front door to their residence. 

Staff has developed standards to determine whether a request for the installation of a residential 
blue curb zone is warranted, and based on the following analysis, staff recommends approval of 
Mr. Sanford’s request: 

(1) The applicant can demonstrate their primary residence is the address where the blue curb 
zone is being requested.  Mr. Sanford has provided a copy of his vehicle registration showing 
that 405 C Avenue is his primary residence.  Therefore, this condition IS met;  

(2) The applicant (or guardian) is in possession of a vehicle with valid disabled plates, placard 
or sticker.  This condition IS met;  

(3) The residential property does not have space which could be reasonably converted to 
disabled parking.  The intent of this condition is to determine whether or not the property has a 
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location to load/unload disabled passengers on-site without impacting access along an adjacent 
public street or alley.  In this case, a carport is present on the property with access from the 
adjacent public alley.  The carport is less than 13 feet wide and therefore is not of sufficient 
width to accommodate loading and unloading of a disabled person.  Also, access to and from the 
carport requires a person to traverse a short set of stairs There are no other opportunities to 
provide on-site accessible parking at the property.  Therefore, this condition IS met. 
 
(4) Resident is not capable of unassisted travel of more than 50 feet.  Staff has received a 
doctor’s note indicating the resident’s medical condition requires the use of a walker and 
assistance with travel.  Therefore, this condition IS met;  
 
(5) For residents of condominium or apartment complexes, a petition in favor of the blue curb 
zone must be signed by a majority of complex residents. Included with the requestor’s application 
package is a letter from the condominium’s homeowners’ association showing support for Mr. 
Sanford’s request of a blue curb zone. Therefore, this condition IS met 
 
All of the criteria for a residential blue curb zone have been met as detailed above.  It is therefore 
recommended that the City Council approve Mr. Sanford’s request for a blue curb zone at 405 C 
Avenue. Mr. Sanford has been informed that, if approved, blue curb zones are not intended to 
reserve parking for a particular resident and are therefore available for any vehicle with a 
handicap placard or license tags, and that he will be responsible for the installation cost of the 
paint and signage ($225).  Mr. Sanford has also been informed that he would be contacted on an 
annual basis to provide proof that he continues to reside at 405 C Avenue. 
 
ALTERNATIVE:  The Council could elect to not install a disabled blue curb parking zone at 
this location. 
 
Submitted by Public Services & Engineering /Johnson 
Attachments: A) Resolution No._______ 

B) Location Map 
C) Blue Curb Policy 
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ATTACHMENT A 
 
 

RESOLUTION NO.  
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CORONADO TO 
DESIGNATE A BLUE CURB PARKING ZONE IN FRONT OF THE RESIDENCE AT 
405 C AVENUE  
 
BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Coronado, California, that Resolution 
No. 5527, entitled “A RESOLUTION DESIGNATING BLUE NO PARKING CURB 
ZONES,” adopted on August 17, 1976, is hereby further amended by adding Section 13.D to 
read as follows: 
 
 
13. C AVENUE 
 

G. Beginning at the intersection of the prolongation of the east curb line of C Avenue 
and the south curb line of Fourth Street; thence southerly along said east curb line a 
distance of fifteen (15) feet to the true point of beginning; thence southerly along said 
curb line a distance of twenty (20) feet.  

 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Coronado, California, this 19th 
day of July 2016 by the following vote, to wit: 
 
 
AYES: 
 
NAYS: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
       ______________________________ 
       Casey Tanaka, 
       Mayor of the City of Coronado 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
____________________________ 
Mary L. Clifford, CMC 
City Clerk 
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CORONADO, CALIFORNIA 

OFFICE OF THE CITY ENGINEER 

WARRANT – BLUE CURB ZONES 

Blue Curb zones are used to designate parking areas for the exclusive use of the physically 
disabled or handicapped.  To be legally parked in such zones, vehicles must display either the 
distinguishing license plate or placard prescribed by the California Vehicle Code or a special 
plate or sticker issued by the Coronado Police.  Blue Curb zones are established where the need 
for disabled parking is of an on-going nature, and must not be used for short-term purposes and 
then later seldom used.  Designation of a Blue Curb zone is considered by the City only after 
receipt of a written application from the abutting activity or an individual that would primarily 
benefit from such an installation. 

1. A minimum of one Blue Curb parking space is warranted in any of the following
locations when it can be shown that the users of the abutting facility include the
physically disabled, and off-street parking space is not available.

a. A government building serving the general public.

b. A community service facility such as a senior center.

c. A hospital or convalescent home.

d. A school or other educational facility.

e. A public recreational facility.

f. A public theater, auditorium or meeting hall.

g. A church.

2. The preservation of parking for all City residents is a priority.  While the installation of
blue curb zones in residential areas limits the availability of certain parking locations,
blue curb zones are sometimes warranted.  The following criteria should be used to
evaluate requests for blue curb zones within residential areas on a case-by-case basis.
Blue curb zones in residential areas will be considered warranted if the following
conditions are met:

a. The applicant can demonstrate their primary residence is the address where the
blue curb zone is being requested.  A copy of a valid driver’s license, vehicle
registration papers, or a current lease agreement, listing the address where the
blue curb is being requested are all valid means of establishing an applicant’s
primary residence.

b. The applicant (or guardian) is in possession of a vehicle with valid disabled
plates, placard or sticker.  In an effort to maintain parking for neighborhood
residents, applicants (or guardians) that do not own a vehicle or have a valid
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driver’s license, but are in possession of disabled plates, placards, or stickers, do 
not satisfy this requirement. 

 
c. The residential property does not have space which could be reasonably converted 

to disabled parking.  Improvements such as doorway widening, handrails, or ramp 
installations are considered reasonable for residents to install prior to requesting 
blue curb zones.  Expansion of an existing garage or other significant structural 
improvements needed to convert space or access-ways to accommodate disabled 
parking is not considered reasonable to ask of residents. 

 
d. A physician certifies that the disabled person is unable (even with the aid of 

crutches, wheelchair or walker) to travel more than 50 feet between his or her 
home and automobile without the assistance of a second person.  Disabilities such 
as a broken foot or leg that only temporarily limit mobility do not satisfy this 
requirement. 

 
e.  If a Blue Curb Zone is approved by Council, the applicant will provide proof of a 

valid disabled placard, plates or sticker on a yearly basis.  Proof of the valid 
placard, plate, or sticker must be signed by the original applicant and delivered to 
the City’s Engineering Department.  The blue curb zone will be removed if proof 
of disability cannot be provided OR applicant does not respond to a request for 
proof of disability within three (3) months of notice.  A blue curb zone will also 
be removed if the original applicant moves from the location, although a new 
owner or tenant may retain an existing blue curb zone if they can provide the 
required documentation for eligibility.  

 
3. For residents of condominium or apartment complexes, all of the requirements for 

residential blue curb zones must be met in addition to the following: 
 

a. A petition in favor of the blue curb zone must be signed by a majority of complex 
residents and notification of the property owner that a blue curb zone has been 
requested.  

 
4. Except where the activity adjacent to the proposed Blue Curb zone is operated by a 

governmental entity, a favorable recommendation for an otherwise warranted zone will 
be contingent upon the applicant depositing with the City a fee adequate to cover the cost 
of the installation. 

 
BY: Ed Walton, P.E. 
 City Engineer 
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AUTHORIZATION FOR THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE THE 
PURCHASE OF A STORM DRAIN REPLACEMENT PUMP FOR THE BANDEL 
PUMP STATION FROM FLO-SYSTEMS, INC. IN THE AMOUNT OF $36,139  

RECOMMENDATION: Authorize the City Manager to execute the purchase of the 
storm drain pump.      

FISCAL IMPACT: Funds are available from the FY 2016-17 Storm Drain Operations 
530030 account.  Flo-Systems, the Fairbanks Morse sole source vendor, submitted a 
replacement quote for $36,139 (Attachments A and B).  In June 2016, Flo-Services, Inc., 
a pump repair company, evaluated the pump and subsequently submitted a repair quote 
for $25,584 (Attachment C).  Because the pump has served its useful life and the repair 
cost exceeds 70% of the purchase cost of a new pump, purchase of a new, replacement 
pump is recommended.    

CEQA:  The project is categorically exempt from the provisions of CEQA based on 
Class 2, Section 15302(c) (replacement or reconstruction of existing utility systems 
and/or facilities involving negligible or no expansion of capacity). 

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.  Per CMC Section 8.04.070(A)(2), the City Council may 
authorize the purchase of equipment without seeking competitive bids where one vendor 
is the sole provider of the necessary equipment. 

PUBLIC NOTICE: No public notice is required. 

BACKGROUND:  The Bandel pump station collects nuisance and rain water flows from 
the eastern part of the Southwest Quadrant storm drain basin.  Runoff within the 
Southwest Quadrant is managed by two pump stations, Parker and Bandel.  The Bandel 
runoff boundary is Sixth Street to the Alameda/Olive Avenue intersection and between 
the west side of G Avenue through the west side of Alameda.   

The Bandel station is outfitted with six Fairbanks Morse submersible pumps.  There are 
four 24” pumps and two 8” pumps that discharge to the North Beach outfall during rain 
events.  Dry-weather, nuisance flows are diverted to the sanitary sewer system via a 3” 
Hydromatic diverter pump.  The varying sizes of the pumps efficiently control the 
volume of flow entering the station.  To prevent area flooding, some rain events require 
operation of multiple pumps.  During minor rain events, the smaller 8” pumps are most 
effective in managing light flows.    

In May 2016, the pump’s “fail indicator” light, which indicates the pump is in distress, 
came on.  Staff sent the pump to Flo-Services, Inc. for possible repair.  The repairs 

95

5h



needed were so extensive, staff determined the pump had served its useful life and would 
require a major overhaul.  Therefore, replacing the pump is the best value course of 
action.   
 
ANALYSIS:   Optimal operating levels at the Bandel pump station require six pumps.  
Purchasing the 8” pump will restore efficient operating levels and will reduce wear and 
tear on the remaining 8” pump, which is also approaching the end of its expected 
lifecycle.    
 
ALTERNATIVE: The City Council could choose to not authorize the purchase of the 
pump.  Rejecting the purchase would jeopardize optimal operating levels.     
 
Submitted by Public Services & Engineering/Maurer 
Attachment:  A Flo-Systems, Inc. proposal 
  B Flo-Systems, Inc. Sole Source  
  C Flo-Services, Inc. repair quote 
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March 25, 2015 

City of Coronado 
1300 First Street 
Coronado, CA 92118 

Re: Fairbanks Morse Sales Distribution 
Southern California and Southern Nevada 

Attention: Mr. Jorge Ramirez jramirez@coronado.ca.us 

Dear Mr. Ramirez, 

Flo-Systems, Inc. is Fairbanks Morse’s exclusive distributor for municipal pumps and pump 
parts in Southern California and Southern Nevada.  In addition, they are also an authorized field 
installation, service and repair facility for Fairbanks Morse pump products.  Please feel free to 
contact me directly if you have any additional questions regarding Fairbanks Morse sales in the 
southwestern US. 

Sincerely, 
 
Jerry Eaves  
Western Regional Manager, FMPC 

Engineered Flow Technologies 
3601 Fairbanks Ave  
Kansas City, KS  66106 
Fax:      800-915-6122 
Cell:      916-474-1203 

           Jerry Eaves
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ADOPTION OF 2015 UPDATES TO THE REGIONAL STANDARD DRAWINGS, 
CORONADO ANNOTATIONS TO THE 2015 REGIONAL STANDARD DRAWINGS, 
AND “THE GREENBOOK” STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS FOR PUBLIC WORKS 
CONSTRUCTION  

RECOMMENDATION:  Adopt the 2015 updates to the Regional Standard Drawings, 
Coronado Annotations to the 2015 Regional Standard Drawings, and “The Greenbook” Standard 
Specifications for Public Works Construction as the referenced standard specifications for public 
works projects. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  None. 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Adoption of these design standards and specifications is an 
administrative decision.  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.   

PUBLIC NOTICE:  None required. 

BACKGROUND:  The San Diego Regional Standard Drawings, Coronado Annotations to the 
Regional Standard Drawings, and “The Greenbook” are documents used by the City of Coronado 
and/or other agencies throughout the County of San Diego to describe and depict commonly used 
improvements as well as the proper materials and methods used in the construction of said 
improvements.  Examples of public improvements addressed by these documents include 
sidewalks, curbs and gutters, driveways, pedestrian ramps, sewers, storm drains, etc.   

The San Diego Regional Standard Drawings are design details proposed, reviewed, and 
ultimately approved by a regional committee made up of representatives from various public and 
private agencies throughout the County.  The City of Coronado has customized four pages from 
the regional standards; these annotations were made to the 2012 regional standards and have 
been updated with the new 2015 standards.  The materials and methods utilized to construct 
public improvements, including those found within the Regional Standard Drawings, are 
contained within the Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction book, more 
commonly referred to as “The Greenbook.”  “The Greenbook,” first published in 1967, is used 
throughout Southern California so that infrastructure is constructed in a safe and uniform manner 
throughout the area.  A revised version is published every three years by a mutual benefit 
corporation with a board of directors comprising nine members representing the American Public 
Works Association, the Associated General Contractors of California, the Engineering 
Contractors Association, the Southern California Contractors Association, and BNi Publications, 
Inc.   

ANALYSIS:  Adoption of the 2015 Regional Standard Drawings, the 2015 “Greenbook,” and 
the 2015 Regional Supplement to “The Greenbook,” would replace the 2012 editions currently 
being used and on file in the Public Services and Engineering Department.  Use of the 2015 
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edition documents would help ensure that Coronado’s public works projects are constructed with 
the most up-to-date methods and specifications.  
 
The City of Coronado, based on previous experience and local building codes/regulations, has 
made modifications to previous Regional Standard Drawings.  Having reviewed the 2015 
Regional Standard Drawings, Engineering staff proposes to retain current modifications to four 
regional standards as described below and shown in the attachment.  
 
Drawing Number G-2 Curb and Cutter:  City modifications include the addition of expansion 
joints at the end of curb returns on both sides of driveways and drainage structures and at 30' 
intervals along other sections.  The expansion joints allow for normal expansion/contraction of 
the concrete due to temperature changes and provide a natural break between the curb and gutter 
and other structures during demolition.  
 
Drawing Number G-16 Driveway Location and Width Requirements:  City modifications include 
reducing the minimum and maximum width of driveway openings from 12' to 10' (minimum) 
and from 30' to 20' (maximum).  These modifications are made to accommodate narrow lot sizes 
and maximize on-street parking.  The changes also include a provision to maintain a 14' 
driveway if the structure is located more than 140' away from the curb.  This modification was 
made to ensure the structure is accessible to emergency equipment. 
 
Drawing Number G-33 Narrow Trenches:  Coronado does not allow the use of narrow (6" wide) 
trenches with cement slurry or concrete backfill.  It is not allowed because it impedes the natural 
migration of groundwater and Coronado has a high groundwater table.  Slurry cement and 
concrete backfill make excavation difficult for repairs or to install other utilities through the 
trench zone. 
 
Drawing Number G-36 Slurry Backfill:  Coronado does not allow the use of slurry backfill for 
the same reasons as stated above (Drawing Number G-33 Narrow Trenches). 
 
ALTERNATIVE:  Do not update current standards. 
 
Submitted by Public Services & Engineering/Odiorne 
Attachment:  Coronado Annotations to the 2015 Regional Standard Drawings. 
 
N:\All Departments\Staff Reports - Drafts\2016 Meetings\07-19 Meeting SR Due July 7\FINAL Greenbook and Standard 
Drawings Adoption.doc 
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AUTHORIZATION FOR THE CITY MANAGER TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT 
WITH AMALO BREW TO OPERATE THE COFFEE CART CONCESSION AT THE 
CORONADO PUBLIC LIBRARY  

RECOMMENDATION:  Authorize the City Manager to execute the Agreement and issue the 
Permit. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  Due to the difficulty in locating a vendor for this concession and limited 
profit capability, the City will not charge rent for this concession.  However, the City will receive 
$779.00 per fiscal year (increased three percent (3%) each year thereafter) as is customary for the 
Commercial Use Permit and a $2,000 deposit to ensure compliance with the Agreement for 
Services.   

PUBLIC NOTICE: None required.  At the regularly scheduled Library Board meeting of July 
12, 2016, the Board voted to recommend the City Council approve an agreement with Amalo 
Brew to operate a coffee cart at the Library.   

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Approval of a Concession Agreement and Commercial Use 
Permit 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.   

BACKGROUND:  In July 2007, the City Council approved the selection of a concessionaire to 
operate a coffee cart service at the Coronado Public Library.  The concession (along with small 
café tables and chairs) is located at the entry plaza to the Library.  In August 2009, the City 
Manager approved the transfer of the financial interest in the concession from the original owner 
to Ms. Cathy McKenna who operated the concession under the name of Oti’s Place.  In 2012, the 
City entered into a Personal Property Lien Agreement with Ms. McKenna whereby the City took 
a security interest in the coffee cart concession for failure of Ms. McKenna to pay rents and fees. 
The City is now the owner in interest of the concession.  On March 11, 2015, the City issued a 
30-Day Notice of Termination to Ms. McKenna for her continuing failure to operate the 
concession. 

Subsequently, the City conducted a Request for Proposal process that ultimately resulted in none 
of the qualified vendors agreeing to provide a Coffee Concession at the Library.  Additional 
efforts to reach out to local qualified concessionaires also did not secure a vendor.  Recently, the 
City was approached by an experienced coffee cart concession operator that wanted to relocate 
their concession to Coronado.   

ANALYSIS:  Alejandro Alvarez Malo II is the owner/operator of a coffee cart concession 
known as Amalo Brew.  Mr. Malo has over 20 years in the food/beverage service industry, 
including experience as the owner of a restaurant/deli and more recently has been the operator of 
a coffee cart for the past year.  He owns a coffee cart that could be accommodated on the Library 
plaza to sell food and beverages including, but not limited to, regular, espresso, and flavored 
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coffees, teas, sodas, juices, fresh fruit, pastries, bagels, and muffins at reasonable market prices 
as approved by the Director of Library Services. 
 
Mr. Malo has meet with staff and understands the challenges and parameters of providing coffee 
cart services at the Library.  He has agreed to provide coffee cart services Monday through 
Saturday 9:30 a.m. to 6 p.m. and 12:30 p.m. to 5 p.m. on Sunday, for a minimum of 120 days or 
forfeit a $2,000 deposit.   The City and Mr. Malo are cautiously optimistic that the coffee cart 
service will be successful enough to continue operating for the full initial term of one year, plus 
four one-year extensions.  Mr. Malo may change the name of the coffee cart to give it a more 
local theme.   
 
ALTERNATIVES:  The City Council could decide to: 1) not authorize the City Manager to 
execute the Concession Agreement and issue the Commercial Use Permit; 2) require different 
terms and conditions to the proposed Concession Agreement; or 3) request staff issue another 
Request for Proposals or seek other means to provide the service.   
 
Submitted by City Manager’s Office/Ritter 
Attachments: A – Concession Agreement 

B – Commercial Use Permit 
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AGREEMENT FOR SERVICES 
CORONADO PUBLIC LIBRARY  

COFFEE CART CONCESSION 
 
  

            THIS AGREEMENT, entered into by and between the CITY OF CORONADO 
(hereinafter “City”), a municipal corporation, and Amalo Brew (hereinafter “Concessionaire”), is 
made in reference to the following facts: 
  
            A.       The City desires the services of the Concessionaire to operate the coffee cart 

concession (hereinafter “Concession”) at the Coronado Public Library. 
  
            B.       Concessionaire holds itself out to the public, and in particular to the City of 

Coronado, as a skilled and well qualified food and beverage service operator with 
sufficient expertise and experience to carry out the activities as set forth herein. 

  
            C.        This Agreement will be administered for the City by the Director of Library 

Services (hereinafter “Director”).  The Concessionaire shall report to and be 
directly responsible to the Director. 

 
THEREFORE IT IS AGREED AS FOLLOWS: 
  
            1.   DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES 
  
 1.01 During the term of this Agreement, Concessionaire shall provide the services 
described herein.   
 
            1.02 Food and Beverage Dispensing.  Concessionaire shall, upon commencement of 
the term of this Agreement as set forth herein, operate the Concession for the sale, handling, 
preparation, and dispensing of food and beverages for human consumption by patrons and 
visitors of the Coronado Public Library.  Included within such responsibilities are the (1) clean-
up, (2) removal of trash, (3) management of Concession activities, and (4) all other incidental 
services arising from operation of the Concession. 
  
            1.03    Service Provisions.  Customer satisfaction is paramount.  Concessionaire shall 
provide such service only at the Concession location hereinafter described.  Concessionaire is to 
work cooperatively with the Director to ensure a pleasurable experience for all users. 
 
 1.04 Furnishing, Fixtures, and Equipment.  The City shall provide, maintain, and 
replace as needed, at its own expense, approximately eight (8) café tables and twenty-four (24) 
chairs to be provided within the Library courtyard.   
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            2.   TERM OF AGREEMENT 
  
            2.01 Commencement.  This Agreement shall be effective as of the date of execution by 
the City of Coronado. 
  
            2.02 Initial Term.  The initial term of this Agreement shall be from July 20, 2016 and 
expire on June 30, 2017, unless terminated earlier in accordance with other provisions of this 
Agreement. 
  
            2.03 Minimum Term.  Concessionaire agrees to operate the Concession for a minimum 
of no less than one hundred twenty (120) calendar days from the effective date of this 
Agreement.  Concessionaire hereby agrees that failure to operate the concession during this 
minimum term shall result in the Concessionaire forfeiting its Security Deposit, as provided in 
Section 5.03 of this Agreement. 
 
            2.04 Agreement Extension.  At the expiration of the initial term of this Agreement the 
City, at its sole option, may extend the Agreement for up to four (4) additional one (1) year 
periods, for a total of five (5) years, provided: 
  
            A.        At least ninety (90) calendar days prior to expiration, Concessionaire requests an 

extension in writing, and 
  
            B.        At least sixty days (60) prior to expiration, both parties of this Agreement agree 

on any revised terms or conditions proposed by either party. 
  
            3.  PREMISES 
  
 3.01 Description of Premises.  Within the grounds of the Coronado Public Library, 
City shall provide a designated area for the purpose of operating the Concessionaire.  Said area 
shall include portions of the courtyard of the Coronado Public Library, as described in Exhibit 
“A” attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein. 
 

3.02 City Rights.  The  City  reserves  the  right  to  use  the  premises  of the Coronado 
Public Library for any purpose it deems fit.  In the event City’s use of the premises substantially 
interferes with the activities of the Concessionaire as described within this Agreement, and City 
and Concessionaire are unable to agree to alternative locations or arrangements for the conduct 
of Concessionaire’s activities, Concessionaire shall have the right to terminate this Agreement in 
accordance with Section 8.04, herein.  The City and the Concessionaire shall confer on such 
requests for use.  Concessionaire shall not unreasonably withhold permission for such use. 
 
             4.  CONDUCT OF OPERATION 
  
            4.01 General Requirements. Concessionaire shall maintain and keep all areas specified 
in Section 3.01 of this Agreement, including all areas in which food and beverages are served, in 
a presentable, clean, sanitary, and safe condition acceptable to the Director.  Concessionaire shall 
comply with all rules and regulations of the San Diego County Environmental Health 
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Department including, but not limited to, obtaining an initial plan check and obtaining and 
maintaining thereafter an annual health permit and decal.  Concessionaire shall provide the 
Director copies of all reports Concessionaire receives from the San Diego County Environmental 
Health Department.   
  
            4.02 Description of Service.  Concessionaire shall furnish food and beverages 
including, but not limited to, regular, espresso, and flavored coffees, tea, flavored sodas, and/or 
juices, fresh fruit, pastries, bagels, and muffins.  Concessionaire shall charge reasonable market 
prices for all food and beverages.  A copy of the Concessionaire’s menu selection and price sheet 
shall be provided to the Director for review and approval.  Approval to raise prices will not 
unreasonably be withheld provided sufficient written justification is provided and is comparable 
to prices charged at other coffee carts within the San Diego area.  Current pricing shall be 
displayed on menu boards or menus available for customer viewing. 

 
            4.03  Hours of Operation.  Concessionaire shall keep the Concession open for business 
during hours that include all or part of the following weekly schedule, as approved by the 
Director.  Additional open for business hours may be arranged for special events subject to prior 
notification of Director.   
  
   ● Monday through Saturday:   9:30 a.m.  –   6 p.m.   
   ● Sunday:     12:30 p.m.  –   5 p.m. 
 
 Set-up and tear-down time of one-half hour may be added at the beginning and end of the 
day.  
 
 Concessionaire shall be allowed, on a non-exclusive basis, to cater to City-sponsored 
events held at the Winn Room and/or Spreckels Park. 
 
  4.04 Library Rules and Regulations.  Concessionaire shall enforce and obey all rules 
and regulations adopted by the Coronado Public Library Board of Trustees addressing public 
conduct and the use of Coronado Public Library property and facilities.  Concession equipment, 
furnishings, or operations shall not interfere with Library ingress or egress. 
 
           4.05   Legal Requirements. Concessionaire shall secure all federal, state, and local 
licenses and all permits required to operate the Concession.  Concessionaire shall be in complete 
compliance with all laws, rules, and regulations as set forth by federal, state, and local 
authorities. 
  
            4.06    Employee Provisions.  Concessionaire shall employ all of the staff necessary to 
carry out the terms and provisions of this Agreement and shall pay their salaries and such other 
expenses as may be required for tax and other purposes. 
  

4.07 Staffing Requirements.  Concessionaire shall maintain on duty sufficiently trained 
staff to deal with and properly conduct the services described herein.  Concessionaire shall 
require employees to maintain appropriate grooming standards while on duty.   
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5. DIVISION OF REVENUE 
 

5.01 Gross Income.  "Gross Income" as used in this Agreement shall include all 
income to Concessionaire resulting from operation of the Concession under this Agreement from 
whatever source derived, including deposits; provided, however, gross income shall not include 
federal, state, or municipal sales taxes, if any, collected from the consumer and periodically paid  
by Concessionaire to a governmental agency as required by law.  No other taxes shall be 
deducted by Concessionaire in computing gross income.  Gross income shall not include refunds 
for goods returned, refunded deposits, or gratuities collected on behalf of and paid to employees.  
The amount of sales taxes, refunds, and gratuities shall be clearly shown on the books and 
records of Concessionaire. 
  
            5.02  Monetary Consideration.  City agrees to waive the payment of rents by 
Concessionaire resulting from operation of the Concession during the term of this Agreement.   
Under no circumstances shall the City be called upon to further subsidize the operation of the 
Concession by the Concessionaire.   
            
             

5.03 Concessionaire Deposit.  City requires that Concessionaire pay Two Thousand 
Dollars ($2,000.00) as a deposit in conjunction with the execution of this Agreement.  The City 
agrees that the deposit shall, upon commencement of the term of this Agreement, constitute the 
deposit, which shall be held during the term of this Agreement by City as security for the 
performance by Concessionaire of its obligations under this Agreement. 
 
 A. The deposit shall be held by City, without obligation for interest, as security for the 

performance of Concessionaire’s covenants and obligations under this Agreement or 
as a measure of City’s damages in case of Concessionaire’s default. 

 
 B. The deposit shall not be considered liquidated damages, and if claims of City exceed 

the deposit, Concessionaire shall remain liable for the balance of the claim. 
 
 C. On the occurrence of any event of default, and after the time for cure has elapsed 

without cure by Concessionaire, as stipulated in this Agreement, City may, from 
time to time, without prejudice to any other remedy provided in this Agreement or 
provided by law, after five (5) business days prior written notice to Concessionaire 
of City’s intent to do so, specifying the cause and the amount, use a portion of that 
fund, to the extent necessary to make the City financially whole as a result of any 
damage, injury, expense or liability caused by the event of default specified in such 
notice. 

 
 D. If any portion of the deposit is so used or applied, Concessionaire shall, within ten 

(10) business days of written demand, deposit cash with City in an amount sufficient 
to restore the security deposit to its original amount, and Concessionaire’s failure to 
do so shall constitute a default of this Agreement. 
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 E. If Concessionaire is not then in default under this Agreement, any remaining balance 
of the deposit shall be returned by City to Concessionaire on demand, within thirty 
(30) days after the termination of this Agreement. 

 
6.   FINANCIAL 

  
           6.01    Sales Recordation System.  The Concessionaire, at its sole expense, shall install 
and maintain a system to record the sale of all goods and services at the point of sale.  The sales 
recording system shall include cash registers that print receipts for each point of sale.  
Concessionaire shall ensure that each transaction can result in a printed receipt provided to the 
customer.  Concessionaire shall obtain the written approval of the City’s Director of 
Administrative Services prior to installation or amendment of the sales recordation system. 
  
            6.02 Accounting. Concessionaire shall keep books and records accounting for all 
revenues received by Concessionaire from the operation of the Concession in accordance with 
generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP) and in a manner that is reasonable for the size 
and nature of the business contemplated by this Agreement, and which accurately reflects all 
sales, costs, and taxes. 
 
            6.03 Quarterly Report.  Concessionaire shall file a quarterly report with the Assistant 
City Manager setting forth gross income and all expenses.  This report shall be in a format and 
detail acceptable to the City.  The report shall be provided no later than the 20th day of the 
month following the end of the quarter as follows:  
 
 Quarter  Time Period   Reporting Deadline 
 
 First Quarter   July 1 – September 30  October 20 
 Second Quarter  October 1 – December 31 January 20 
 Third Quarter   January 1 – March 31  April 20 
 Fourth Quarter  April 1 – June 30  July 20 
  

In addition to the quarterly report, Concessionaire shall also prepare and retain monthly 
reports in a manner acceptable to the Assistant City Manager indicating the amount of revenue 
received pursuant to Section 6.01 for that month indicating the source from which such revenue 
was received.  Monthly and quarterly financial reports shall also be made available to the Library 
Director. 
  
            6.04   Audit.  The books and records shall be the property of the Concessionaire.  The 
City and/or its authorized representative or agent shall have the right to inspect and audit the 
records and books of account in the possession of the Concessionaire described herein at any 
reasonable time during normal business hours.  All books and records shall be retained for the 
term of the agreement.   
 
 6.05 Commercial Use Permit.  During the term of this Agreement, the Concessionaire 
shall maintain and adhere to the terms and conditions of the required Permit for Use of City 
Property for Commercial Activity issued to the Concessionaire. 
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            7. FACILITIES 
  
 7.01 Maintenance.  Throughout the term of the Agreement, City agrees to assume full 
responsibility and costs for the maintenance of the City’s premises, including the replacement of 
City-owned property located thereon.   
 
 Concessionaire is responsible for keeping the City’s premises neat, clean, sanitary, and in 
a safe condition. Concessionaire is also responsible for regularly bussing the seating area and 
immediately cleaning up spills and messes in that area.  Concessionaire will ensure that trash 
receptacles do not become overfilled during business hours and will take all  trash, appropriately 
bagged, to the dumpsters located on site, as needed and at the end of the business day.   
Concessionaire will not allow boxes, cartons, barrels, or other similar items to remain in view of 
public areas.  Concessionaire agrees to service, maintain, and replace Concessionaire’s 
equipment, when necessary, at Concessionaire’s own expense. 
 

7.02 Coffee Cart.  The Director shall approve the specific size and configuration of the 
coffee cart apparatus and any related or adjoining fixtures and furnishings. 
 
 7.03 Signs.  Concessionaire shall not erect any sign, banner, or other advertising material 
on or about the premises without the prior written consent of the Director of Library Services.  
Concessionaire shall be solely responsible for obtaining all required permits and approvals for any 
sign that may be consented to by the Director of Library Services hereunder including, but not limited 
to, Chapter 86.60 of the Coronado Municipal Code.   
 
 Notwithstanding the above, the Concessionaire shall be allowed to provide customers 
brochures or other printed materials advertising its food and beverage concession. 
 
             7.04  Alterations.  Once approved, concessionaire shall not make any alterations or 
additions to the coffee cart without first having written consent of the Director of  Library 
Services. 
  
             7.05  Renovation.  In the event that the City remodels, expands, or otherwise renovates 
the City’s premises, City shall use reasonable efforts to provide an area for Concessionaire to 
conduct its business operations.  If the alternative location is unacceptable to Concessionaire, 
Concessionaire shall have the right to terminate this Agreement in accordance with Section 8.04, 
herein. 
  
            7.06  Repair of City Property.  At its own expense, the City shall repair damages to City 
property covered in this Agreement not caused by the negligence or willful misconduct of 
Concessionaire or its officers, employees, agents or patrons. 
  
            7.07  Utilities.  City shall pay charges for electricity, water, and other utilities used by 
or supplied to the Concession from and after the commencement of this Agreement.  
Concessionaire shall be responsible for disposing of any hazardous and non-hazardous waste 
created as a result of the operation, in accordance with City, county, state, and federal laws.   
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            7.08 Taxes.  Concessionaire recognizes and agrees that this Agreement may create a 
possessory interest, subject to property taxation under Section 107.6 of the Revenue and 
Taxation Code, and that Concessionaire may be subject to the payment of taxes levied on such 
interest.  Concessionaire agrees to and shall pay all such possessory interest taxes when due and 
prior to delinquency, holding the City harmless from any such liability.   
           

 7.09 Ownership of Personal Property. 
  
            A.        Machines, appliances, equipment, and other items of personal property owned by 

Concessionaire shall be removed by Concessionaire by the date of the expiration 
or termination of this Agreement.  Any such items which Concessionaire fails to 
remove will be considered abandoned and will become the City's property free of 
all claims and liens; or City may, at its option, remove said items at 
Concessionaire’s expense.  If any removal of such personal property by 
Concessionaire results in damage to City property, Concessionaire agrees to 
repair all such damage. 

  
            B.       Any necessary removal by either City or Concessionaire which takes place 

beyond the expiration or termination of this Agreement shall result in forfeiture of 
a portion of the deposit by Concessionaire to City at the rate of $100 dollars per 
day. 

  
C. Notwithstanding  any  of  the  foregoing,  in  the  event Concessionaire  desires  to 

dispose of  any of its  personal property used in the operation of  Concession upon 
expiration  or  termination  of  this Agreement,  City  shall  have  the  first  right 
of refusal to acquire or purchase said personal property. 

 
           8.   GENERAL PROVISIONS 
  

8.01     Status of Concessionaire.  Concessionaire shall perform the services provided 
herein as an independent contractor and in pursuit of Concessionaire’s independent calling, and 
not as an employee of the City. Except as described in this Agreement, City shall not direct 
Concessionaire in the performance of its duties under this Agreement.  Concessionaire shall be 
under control of the City only as to the result to be accomplished.   
 

Neither Concessionaire nor Concessionaire’s employees shall be entitled in any manner 
to any employment benefits including, but not limited to, employer paid payroll taxes, social 
security, retirement benefits, health benefits, or any other benefits, as a result of this Agreement.  
It is the intent of both parties that neither Concessionaire nor its employees are to be considered 
employees of City, whether “common law” or otherwise, and Concessionaire shall indemnify, 
defend and hold City harmless from any such obligations on the part of its officers, employees 
and agents.  Concessionaire shall prepare all tax returns and pay all taxes, including employment 
taxes, as required in connection with the operation of the commercial activities.  
 
 8.02 Notices.  Any notices to be given under this Agreement, or otherwise, shall be 
served by certified mail.  For the purposes hereof, unless otherwise provided in writing by the 
parties hereto: 
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A. The address of the City, and the proper person to receive any notice on the City’s 
behalf, is: 

 
City of Coronado - City Manager’s Office 
1825 Strand Way 
Coronado, CA 92118 
Attn.: Tom Ritter, Assistant City Manager 
Tel. No.: (619) 522-7330; Fax No.: (619) 522-7846 

 
B. The address of the Concessionaire, and the proper person to receive any notice on 
the Concessionaire’s behalf, is: 

 
Alejandro Alvarez Malo II 
509 Orange Avenue 
Coronado, CA  92118 
Tel. (619) 248-2269 
 

            8.03 Indemnity and Insurance. 
  

A. Indemnity.  To the extent permitted by law, City shall indemnify, defend, and 
hold harmless the Concessionaire from any claim, liability, loss, injury, or 
damage arising out of or in connection with the performance of this Agreement by 
the City, its elected and appointed officers, officials, agents, and employees, 
excepting only loss, injury, or damage caused by the sole negligence or willful 
misconduct of Concessionaire.  

 
 Concessionaire shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless the City, its elected 

and appointed officers, officials, agents, and employees from any claim, liability, 
loss, injury, or damage arising out of or in connection with the performance of 
this Agreement by Concessionaire and/or its agents, employees, or subcontractors, 
excepting only loss, injury, or damage caused by the sole negligence or willful 
misconduct of personnel employed by the City.  Concessionaire shall reimburse 
the City for all costs, attorneys’ fees, expenses, and liabilities incurred with 
respect to any litigation in which Concessionaire is obligated to indemnity, 
defend, and hold harmless the City under this Agreement. 

 
This provision shall not be limited by any provision of insurance coverage the 
Concessionaire may have in effect, or may be required to obtain and maintain, 
during the term of this Agreement. This provision shall survive expiration or 
termination of this Agreement.  

 
            B.        Insurance.  Concessionaire shall obtain, and during the term of this Agreement, 

maintain policies of comprehensive general liability and property damage 
insurance in an amount of not less than one million dollars ($1,000,000) per 
occurrence from an insurance carrier authorized to be in business of the State of 
California. The insurance policy must name the City and its elected and appointed 
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officers, officials, agents, and employees as “additional insureds”; and prior to the 
commencement of the term of this Agreement, the City shall be provided with the 
Certificate of Insurance and policy endorsement naming the City and its elected 
and appointed officers, officials, agents, and employees as “additional insureds.”  

  
        Concessionaire shall also carry Workers’ Compensation Insurance in an insurable 

amount of not less than one million dollars ($1,000,000) or the statutory minimum 
amount, whichever is greater, evidence of which is to be furnished to the City in 
the form of Certificate of Insurance as described above. 

 
       C.         Cancellation or Change.  Insurance provided by this policy shall not be canceled 

or changed so that it would no longer meet the specific City insurance 
requirements as outlined above without thirty (30) days prior notice of such 
cancellation or change being delivered to the City at the address shown on the 
Certificate of Insurance. 

 
          8.04 Termination by City 
  
            A.        Termination for Default.  In addition to other contractual remedies available by 

law to the City, the City may terminate this Agreement and all rights and 
privileges conveyed to the Concessionaire pursuant to this Agreement, upon thirty 
(30) days written notice of termination, in the event of any of the following: 

  
                        (1)   The Concessionaire is physically or emotionally unfit to continue 

performing its obligations under this Agreement as determined solely by City; or 
 
 (2)   If thirty (30) days after receiving written notice by Director to correct 

unsatisfactory performance, Concessionaire continues to perform obligations in 
an unsatisfactory manner constituting a material breach of this Agreement.  
Material breach includes but is not limited to failure to maintain the required 
deposit funding level as per this Agreement.  

  
            B.        Termination for Convenience.  The City may at any time, upon sixty (60) days 

written notice, terminate this Agreement without specification of cause. 
  
            8.05 Termination by Concessionaire.  Concessionaire may terminate this Agreement 
upon sixty (60) days written notice, subject to the minimum term of 120 days as specified in 
Section 2.03. 
  
           8.06 Restoration of City’s Premises.  Upon the expiration of this Agreement or the 
early termination as provided herein, Concessionaire shall return the City’s premises in as good a 
condition as it was found at the commencement of the term of this Agreement, ordinary wear and 
tear excepted.  Concessionaire shall remove all inventory and equipment prior to the date of 
expiration or termination. 
  
            8.07 Transfer of Interest.  Concessionaire shall not assign, delegate, sell, or otherwise 
transfer its stock/partnership interest or any of the rights, duties, licenses, or privileges under this 
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Agreement without the prior written consent of the City of Coronado.  The Agreement cannot be 
assigned involuntarily or by operation or process of law; and should the Concessionaire be 
adjudged bankrupt or become insolvent or make a general assignment for the benefit of creditors 
or fail to obtain the release of any levy of attachment or execution upon Concessionaire’s 
payment within thirty (30) days after such levy is made, the City may terminate the Agreement 
upon forty-five (45) days written notice. 
 

8.08 Third Party.  It is the intention of the parties to this Agreement that the provisions 
herein are not to be construed to inure to the benefit of third parties. 
  
            8.09 Nondiscrimination.  As a condition to this Agreement, Concessionaire shall do all 
things related to its activities under this Agreement pursuant to all applicable laws and shall not 
refuse to hire a prospective employee nor refuse service on the basis of sex, race, color, age, 
religion, ancestry, national origin, disability, medical condition, genetic information, marital 
status, or sexual orientation. 
  
            8.10 Annual Disclosure.  At the request of the City of Coronado, Concessionaire shall 
file an annual disclosure statement setting forth all City-related financial interests, as that term is 
used in Chapter 1.20 of the Coronado Municipal Code, held by Concessionaire at the time of 
filing and those held at any time during the twelve (12) months preceding the filing. 
  
            8.11 Compliance with Law.  Concessionaire shall at all times in the construction, 
maintenance, occupancy, and operation of the Concession comply with all applicable laws, 
statutes, ordinances, and regulations of City, county, state and federal governments at 
Concessionaire’s sole cost and expense.  In addition, Concessionaire shall comply with any and 
all notices issued by the City Manager or his authorized representative under the authority of any 
such law, statute, ordinance, or regulation. 
  
            8.12  Partial Invalidity.  If any term, covenant, condition, or provision of this 
Agreement is found invalid, void, or unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction, the 
remaining provisions will remain in full force and effect. 
  
            8.13 Legal Fees.  In the event of any litigation regarding this Agreement, the prevailing 
party shall be entitled to an award of reasonable legal costs, including court and attorney fees. 
  
            8.14 Number and Gender.  Words of any gender used in this Agreement shall include 
any other gender, and words in the singular number shall include the plural, when the tense 
requires. 
  
            8.15 Captions.  The Agreement outline, section headings, and captions for various 
articles and paragraphs shall not be held to define, limit, augment, or describe the scope, content 
or intent of any or all parts of this Agreement.  The numbers of the paragraphs and pages of this 
Agreement may not be consecutive.  Such lack of consecutive numbers is intentional and shall 
have no effect on the enforceability of this Agreement. 
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            8.16 Warranty.  The City does not warrant that said premises are suitable for the 
purpose for which they are intended as stated herein.  No warranty, whether expressed or 
implied, is given as to the fitness of the premises for the particular use by Concessionaire. 
             
            8.17 Force Majeure.  Subject to either party’s compliance with the notice requirements 
set forth below, performance by either party hereunder shall not be deemed to be in default and 
all performance and other dates specified in this Agreement shall be extended where delays or 
defaults are due to war, insurrection, strikes, lockouts, riots, floods, earthquakes, fires, assaults, 
acts of God, acts of the public enemy, epidemics, quarantine restrictions, freight embargoes, lack 
of transportation, governmental restrictions or priority, litigation, unusually severe weather, 
inability to secure necessary labor, materials, or tools, acts or omissions of the other party, acts or 
failures to act of any public or governmental entity other than the City, or any other causes 
beyond the control and without the fault of the party claiming an extension of time to perform.  
An extension of the time for any such cause shall be for the period of the enforced delay and 
shall commence to run from the time of the commencement of the cause, if notice by the party 
claiming such extension is sent to the other party within thirty (30) days of the commencement of 
the cause. 
  
            8.18 Entire Understanding.  This Agreement contains the entire understanding of the 
parties, and supersedes all previous understandings and agreements with respect to the 
Concession between the parties, whether oral or written.  Concessionaire, by signing this 
Agreement, agrees that there is no other written or oral understanding between the parties with 
respect to the Concession.  Each party has relied on advice from its own attorneys and the 
warranties, representations, and covenants of the Agreement itself.  Each of the parties in this 
Agreement agrees that no other party, agent, or attorney of any other party has made any 
promise, representation, or warranty whatsoever which is not contained in this Agreement.  The 
failure or refusal of any party to read the Agreement or other documents and obtain legal or other 
advice relevant to this transaction constitutes a waiver of any objection, contention, or claim that 
might have been based on these actions.  No modification, amendment, or alteration of this 
Agreement will be valid unless it is in writing and signed by all parties. 
  
           8.19   Business License and Operations Permit.   Concessionaire shall obtain the 
required City Business License and Commercial Use Permit prior to beginning the operations of 
the Concession. 
 
          8.20 Waiver of Provisions.  The City’s failure, whether intentional or not, to strictly 
enforce any provision of this Agreement shall not constitute a waiver of any provision of this 
Agreement.  Provisions of this Agreement shall not be waived by the City unless done so 
expressly in writing. 
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      IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Coronado and Concessionaire hereunto set their 
hands this 20th day of July 2016.  
  
 
 
             CITY OF CORONADO                          AMALO BREW 
   
  
 
By: ________________________________              By: ________________________________ 
   Blair King                                                             Alejandro Alvarez Malo II 
                      City Manager           Owner 
   
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO CONTENT: 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
Tom Ritter, Assistant City Manager               Date 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
____________________________________________ 
Johanna N. Canlas, City Attorney Date 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
____________________________________________ 
City Clerk Signature                        Date 
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CITY OF CORONADO 
 

PERMIT FOR USE OF CITY PROPERTY 
FOR COMMERCIAL ACTIVITY 

 
 In accordance with Title 20, Chapter 20.12 of the Coronado Municipal Code, this Permit 
for Use of City Property for Commercial Purposes is issued by the City of Coronado (“CITY”) 
as follows: 
 
1. Permittee:  This permit is issued to Amalo Brew (hereinafter referred to as Permittee), 

operator of coffee cart concession located at Coronado Library, 640 Orange Avenue, 
Coronado, California, 92118. 

 
2. Property:  The Permittee may utilize no more than 130 square feet (13 ft. x 10 ft.) of 

surface space located within the courtyard area of the Coronado Library, hereinafter 
referred to as the “Seating Area” pursuant to the Agreement for Services: Coronado 
Public Library Coffee Cart Concession executed by the City Manager on July 20, 2016.   

 
3. Commercial Activity:  Permittee may use the above-described property only for the 

purposes of the sale of food and beverages from a Permittee provided coffee cart 
concession.  The Permittee shall be allowed to use eight (8) café tables and twenty-four 
(24) chairs located within the Library courtyard, all owned and provided by the CITY. 

 
4. Term of Permit: 
 

4.1 Subject to the conditions herein, this permit shall commence on July 20, 2016, 
and shall expire on June 30, 2017.   

 
4.2 Subject to the conditions herein, the CITY shall have the sole right to exercise its 

discretion in extending the term for up to four additional one-year periods if it 
determines that the operation is in the best interest of the CITY and its residents.   

 
4.3 This permit may be terminated in accordance with Chapter 20.02 of the Coronado 

Municipal Code. 
 
4.4. The CITY may terminate this permit immediately if the Permittee fails to comply 

with any of the terms and conditions stated herein. 
 
4.5 In general, this permit may be terminated upon sixty (60) days written notice by 

the CITY if it is determined that the public health, welfare, safety or convenience 
requires that the property may be used for another purpose.  However, in the case 
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of an emergency, the permit may be suspended or terminated without prior notice 
to the Permittee.  In such case, the CITY will endeavor to provide as much notice 
as is reasonably possible under the circumstances. 

 
5. Waiver of Claims:  Permittee hereby waives the right to assert any claim or action 

against the CITY, is officers, agents or employees arising out of or resulting from the 
issuance or revocation of this permit or the restoration of the property or any other action 
taken in accordance with the terms of the permit by the CITY, its officers, agents or 
employees. 

 
6. Fee: For each year or portion thereof in which the Permittee occupies the property, the 

Permittee shall pay in advance, on or before June 30 of each year, the following amounts: 
 
6.1 From July 20, 2016 to June 30, 2017 – seven hundred seventy-nine dollars 

($736.00), which is prorated from the annual rate of $779.00. 
 
6.2 From July 1, 2017 to June 30, 2018 – eight hundred two dollars ($802.00). 
 
6.3 From July 1, 2018 to June 30, 2019 – eight hundred twenty-six dollars ($826.00). 
 
6.4 From July 1, 2019 to June 30, 2020 – eight hundred fifty-one dollars ($851.00). 
 
6.5 From July 1, 2020 to June 30, 2021 – eight hundred seventy-seven dollars 

($877.00). 
 
6.6 If the Permittee fails to pay the fees in advance as required, a late payment penalty 

of ten percent (10%) of the amount due may be assessed.  If full payment, 
including late fees, is not paid by July 31 of the appropriate year, the CITY may, 
in its discretion, immediately terminate the permit with no additional notice to the 
Permittee.  In addition, the City may take appropriate steps to commence 
termination of the corresponding encroachment permit.  This section shall not in 
any way limit the City’s ability to pursue other legal recourse against the 
Permittee. 

 
7. General Conditions: 
 

7.1 The general provisions of Chapter 20.02 of the Coronado Municipal Code shall 
apply to this permit to include, without limitation, the grounds for suspension of 
revocation provisions contained in Sections 20.02.170 through 20.02.190. 

 
7.2 By accepting the benefits herein, the Permittee acknowledges title to the property 

to be in the City of Coronado and waives all rights to contest that title. 
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8. Additional Conditions: 
 

8.1 The Permittee agrees to indemnify and hold the CITY and CITY’s officers, 
officials, employees and agents harmless from, and against any and all liabilities, 
claims, demands, causes of action, losses, damages and costs, including all costs 
of defense thereof, arising out of, or in any manner connected directly or 
indirectly with, the construction, encroachment, maintenance or activity to be 
done by the Permittee, his/her/its agents, employees or contractors on the CITY 
property. 

 
Upon demand, Permittee shall, at its own expense, defend CITY and CITY’s 
officers, officials, employees and agents, from and against any and all such 
liabilities, claims, demands, causes of action, losses, damages and costs.  

 
Permittee’s obligation herein does not extend to liabilities, claims, demands, 
causes of action, losses, damages or costs that arise out of the CITY’s intentional 
wrongful acts, violations of law, or negligence.  

 
This provision shall not be limited by any provision of insurance coverage the 
Permittee may have in effect, or may be required to obtain and maintain, during 
the term of this Permit. This provision shall survive expiration or termination of 
this Permit.  

 
8.2 At all times at which this permit is in effect the Permittee shall maintain a policy 

of liability insurance in an amount of not less than one million dollars 
($1,000,000) per claim for personal injury and property damage.  The Permittee 
shall also furnish a policy of Worker’s Compensation Insurance as required by 
California law.  The liability insurance policy shall name the City of Coronado, its 
officers, employees, agents and members of its City Council as additional 
insureds.  The Permittee shall furnish evidence of such coverages at all times 
during the term of this permit.  All of the coverages described above shall provide 
that the CITY be furnished at least 30 days written notice from the insurer before 
the policy is canceled, revoked or otherwise expires. 

 
8.3 The Permittee shall not block or otherwise interfere with any established civic 

uses of CITY property. 
 
8.4 The Permittee shall keep the CITY property clean from any litter, solid waste, or 

trash resulting from the Permittee’s use of the CITY property.  The Permittee 
shall maintain a trash container on the permit site that shall be emptied at least 
once per day. 

 
8.5 The Permittee shall comply with all applicable federal, state and local, laws, 

regulations and ordinances, including but not limited to those related to 
consumption of food and beverages on public property. 
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8.6 The exercise of any privileges granted by this permit constitutes the acceptance of 
all of the conditions of this permit. 

 
8.7 The Permittee shall use the property only for the purposes specified above. 
 
8.8 The property shall not be used to support oppose political candidates or causes. 

 
9. Restoration of Property:  Upon the abandonment, termination or expiration of this 

permit, the Permittee shall, at no cost to the CITY, return the property to the CITY in its 
pre-permit condition within the time specified in the notice of revocation or prior to the 
date of abandonment or expiration.  If the Permittee fails to restore the CITY property in 
a timely manner, the CITY shall have the right to enter upon the property and restore the 
property to its pre-permit condition, including the destruction or removal of any 
improvements thereon.  The CITY shall then mail written notice to the Permittee advising 
him/her/it that the CITY intends to restore the property and to recover its restoration costs 
from the Permittee.  This notice shall advise the Permittee that he/she/it shall have an 
opportunity to appear before the City Council at a specified time to protest the intended 
action of the CITY. 

 
10. Possessory Interest:  The Permittee recognizes and acknowledges that this permit may 

create a possessory interest subject to property taxation and that he/he/it may be subject 
to the payment of property taxes levy on such interest. 

 
11. Change of Ownership:  The permit shall not, nor shall any interest therein or thereunder, 

be assigned, mortgaged, hypothecated, or transferred by the Permittee, whether 
voluntarily or involuntarily or by operation of law, nor shall the Permittee let, sublet or 
grant any license or permit with respect to the use or occupancy of the subject property, 
or any portion thereof without the written consent of the Coronado City Council.  This 
provision shall not preclude the Permittee from having employees conducting the 
activities authorized by this permit. 

 
This permit, together with each and every condition contained herein, is acceptable: 
 
 
______________________________________   _______________________ 
Alejandro Alvarez Malo II                               Date 
Owner 
 
 
______________________________________   _______________________ 
Blair King          Date 
City Manager 
City of Coronado 
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APPROVAL OF A REQUEST FROM THE SAN DIEGO FLEET WEEK FOUNDATION 
TO CLOSE THE 1000 BLOCK OF ISABELLA AVENUE FROM 4 to 7 P.M. ON 
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 15, 2016, TO DISPLAY CARS THAT WILL BE 
PARTICIPATING IN THE CORONADO SPEED FESTIVAL 

RECOMMENDATION: Approve the closure of the 1000 block of Isabella Avenue from 4 
to 7 p.m. so that cars, which will participate in the Coronado Speed Festival, may be on public 
display.  

FISCAL IMPACT: None. 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Approval of a moderate special event 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:  As access to the 1000 block of Isabella Avenue will be restricted, the City 
Manager’s Office notified businesses and residences in the vicinity of the street closure of this 
agenda item.  The San Diego Fleet Week Foundation will notify businesses and residences in the 
area impacted by this event, in mid-August and again one week prior to the event, of the street 
closure and event details. 

BACKGROUND: In 2009, the previous Executive Director of the Fleet Week Foundation 
Alexandra Squires and the Executive Director of the San Diego Military Advisory Committee 
Larry Blumberg met with the City Manager to discuss the idea of a Coronado Car Procession in 
conjunction with the Coronado Speed Festival.  The stated purpose of the event is to energize the 
community about the Speed Festival and engage the drivers and local military in patronizing 
Coronado merchants.  Subsequently, the City Council approved the event and it was held on 
Thursday, September 24, 2009. 

This event is considered a "moderate special event" in accordance with the Coronado Municipal 
Code and the City’s special event policy.  A moderate special event is an event that involves 
2,000 or fewer participants or spectators and which will likely have a significant effect on public 
services, City facilities, traffic circulation, or citizens who are not part of the event.  Moderate 
special events must be approved by the City Council. 

ANALYSIS: California Vehicle Code Section 21101(e) allows the temporary closure of a 
public road for a special event where “necessary for the safety and protection of persons who are 
to use that portion of the street during the temporary closing.”   

Holding the procession and the car display in the downtown area was suggested by the San 
Diego Fleet Week Foundation to provide a connection between the community and the Speed 
Festival, which will take place this year on Saturday and Sunday, September 17 and 18 at Naval 
Air Station, North Island.  The Chamber of Commerce and Coronado MainStreet are proponents 
of this event and are planning to host a simultaneous event in Coronado Rotary Plaza to bring 
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residents and visitors into the downtown area.  They will also work with local merchants and the 
Fleet Week Foundation to market and publicize the Speed Festival, the procession and the 
community event to participants, members of the military, and residents.   
 
Approximately 40 of the Speed Festival vehicles, escorted by Coronado Police Department 
personnel, will leave Naval Air Station, North Island at 4:30 p.m. and proceed from the Fourth 
Street gate to Orange Avenue to Isabella Avenue where they will be parked and on display until 
approximately 6:30 p.m.  The drivers and crew members will be on hand to interact with the 
public during that time.  The drivers, crew members, and their families will be encouraged to 
patronize the downtown merchants and restaurants after the event and over the course of the 
weekend.   
 
The 1000 block of Isabella Avenue will be closed from 4 to 7 p.m. to allow time for City Police 
personnel to ensure the “no parking” restriction is enforced and for Public Services personnel to 
set up and remove barricades at Orange Avenue and Isabella and at Isabella and Flora Avenue, 
as well as to clean up the vicinity.  The cars will return to North Island via Ocean Boulevard at 
the conclusion of the event.  The Fleet Week Foundation will have staff members on Isabella 
during the event to ensure the security of the vehicles.  
 
The seven previous events have been well received.  Representatives of the City Manager’s 
Office and Police, Fire, and Public Services departments will meet with Executive Director Brian 
Sack to fine tune details of this year’s event and the plan to close Isabella Avenue.   
 
ALTERNATIVE:  Deny the request to hold this event on Isabella Avenue. 
 
Submitted by City Manager’s Office/Lang 
Attachment(s): 1. Letter from Brian Sack, Executive Director, Fleet Week San Diego 
   2. Letter from Rita Sarich, Executive Director, Coronado MainStreet, Ltd.  
 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
BK TR NA RS MLC NA NA MB NA JF CMM RAM 
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5330 Napa Street 
San Diego, CA 92110  

Phone: 619-858-1545 Fax: 619-299-9955 

May 26, 2016 

Mr. Blair King 
City of Coronado 
1825 Strand Way 
Coronado, CA 92118 

Dear Mr. King, 

I am writing to request consideration by the Coronado City Council to hold our annual Coronado 
Village Car Procession. This parade would be the first event of the nineteenth annual Coronado 
Speed Festival, Fleet Week’s weekend of auto racing that takes place at Naval Air Station North 
Island. This is always a wonderful opportunity to energize the community about our event and 
engage the drivers and local military in patronizing Coronado merchants. 

General Information: 

Coronado Speed Festival 
Thursday, September 15 Driver check-in at NASNI 

Friday, September 16 Additional driver check-in at NASNI 
Media Day on track 
Ride- alongs for recovering service members, active duty military, 
sponsors, etc 
(venue not open to general public) 
Admiral’s Welcome Reception 

Saturday, September 17 Race Day – gates open to the public at 8:00 am 
Races, exhibitions, Navy ship tours 

Sunday, September 18 Race Day – gates open to the public at 8:00 am 
Races, exhibitions, Navy Ship tours 
Awards ceremony for drivers/crew aboard USS NIMITZ 

Coronado Village Car Procession 

Thursday, September 15 Drivers assemble as NASNI at  4:00 pm 
Car Parade of approximately 40 vehicles depart venue    4:30 pm 
(police escort from First/Alameda gate) 
Parade proceeds down Orange Ave. to angled parking on Isabella 
Cars are parked at angled spots (every other stall) 
Drivers on-hand to chat with public 
Cars return to NASNI via Ocean    6:30-7:00pm 
(police escort from parking back to NASNI) 

Attachment 1
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5330 Napa Street 
San Diego, CA 92110  

Phone: 619-858-1545 Fax: 619-299-9955 

 
 

 
Our Race Producer, Tony Parella, of SVRA is very familiar with incorporating a car procession 
in conjunction with the races. He believes, as we do, that community involvement is key to the 
success of our entire event. He was delighted by the enthusiastic response of the drivers in past 
years, as well as the crowd of auto enthusiasts of all ages that gathered along Isabella Avenue 
to chat with the drivers and explore the vehicles. We invite Coronado city officials and senior 
military to ride in many of the cars from staging at NASNI over to Rotary Plaza – it has always 
been a very popular event 
 
Once you have had an opportunity to review the ideas and discuss the proposal with your team, 
please let me know of any questions you might have. I would be happy to meet with you at your 
convenience.  
 
 
Respectfully, 
 
 
 
 
Brian Sack 
Executive Director  
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Coronado MainStreet Ltd., 
a nationally accredited Main Street® Program 

1013 Park Place 
Coronado, CA 92118 

(619) 437-0254 
Director@CoronadoMainStreet.com 

www.CoronadoMainStreet.com 

May 3, 2016 

Mayor & City Council 
City of Coronado 
1825 Strand Way 
Coronado, CA 92118 

Honorable Mayor and Council Members: 

The Board of Directors of Coronado MainStreet Ltd. respectfully requests approval to host a 
Popcorn & Lemonade Party in Rotary Plaza on Thursday afternoon, Sept. 15, 2016 from 4:30 
– 7 :00 in conjunction with the SpeedFest Race Car Procession & Show.

This will be the 8th year that Coronado MainStreet, the Coronado Chamber of Commerce and 
the organizers of Fleet Week host the Party in Rotary Plaza. Approximately 40 race cars are 
displayed on both sides of the first block of Isabella Avenue in downtown Coronado. There will 
be refreshments provided.  

Our hope is to provide a free event that will increase the visibility of SpeedFest activities and 
bring residents and visitors into downtown Coronado to support local business. 

Therefore, we are asking that the City approve our request to hold the 8th annual Popcorn & 
Lemonade Party on Sept. 15, 2016 in Rotary Plaza. 

Thank you in advance for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Rita Sarich 
Executive Director 

Attachment 2
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ANNUAL REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF THE CITY OF CORONADO INVESTMENT 
POLICY 

RECOMMENDATION: Review and approve the investment policy. 

FISCAL IMPACT: This policy update includes two changes that are expected to increase the 
return on the City’s investment portfolio. The first change allows for the City Treasurer to directly 
manage the City’s investments and to no longer use an investment advisor. This will increase the 
City’s return on investment by approximately $53,000, which is the annual cost of the investment 
advisor. The other suggested change is to extend the allowable term on time deposits to five years 
(an increase of four years). Longer term time deposits will increase yields while still maintaining 
liquidity since these deposits may still be liquidated (with a penalty). All investments are made with 
the primary objectives of safety, liquidity and yield, in that order. While maintaining a similar level 
of safety and liquidity, the extension of maturity duration to a longer term will result in a higher 
yield.      

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  The receipt and approval of the City’s investment policy is 
considered an administrative action not affecting a fundamental vested right on the part of the City 
Council. 

PUBLIC NOTICE: Not required. 

BACKGROUND:   Annually, staff conducts a review of the City’s investment policy. The review   
also applies to the Successor Agency to the Community Development Agency of the City of 
Coronado. In the past, this review has included assistance from PFM Asset Management, LLC in 
formulating policy. However, one of the suggested changes this year is to no longer incur the cost of 
an investment advisor. This will result in savings of approximately $53,000 annually. Due to the 
nature of the current investment environment, which includes an outlook for continuing low rates of 
return, there are not a lot of choices for investment or the need for active management of the 
portfolio.    Therefore, staff believes that there is little justification for the type of dynamic review 
that is afforded by an investment advisor. When the investment environment for municipalities 
becomes more dynamic, which includes prospects for higher rates of return, staff will consider the 
utilization of an investment advisor.  

As of the last Treasurer’s investment report provided to the City Council for March 31, 2016, the 
City’s investment portfolio totaled $111.2 million, and the Community Development Successor 
Agency’s portfolio totaled $7.7 million. The City’s investment policy establishes the framework 
within which these investment activities take place.  The investment policy specifies all permissible 
investments by type, along with requirements for diversification and credit quality.  The policy also 
discusses reporting requirements, safekeeping and custody, and internal controls. A typical 
investment strategy for municipalities is to utilize a laddered approach. This involves investing 
funds for various durations and requiring interest rate bump-up clauses in certificates of deposits (if 
interest rates increase during the term, the investor has the option to have the rate adjust upward one 
time). The combination of the bump-up clause and the laddered approach allows for a spreading of 
the interest rate risk (the risk that interest rates will rise rapidly instead of gradually) over an 
extended time period.      

ANALYSIS:  Staff has completed a review of the City’s investment policy as it was last approved 
in July 2015.  Although the current investment policy attached to this report conforms to current 

143
5l



law, there are some minor changes that are warranted in order to increase the yield on investments 
while still retaining the same levels of safety and liquidity. There are two changes at this time that 
are recommended for the City Council approval. As already stated, the two changes are as follows: 
 

1) Remove all references to a City Investment Advisor; and 
2) Extend the permitted duration for Certificates of Deposit to five years. 

  
ALTERNATIVE:  Instead of extending the duration to five years, allow the Treasurer to invest in 
Certificates of Deposit with durations of three years or less.  This option would still allow a 
laddered approach to investments along with increased yields of up to fifty basis points (.5%). 
 
Submitted by Administrative Services/Krueger, City Treasurer 
Attachment: A. Proposed Investment Policy Effective July 19, 2016 
 
I:\STFRPT\investment\INVPOL-FY2016.doc 
 

CM ACM AS CA CC CDA CE F L P PSE R/G 
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Attachment A 

CITY OF CORONADO 
STATEMENT OF INVESTMENT POLICY 

Effective July 19, 2016 
 

1. Purpose 
This statement provides guidelines for the prudent investment of the temporary idle cash of the City 
of Coronado (hereafter referred to as City), and outlines the policies for maximizing the efficiency 
of the City's cash management system. The goal is to enhance the economic status of the City while 
protecting its pooled cash. 

 
2. Scope 
This investment policy applies to all financial assets of the City. For purposes of this policy, the 
City of Coronado includes the Community Development Successor Agency, and the Coronado 
Financing Authority which are component units of and are controlled by the City Council, share the 
same administrative services of the City, and are “related entities” of the City. These funds are 
accounted for in the City's Comprehensive Annual Financial Report and include: 

 
General Fund 
Special Revenue Funds 
Debt Service 
Capital Project Funds 
Enterprise Funds 
Trust and Agency Funds 
 

The investment of bond proceeds held with trustees is directed by the City, but is governed by the 
restrictions on permitted investments in the applicable bond indenture, or similar agreements. 
 
The City retirement plans are with the California Public Employees’ Retirement System, and the 
City has no authority or oversight over the investments in any of these plans.  The City participates 
in a multi-employer trust in accordance with Section 115 of the Internal Revenue Code.  The trust 
was prepared as an irrevocable exclusive benefit trust to fund retiree health care benefits (Other 
Post-Employment Benefits-OPEB).  Assets held in this trust are administered by Public Agency 
Retirement Services (PARS).  Further, the City administers deferred compensation and health 
savings plans through the ICMA-Retirement Corporation (ICMA-RC) and ING Financial Services. 
Assets held in these plans are held in trust for the participants, and are not assets managed by the 
City. The City does not have any authority over the investments held in these trusts.  

 
3. Policy 
The City's cash management system is designed to accurately monitor and forecast expenditures and 
revenues, and allows the City to invest funds to the fullest extent possible. The City attempts to 
obtain the highest possible yield while meeting the criteria established for safety and liquidity. 

 
It is the policy of the City of Coronado, a general law city, to invest public funds in a manner which 
will provide maximum security with the highest investment return while meeting the daily cash 
flow demands of the City.  
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4. Standard of Prudence 
Investments shall be made with judgment and care.  The standard of prudence to be used by 
investment officials shall be the "prudent investor" standard (Govt. Code Section 53600.3) and shall 
be applied in the context of managing an overall portfolio.  All governing bodies of local agencies 
or persons authorized to make investment decisions on behalf of those local agencies investing 
public funds are trustees and, therefore, fiduciaries subject to the prudent investor standard. When 
investing, reinvesting, purchasing, acquiring, exchanging, selling, or managing public funds, a 
trustee shall act with care, skill, prudence, and diligence under the circumstances then prevailing 
including, but not limited to, the general economic conditions and the anticipated needs of the 
agency that a prudent person acting in a like capacity and familiarity with those matters would use 
in the conduct of funds of a like character and with like aims, to safeguard the principal and 
maintain the liquidity needs of the agency.  Investment officers, acting in accordance with written 
procedures and the Investment Policy, and exercising due diligence, shall be relieved of personal 
responsibility for an individual security's credit risk or market price changes, provided deviations 
from expectations are reported in a timely fashion and appropriate action is taken to control adverse 
developments. 

 
5. Objectives 
The primary objectives, in priority order, of the City's investment activities shall be: 
 
 5.1. Safety: Safety of principal is the foremost objective of the investment program. 
Investments of the City shall be undertaken in a manner that seeks to ensure the preservation of 
capital in the overall portfolio. To attain this objective, diversification is required in order that 
potential losses on individual securities do not exceed the income generated from the remainder of 
the portfolio. 
 
 5.2. Liquidity: The City's investment portfolio will remain sufficiently liquid to enable the 
City to meet all operating requirements which might be reasonably anticipated.  
 
 5.3. Return on investment: The City's investment portfolio shall be designed with the 
objective of attaining a market rate of return throughout budgetary and economic cycles, taking into 
account the City's investment risk constraints and the cash flow characteristics of the portfolio. 
 
6. Delegation of Authority 
Authority to manage the City's investment program is derived from California Government Code 
Section 53607.  Management responsibility for the investment program is hereby delegated to the 
City Treasurer, who will maintain written procedures for the operation of the investment program. 
Such procedures shall include explicit delegation of authority to persons responsible for investment 
transactions.  No person may engage in an investment transaction except as provided under the 
terms of this Policy and the procedures established by the Treasurer.  
 
7. Ethics and Conflicts of Interest 
The investment responsibility carries with it the added duties of ensuring that investments placed 
are done so without the appearance of improper influence.  The Administrative Services personnel 
involved in the investment function shall adhere to the state's Code of Economic Interest and to the 
following: 
 
 7.1. All persons authorized to place or approve investments shall not personally or through a 
close relative maintain any accounts, interest, or private dealings with any firm through which the 
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City places investments, with the exception of regular savings, checking and money market 
accounts, or other similar transactions that are offered on a non-negotiable basis to the general 
public.  Such accounts shall be disclosed annually to the City Clerk in conjunction with annual 
disclosure statements of economic interest. 
 
 7.2. All persons authorized to place or approve investments shall report to the City Clerk 
kinship relations with principal employees of firms with which the City places investments.  
 
 7.3. Return on Investment: The investment portfolio of the City of Coronado shall be 
designed to attain a market average rate of return during budgetary and economic cycles, taking into 
account the City's investment risk constraint and the cash flow characteristics of the portfolio.  All 
brokers or investment advisors dealing with the City will be required to disclose any fees paid or 
received in connection with the purchase of said securities.  The City strives to maintain a 100% 
investment level of idle funds, less required reserve, through daily and projected cash flow 
determinations.  Cash management of idle funds is the responsibility of the Administrative Services 
Department.  
 
 7.4. Maintaining the Public Trust: All participants in the investment process shall seek to act 
responsibly as custodians of the public trust.  Investment officials shall avoid any transaction that 
might impair public confidence in the City of Coronado's ability to govern effectively. 
 
8. Authorized Financial Dealers and Institutions 
The Treasurer will maintain a list of financial institutions authorized to provide direct investment 
services. In addition, a list will also be maintained of approved security broker/dealers selected by 
credit worthiness, who maintain an office in the State of California. These may include "primary" 
dealers or regional dealers that qualify under Securities & Exchange Commission Rule 15C3-1 
(uniform net capital rule).  No public deposit shall be made except in a qualified public depository 
as established by State laws.  
 
All financial institutions and broker/dealers who desire to become qualified bidders for investment 
transactions directly with the City must supply the Treasurer with the following: proof of Financial 
Industry Regulatory Authority (FINRA) certification; trading resolution; proof of State of California 
registration; personal resume; certification of having read the City's investment policy; and 
depository contracts.  An annual review of the financial condition and registrations of qualified 
bidders will be conducted by the Treasurer. 
 
An audited financial statement shall be reviewed annually for each financial institution and 
broker/dealer with which the City invests. 
 
Before engaging in investment transactions with a broker/dealer, the City Treasurer shall have 
received from said firm a signed letter.  This letter shall attest that the individual responsible for the 
City’s account with that firm has reviewed the City of Coronado Investment Policy and that the firm 
understands the policy and intends to present investment recommendations and transactions to the 
City that are appropriate under the terms and conditions of the Investment Policy. 
 
9. Authorized and Suitable Investments 
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The City of Coronado is empowered by California Government Code Section 53601 et seq. to 
generally invest in the following types of securities1: 
 

9.1 United States Treasury Bills, Bonds, Notes, and Certificates of Indebtedness, or those for 
which the full faith and credit of the United States are pledged for payment of principal and interest. 

9.2 Federal Agency or United States Government-sponsored Enterprise Obligations, 
Participations, or other Instruments, including those issued by or fully guaranteed as to principal 
and interest by federal agencies or United States government-sponsored enterprises. 

9.3 Registered Treasury Notes, Warrants, or Bonds of the State of California, including 
bonds payable solely out of the revenues from a revenue-producing property owned, controlled, or 
operated by the state or by a department, board, agency, or authority of the state. 

9.4 Registered Treasury Notes or Bonds of any of the other 49 states in addition to 
California, including bonds payable solely out of the revenues from a revenue-producing property 
owned, controlled, or operated by a state or by a department, board, agency, or authority of any of 
the other 49 states, in addition to California. 

9.5 Bonds, notes, warrants, or other evidences of indebtedness of a local agency within this 
state, including bonds payable solely out of the revenues from a revenue-producing property owned, 
controlled, or operated by the local agency, or by a department, board, agency, or authority of the 
local agency. 

9.6 Negotiable Certificates of Deposit (NCDs) issued by a nationally or state chartered bank, 
a state or federal savings and loan association, or by a federally- or state-licensed branch of a 
foreign bank, provided that the senior debt obligations of the issuing institution are rated A or its 
equivalent, or better (without regard to any gradations within such categories by numerical qualifier 
or otherwise) by a nationally recognized statistical-rating organization (NRSRO). NCDs shall not 
collectively exceed 30% of the market value of the portfolio.  

9.7 Time Deposits. The City may invest in non-negotiable time deposits collateralized in 
accordance with California Government Code Section 53630 et seq., in those banks and savings and 
loans associations that meet the State’s requirements for investment in a Time Certificate of 
Deposit.  The maximum term for deposits shall be five years.  The City, at its discretion, may waive 
the collateralization requirements for any portion that is covered by federal insurance.  The City 
shall have a signed agreement with the depository per Government Code Section 53649. 

9.8 Medium-Term Notes. Corporate and depository institution debt securities with a 
maximum remaining maturity of five years or less, issued by corporations organized and operating 
within the United States or by depository institutions licensed by the U.S. or any state and operating 
within the U.S. Medium-term corporate notes shall be rated A or better (without regard to any 
gradations within such categories by numerical qualifier or otherwise) by a NRSRO.  The aggregate 
total of all purchased medium-term notes may not exceed 30% of the cost value of the investment 
portfolio.  No more than 5% of cost value of the portfolio may be invested in notes issued by any 
one corporation.  

9.9 Commercial Paper. Commercial paper of “prime” quality of the highest ranking or of the 
highest letter and number rating as provided for by a nationally recognized statistical-rating 
organization.  The entity that issues the commercial paper shall meet all of the following conditions 
in either paragraph 1 or paragraph 2: 

1 Section 53601 provides additional guidance for the authorized investment of the City’s money and should be referred 
to for specific restrictions on these, and any other, permitted investments. 
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1. The entity meets the following criteria: (i) is organized and operating in the United 
States as a general corporation; (ii) has total assets in excess of five hundred million 
dollars ($500,000,000); (iii) has debt other than commercial paper, if any, that is rated 
“A” or higher by at least two nationally recognized statistical-rating organizations. 

2. The entity meets the following criteria: (i) is organized within the United States as a 
special purpose corporation, trust, or limited liability company; (ii) has program-wide 
credit enhancements including, but not limited to, over collateralization, letters of credit, 
or surety bond; (iii) has commercial paper that is rated “A-1” or higher, or the 
equivalent, by at least two nationally recognized statistical-rating organizations. 

Eligible commercial paper shall have a maximum maturity of 270 days or less.  The aggregate total 
of all commercial paper may not exceed 15% of the cost value of the investment portfolio. The City 
may purchase no more than 10% of the outstanding commercial paper of any single issuer. 

9.10 Bankers’ Acceptances issued by domestic or foreign banks, which are eligible for 
purchase by the Federal Reserve System, the short-term paper of which is rated in the highest letter 
and number rating category by one or more nationally recognized statistical rating organizations 
(NRSRO).  Bankers’ acceptances purchased may not exceed 180 days to maturity.  No more than 
40% of the market value of the portfolio may be invested in bankers’ acceptances and no more than 
30% of the market value of the portfolio may be invested in bankers’ acceptances issued by any one 
bank. 

9.11 Repurchase Agreements used solely as short-term investments not to exceed 30 days. 
The City may enter into Repurchase Agreements only with primary dealers of the Federal Reserve 
Bank of New York. The City shall have properly executed a PSA agreement with each counter 
party with which it enters into repurchase agreements.  The following collateral restrictions will be 
observed: only U.S. Treasury securities or Federal Agency securities are acceptable collateral.  All 
securities underlying repurchase agreements must be delivered to the City's custodian bank versus 
payment or be handled under a properly executed tri-party repurchase agreement.  The total market 
value of all collateral for each repurchase agreement must equal or exceed 102 percent of the total 
dollar value of the money invested by the City for the term of the investment.  For any repurchase 
agreement with a term of more than one day, the value of the underlying securities must be 
reviewed on an ongoing basis according to market conditions.  Market value must be calculated 
each time there is a substitution of collateral. The City or its trustee shall have a perfected first 
security interest under the Uniform Commercial Code in all securities subject to repurchase 
agreement.  No more than 30% of the portfolio may be invested in repurchase agreements.  Reverse 
repurchase agreements will not be allowed. 

9.12 Local Agency Investment Fund (LAIF). The City may invest in the Local Agency 
Investment Fund established by the State Treasurer for the benefit of local agencies up to the 
maximum amount permitted. 

9.13 County of San Diego Treasury (County Pool). The City may invest in the County of 
San Diego Investment Pool up to the maximum amount permitted.  

9.14 Local Government Investment Pool (LGIP). Shares of beneficial interest issued by a 
joint powers authority. Purchases are limited to those pools that seek to maintain a constant net asset 
value. 

9.15 Money Market Funds. Shares of beneficial interest issued by diversified management 
companies that are money market funds registered with the Securities and Exchange Commission 
under the Investment Company Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C. Sec. 80a-1, et seq.).  To be eligible for 
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investment pursuant to this subdivision, these companies shall (1) have (a) attained the highest 
ranking or the highest letter and numerical rating provided by not less than two nationally 
recognized statistical rating organizations or (b) an investment advisor registered or exempt from 
registration with the Securities and Exchange Commission with not less than five years’ experience 
managing money market mutual funds and with assets under management in excess of 
$500,000,000; and (2) invest solely in securities issued by the U.S. Treasury and agencies of the 
federal government, and repurchase agreements collateralized with U.S. Treasury and federal 
agency obligations.  No more than 20% of the investment portfolio shall be invested in money 
market funds.  Additionally, no more than 10% of the City’s funds may be invested in shares of 
beneficial interest of any one mutual fund.  

Credit criteria and maximum percentages are calculated based on market value at the time the 
security is purchased. 

Prohibited Investments: Under the provisions of Government Code Sections 53601.6, the City of 
Coronado shall not invest any funds covered by this Investment Policy in inverse floaters, range 
notes, interest-only strips derived from mortgage pools, or any investment that may result in a zero 
interest accrual if held to maturity. 
 
10. Safekeeping and Custody 
All security transactions, including collateral for repurchase agreements, entered into by the City 
shall be conducted on a delivery-versus-payment (DVP) basis. Securities will be held by a third-
party custodian designated by the Treasurer and evidenced by safekeeping receipts.  The only 
exception to the foregoing shall be depository accounts and securities purchases made with: (i) local 
government investment pools; (ii) time certificates of deposit; and (iii) money market mutual funds, 
since the purchased securities are not deliverable.  Evidence of each these investments will be held 
by the Treasurer. 
 
11. Diversification 
The City will diversify its investments by security type and institution.  With the exception of U. S. 
Treasury securities and authorized pools, no more than 33% of the market value of the City's total 
investment portfolio will be invested in a single security, U.S. Government agency, or with a single 
financial institution.  
 
12. Maximum Maturities 
To the extent possible, the City will attempt to match its investments with anticipated cash flow 
requirements.  With the exception of securities received as part of the Frances G. Harpst bequest, 
the City will not invest in securities maturing more than five years from the date of purchase unless 
matched to a specific cash flow and approved by the City Council, either specifically or as part of 
an investment no less than three months prior to the investment.  The City will not invest in 
securities with maturities of greater than five years for the Frances G. Harpst bequest unless the 
securities are U.S. Treasury, Government Sponsored Enterprises (Federal Agencies) or state or local 
government obligations.  
 
13. Internal Control 
The Treasurer shall establish an annual process of independent review by an external auditor. This 
review will provide internal control by assuring compliance with policies and procedures. 
 
14. Reporting 
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The Treasurer is charged with the responsibility of preparing a quarterly report to the City Council. 
This report will include quarterly performance, a list of the current investments, and transactions 
which occurred during each month of the quarter.  Reporting shall be on the basis of both cost and 
market.  . 
 
The Policy recognizes that reporting on a market basis will periodically cause market gains or losses 
to be reported.  In most instances, such gains or losses will not be realized since individual 
securities with specific maturities are purchased based upon projected cash flows and normally will 
not be liquidated prior to maturity. 
 
15. Investment Policy Review 
The City's Investment Policy shall be reviewed and approved annually by the City Council.  
 
When the City has funds on deposit with the State or County Pool or other local government 
investment pools, the Treasurer shall review annually the written investment policy of such pools. 
Documentation shall also be reviewed annually that such investment pools are operated in 
conformance with their investment policies. 
 
16. Other Constraints 
The City shall make its investments in conformance with California Government Code Section 
53601 et seq. (see Section 8) and other self-imposed constraints.  The City shall not purchase 
stocks, speculate, deal in futures or options, or buy on the margin.  In addition, the City will not 
purchase inverse floaters, range notes, interest-only strips or any security having an interest rate 
derived from an index, commodity price or other variable; i.e., securities commonly known as 
derivatives. 
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AUTHORIZATION FOR THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE PURCHASE AGREEMENTS 
FOR INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SOFTWARE AND EQUIPMENT PURCHASES IN FY 
2016-17 OF UP TO $140,000 WITH CDWG AND $140,000 WITH DELL THROUGH 
COOPERATIVE PURCHASING PROGRAMS  

RECOMMENDATION: Authorize the City Manager to execute purchase agreements with CDWG in an 
amount up to $140,000 and with Dell in an amount up to $140,000 through various cooperative purchasing 
programs. 

FISCAL IMPACT: The City budgets each year to replace computer equipment throughout the City based 
upon scheduled equipment lifecycles and to acquire software and computer accessories.  The necessary 
funds are budgeted primarily in the Administrative Services Department, Information Technology Division. 

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: Each fiscal year, the City replaces and/or upgrades software and hardware throughout 
City Departments.  The purchases are made according to the City’s purchasing policy and Municipal Code 
Chapter 8.04, which requires the approval of the City Council for the purchase of goods, supplies and/or 
equipment above $30,000 and provides that purchasing can be accomplished through government 
cooperative purchasing programs.  The IT Division anticipates that, over the 12-month period, the 
cumulative expenditures with the proposed two companies will exceed the $30,000 threshold that requires 
City Council approval.  

ANALYSIS:  Most of the City’s PC equipment is Dell equipment.  For ease of administration and 
management, PC replacement equipment is also from Dell.  Other types of equipment are found 
competitively through CDWG.  The City is able to access competitive pricing at these two companies 
through Western State Contracting Alliance (WSCA), National Joint Powers Alliance (NJPA), and National 
Intergovernmental Purchasing Alliance (National IPA), which conduct competitive purchasing for 
government entities by developing, soliciting, evaluating, awarding, and managing cooperative purchasing 
contracts consistent with all state and local statutory requirements and processes.   

The purpose of this report is to keep the City Council apprised of planned purchases that, in the aggregate, 
exceed the City Manager’s spending threshold provided in Municipal Code Section 8.05.010.  Through 
CDWG, IT estimates an aggregate of $140,000 for procurement of desktop software, server software, 
network storage support/maintenance, network switches, Internet firewalls and other network security 
devices.  Through Dell, IT staff estimates an aggregate of $140,000 for procurement of software, monitors, 
PCs, servers, and storage devices from Dell annually.   

ALTERNATIVE:  The City Council could direct that staff find an alternative supplier of equipment or use 
of different purchasing contracts.    

Submitted by Administrative Services/Krueger, Lewton 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
BK TR JK RS MLC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
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APPROVAL OF TRANSFERRING A TOTAL OF $3,068 OF UNCLAIMED MONIES 
FROM THE POLICE LIABILITY ACCOUNT TO THE GENERAL FUND REVENUE 

RECOMMENDATION:  Approve the transfer of unclaimed amounts totaling $3,068 from the 
Police liability account to the revenue in the General Fund. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  Increase of $3,068 to General Fund revenue. 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:   Government Code Section 50055 provides that any unclaimed 
individual items of less than fifteen dollars ($15), or any amount if the depositor’s name is 
unknown, which remains unclaimed in the treasury or in the official custody of an officer of a local 
agency for the period of one year, may be transferred to the general fund by the legislative body.  
An approval to move unclaimed funds to the General Fund revenue, therefore, is a legislative 
action.  Generally, “legislative” actions receive greater deference from the courts, and persons 
challenging a legislative action must prove that the decision was arbitrary, capricious, or unlawfully 
or procedurally unfair.     

PUBLIC NOTICE:  None. 

BACKGROUND:  The Police Department carries 467 unclaimed property items of overpaid 
parking citation fines that were collected from April 2001 through May 2015.  At the time each 
item became refundable, the Police Department staff performed their due diligence to locate 
individuals and pay refunds.  Unpaid refunds are published on the Police Department’s section of 
the City website.  Henceforth, staff will complete a review of unclaimed monies on a yearly basis 
and recommend transfer of any unclaimed amounts to revenue after completion of this review. 

ANALYSIS:  All items presented for approval are less than $15 or the depositor’s name is 
unknown, and have been outstanding for more than one year.  Upon Council approval, the 
unclaimed funds will be transferred to General Fund revenue and those items will be removed 
from the website. 

ALTERNATIVE:  Decline approval and have the Police Department continue to maintain and 
publish the list online.  

Submitted by City Director of Administrative Services and Treasurer/Krueger 
Attachment:  List of individual unclaimed over-paid parking citation items 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD F L P PSE R/G 
BK TR JK RS MLC NA NA NA JF NA NA 
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List of individual unclaimed over‐paid parking citation items

Ticket # Issued State License Plate Amount Group Rules Status

36270 4/24/2001 NC KUS2933 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

36273 7/4/2001 CA 4ROG735 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000088063 7/3/2002 CA 3SMK851 $36.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000000922 11/26/2002 FL A30TSN $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00020000083 1/21/2003 CA 3XHW268 $43.32 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000002317 2/19/2003 CA IMDJUAN $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000002792 3/28/2003 PA 4ZRR856 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000002936 4/5/2003 CA 4YWZ219 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000004079 6/27/2003 MI KKR353 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000003263 7/4/2003 CA H62RTU $5.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000004236 7/27/2003 CA 2UHE087 $48.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000004881 8/25/2003 CA 3VD919 $25.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000005430 9/12/2003 CA 4YML115 $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000005524 10/7/2003 CA A94333R $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000006305 10/16/2003 MD FGV916 $25.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000005044 10/20/2003 CA 4RWD882 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000006265 10/31/2003 CA 4ZMB338 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000006439 11/4/2003 VA YHZ3492 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000006420 11/5/2003 CA A5PI $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000005386 11/15/2003 VA ADD1877 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000006716 11/20/2003 FL H41TBH $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000003564 11/23/2003 CA JC306 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

 00000006901 11/28/2003 CT 956LBA $25.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000006661 12/3/2003 CA 4AYF304 $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000006844 12/10/2003 CA 1GTUFIT $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000007161 12/13/2003 CA 4RQJ245 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000005395 12/14/2003 CA TCP7945 $225.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000007418 1/1/2004 VIN 1FTWW33FXX $25.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000008148 1/5/2004 CA 4ZDZ624 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000008115 1/7/2004 CA 4RYY99 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000007563 2/3/2004 CA LTE978 $17.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000007945 2/13/2004 CA 4MCE098 $36.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000005839 2/16/2004 CA WCN734 $8.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000007897 2/18/2004 CA 4VIB601 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000008721 3/2/2004 WA 566L10 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000008738 3/16/2004 TX F23MKP $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000008755 3/17/2004 CA 5EHB964 $10.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000009544 4/8/2004 IN 10Z2520 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000009510 4/9/2004 IN HF1857 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000010054 4/20/2004 CA ZYX463 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000010204 4/21/2004 CA RDN085 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000010160 4/28/2004 SC 316MJK $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000009839 5/10/2004 AZ DL5621 $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000009876 5/14/2004 MD M394916 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000011690 5/18/2004 OR ZHG951 $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000011588 5/18/2004 CA 4PKU736 $25.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000016185 8/5/2004 MS 4YYF353 $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000017307 9/6/2004 MS 559DAD $5.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000012556 10/21/2004 VA Z259898 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000012752 11/2/2004 CA HHU358 $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000019080 12/1/2004 4GJA246 $1.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000024628 2/19/2005 PA DVR6730 $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000024518 2/25/2005 FL V42CTY $8.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000023602 5/3/2005 CA 3ERZ512 $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000024333 7/4/2005 CT 699MDE $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000029642 7/30/2005 CA CWF9542 $36.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000024337 8/13/2005 CA 4ZTR940 $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000030593 9/30/2005 MI 287RE9 $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000030872 9/30/2005 MI 287RE9 $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000033714 12/20/2005 CA 5KSX573 $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000033122 12/24/2005 8BM2031 $16.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000034506 2/9/2006 CA 5SRU753 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000036159 3/2/2006 FL J12JYB $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000035797 3/14/2006 CA 5V41053 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000035112 3/18/2006 CA 5BOP703 $25.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

36413 4/6/2006 CA 4YNL510 $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

36988 4/27/2006 NO PLATE $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

37352 5/2/2006 TX 528LJJ $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000027324 5/23/2006 CA 5SCB030 $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000026978 5/25/2006 CA 6EYY969 $0.89 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000027815 6/13/2006 CA 3WV510 $4.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000027780 7/1/2006 $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

1 157



List of individual unclaimed over‐paid parking citation items

Ticket # Issued State License Plate Amount Group Rules Status

38916 7/26/2006 AZ 431NSP $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00009030441 7/31/2006 CA 5UWJ713 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9039540 8/4/2006 AZ 4AR088 $36.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9039868 8/10/2006 5NCF833 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00009039072 8/15/2006 CA 5UWJ713 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

38809 8/18/2006 CA 5PIE265 $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9040554 8/26/2006 CA 8B14495 $1.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000032946 8/30/2006 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9042159 9/22/2006 CA 5RFS263 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9041602 11/3/2006 636RVH $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9041613 11/3/2006 8D77901 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9042385 11/13/2006 5DKK290 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9043579 1/2/2007 MN 017MSN $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9043965 1/3/2007 CA 5LHW343 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9043888 1/9/2007 VA KAF8062 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9043525 1/23/2007 CA 4PTP450 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9043775 1/23/2007 OH DWJ8964 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9043474 2/8/2007 CA 5PQP468 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9043265 3/1/2007 CA 5PQP468 $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

28829 3/2/2007 CA 4SNC442 $38.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9043780 3/4/2007 CA 5VHE385 $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9046062 5/3/2007 CA 5NNC790 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9046157 5/10/2007 FL CMD4N $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9046087 5/18/2007 CA 5HUP207 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9046858 6/7/2007 CA 4XMB171 $75.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9044622 6/8/2007 CA 4V02916 $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9043763 6/12/2007 CT 755TUV $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9047863 6/12/2007 CA 4DMM971 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9047629 6/26/2007 CA 3MIL848 $8.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9048055 6/28/2007 CA AHD8133 $50.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9048186 6/28/2007 CA 5VWV600 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9045882 7/1/2007 IA 888RYW $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9048876 7/12/2007 CA 5XYS986 $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9049706 8/1/2007 CA 4ENU858 $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9048636 8/11/2007 CA 5RWJ566 $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9048637 8/11/2007 CA 5YRV438 $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9049455 8/18/2007 CA 5NYX025 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9049514 8/27/2007 CA 3LRX873 $1.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9055429 9/21/2007 ACH9199 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9059029 10/26/2007 CA 4XMB171 $75.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9048670 11/8/2007 CA EMAN4U $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9058767 11/16/2007 CA 5ZTR312 $39.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9053889 12/3/2007 CA 5LJD296 $39.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9053875 12/4/2007 CA 5TWA822 $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9053843 12/7/2007 UT 422MGD $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9050577 1/22/2008 CA 8B73890 $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9050377 1/25/2008 5PMH008 $75.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9050671 1/30/2008 CA JHT9646 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9050832 2/1/2008 CA CRAMPT $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9056294 2/6/2008 7D49897 $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9057570 3/7/2008 CA SOLBUG $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9051651 3/29/2008 CA 4SUG409 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9055009 4/1/2008 CA 5LGR596 $1.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9058112 4/1/2008 CA 4XMB171 $23.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9058159 4/4/2008 CA 475TEC $25.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9055080 4/25/2008 CA 6DQC951 $25.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9054542 5/1/2008 CA 5EOA040 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9054542 5/1/2008 CA 5EOA040 $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9057669 5/3/2008 CA 6AIC865 $78.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9058936 5/15/2008 CA 6E44969 $75.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9051593 6/4/2008 CA NRD905 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9052010 6/5/2008 AZ CD22433 $10.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9049096 7/5/2008 CA 6DOC152 $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9054361 7/31/2008

9061629 8/5/2008 CA NONE $20.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9061851 8/6/2008 CA 6DHV090 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9061862 8/7/2008 CA 484VAM $1.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9050343 8/12/2008 CA 6BYT725 $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9061411 8/19/2008 CA 5LKF529 $5.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9061515 8/26/2008 CA 5BDY589 $5.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9061894 8/28/2008 MX LYT8721 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9062132 9/6/2008 CA BAN526 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9061176 9/8/2008 CA 6E44969 $5.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval
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9064820 1/16/2009 TX V56NMG $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9068889 1/17/2009 CA TOKOLI $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9068950 1/27/2009 CA ILANDBUS $2.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9068815 3/1/2009 CA aae0788 $1.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9060622 3/26/2009 CA 6Y83498 $25.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9062958 3/28/2009 CA 7091660 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9062333 4/1/2009 CA 5NYB361 $39.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9060579 4/13/2009 CA 4GOC542 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9063077 4/17/2009 CA 6Y83498 $25.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9054498 4/25/2009 CA 4YWL074 $7.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9072820 5/8/2009 AZ 931FJD $3.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9063124 5/9/2009 TX P09NLP $1.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9063123 5/9/2009 CA T680107 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9057301 5/18/2009 CA 6Y83498 $25.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9072481 5/19/2009 CA 6CLN142 $3.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9056703 6/25/2009 5UMD842 $0.01 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9065592 7/4/2009 CA 4WRV646 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9057063 7/11/2009 CA 6DRH443 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9057405 7/25/2009 CA 6Y83498 $21.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9072739 8/26/2009 CA 5AHX494 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9072532 9/13/2009 CA 5SOD975 $3.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9073924 9/30/2009 5KSA948 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9072897 10/3/2009 AZ AFC6115 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9073568 10/7/2009 CA 6CHR165 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9073554 10/7/2009 6GIE364 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9073720 10/7/2009 396BET $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9073447 10/7/2009 5LVR221 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9073502 10/8/2009 CA 6BPV717 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9073644 10/13/2009 CA 4WRN884 $0.08 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9073465 10/19/2009 CA 4SOX752 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9069112 11/12/2009 CA 4XKW879 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9073320 11/17/2009 CA 6EKX920 $22.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9069885 11/19/2009 WA B075568L $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9069895 12/4/2009 CA 6JCB760 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9068108 1/7/2010 OR ZVD143 $28.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9069190 1/8/2010 CA 5MQP430 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9069187 1/8/2010 CA 5SDP114 $25.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9068075 1/12/2010 4JFZ230 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9067726 1/14/2010 CA 2VBB146 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9067776 1/27/2010 CA 5TCD027 $0.08 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9067544 1/28/2010 CA 4JET826 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9068312 2/9/2010 CA 3HJT344 $0.38 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9067500 2/17/2010 CA 5ZGV871 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9067492 2/17/2010 CA 6DVN615 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9068481 2/18/2010 CA 5KVD751 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9071042 3/6/2010 CA 6R21039 $3.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9070205 3/9/2010 FL NCK3D $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9070218 3/10/2010 5UUY838 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9073000 3/24/2010 6APZ263 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9070662 3/31/2010 AZ 264VYC $21.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9077016 4/7/2010 CA $3.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9071316 4/7/2010 5RCD066 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9071693 4/13/2010 MD 3AWV27 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9071162 4/13/2010 CA 5AKJ464 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9071236 4/17/2010 CA MORMOR8 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9071534 4/28/2010 5XZZ705 $43.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9062248 5/14/2010 CA 5GE7011 $5.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9076736 5/27/2010 CA 7D97974 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9077323 5/29/2010 CA 5SFW540 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9076908 6/4/2010 CA 4VJR181 $0.05 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9077893 6/16/2010 NAVYAV8 $25.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9077730 6/19/2010 CA 3NSM506 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9077646 6/22/2010 VI  4313CY $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9077514 6/23/2010 CA 5FFV985 $1.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9078374 6/26/2010 MI KAQ786 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9078379 7/3/2010 MN VGX958 $28.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9062988 7/4/2010 CA ADT9997 $50.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9067167 7/14/2010 CA 5TAN277 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9067430 7/15/2010 2VQS023 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9076340 8/4/2010 6EAH935 $0.10 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9066713 8/12/2010 5XIH321 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9066917 8/12/2010 GOPAPA $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9073616 8/14/2010 5DVZ864 $1.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval
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9075599 8/17/2010 JHU1936 $3.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9066465 8/28/2010 5LXH347 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9076190 8/31/2010 8T35795 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9066972 9/4/2010 914TYX $21.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9075832 9/19/2010 999JVR $0.20 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9066749 10/15/2010 6GEX583 $1.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9066689 10/16/2010 X45KBJ $1.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9067417 11/4/2010 5YGF366 $1.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9065731 1/8/2011 4U51616 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9066096 1/13/2011 6MMJ210 $0.30 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9065518 1/15/2011 18W7578 $0.30 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9065517 1/15/2011 18Z16890 $0.30 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9075384 1/16/2011 4YEZ438 $1.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9063701 2/2/2011 6MGG268 $0.02 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9065453 2/10/2011   FL2108 $0.05 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9063697 2/16/2011 4JLG948 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9063687 2/16/2011 6BJM530 $46.00 $15 or more & Name Known Go to Council after 3 Yrs and publications Need Publications

9063891 3/16/2011 5CSF743 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9063268 3/18/2011 8E66193 $1.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9074840 3/31/2011 6CZG307 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9066156 4/1/2011 6AWE016 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9069769 4/13/2011 JLM542 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9079963 4/16/2011 MRN166 $1.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9079260 4/18/2011 6PVU090 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9079553 5/1/2011 5SON408 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9080455 5/16/2011 6LZB536 $12.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9080379 5/18/2011 7G61535 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9080053 5/21/2011 8W34616 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9080602 6/2/2011 5RJJ709 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9080706 6/11/2011 6KDG974 $0.30 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9080517 6/14/2011 7S36690 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9081190 6/17/2011 6LEG931 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9080622 6/18/2011 8J39459 $2.00 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9079870 6/22/2011 5NFA299 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9081111 6/23/2011   4ZEF161 $0.02 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9081142 6/25/2011 5NIW191 $0.06 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9083839 6/28/2011 NONE $5.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9083767 7/2/2011 8Y90919 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9084178 7/2/2011 6PZW548 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9084189 7/4/2011 6KTS642 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9084198 7/15/2011 4VQX446 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9081235 8/1/2011 8R50422 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9084060 8/24/2011 8D31659 $1.00 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9082085 9/12/2011 6LOG434 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9079564 9/17/2011 NONE $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9082231 9/20/2011 $0.30 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9082281 9/20/2011 NONE $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9082330 10/7/2011 5ZIP154 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9081185 10/19/2011 6SZC503 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9075614 11/6/2011 8Z16107 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9081886 11/15/2011 FMF667 $1.00 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9082159 11/22/2011 4MCS181 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9081420 11/28/2011 6TMH939 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9081924 1/10/2012 6TAT487 $1.00 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9083546 1/12/2012 8G46262 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9083416 1/14/2012 3EIJ797 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9083052 1/23/2012 4TDC313 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9083371 1/30/2012 6GSF785 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9086225 2/1/2012 5YSZ186 $0.05 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9086350 2/21/2012   5P89544 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9083283 2/22/2012 6SHD250 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9086342 2/24/2012 4YTJ149 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9086550 2/29/2012 6UGE632 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9085800 3/1/2012 6LVX288 $0.08 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9086588 3/6/2012 AME7152 $0.45 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9086569 3/12/2012 6RDG758 $0.10 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9084570 3/13/2012 6JPL986 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9085954 3/22/2012 6PNG691 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9086679 3/23/2012 4ZMF274 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9085388 4/3/2012 MHOB3D $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9085410 4/9/2012 5HHJ368 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9084927 4/12/2012 6MZS011 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9087170 4/26/2012 5JCK079 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval
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9087218 4/27/2012 6KRD095 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9087652 4/28/2012 AAN2178 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9086902 5/1/2012 6ROX107 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9086911 5/2/2012 5XIP862 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9086916 5/2/2012 5HBM392 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9086919 5/2/2012 6SYT247 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9087424 5/7/2012 PPD864 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9087955 5/14/2012 5ROK641 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9087579 5/16/2012 BYSTYLE $0.90 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9086924 5/19/2012 KAF8062 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9088761 5/25/2012 5VBF899 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9088856 5/25/2012 6DGD217 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9084821 5/31/2012 6JPF778 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9088197 6/1/2012 4VWD269 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9085530 6/3/2012 8H51509 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9089311 6/12/2012 6TXG162 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9089312 6/12/2012 553WXE $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9088724 6/12/2012 BONS7 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9089627 6/12/2012 4CWE198 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9088890 6/14/2012 5WUL570 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9089142 6/14/2012 6VOC900 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9089245 6/14/2012 PREVMSD $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9087074 6/19/2012 6PNF404 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9087894 6/19/2012 JHWK61 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9088980 6/20/2012 5KTN845 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9089807 6/22/2012 ADX7955 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9081937 6/26/2012 PRTTYB $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9080494 6/30/2012 EZZ7987 $0.06 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9089683 7/5/2012   453ZLE $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9089020 7/7/2012 5WIM009 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9089740 7/7/2012 9837YDP $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9089839 7/9/2012 5BBB186 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9090198 7/10/2012 XAG2054 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9090500 7/10/2012 6BXK319 $3.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9090619 7/12/2012   69OMBD $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9090631 7/13/2012 6VUU857 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9090546 7/19/2012 4LHK737 $0.70 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9090658 7/19/2012 5JXV164 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9090912 7/22/2012 6RHC329 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9090236 7/23/2012 6VOY711 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9090435 7/25/2012 BB3F694 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9090332 7/26/2012 Unknown $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

909055 7/27/2012 6EFY131 $1.00 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9090308 7/28/2012 7T93719 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

909323 7/28/2012 Unknown $0.30 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9090384 7/30/2012 DF1P044 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9088804 8/2/2012 227EKC $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9091083 8/4/2012 5RHH518 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9091824 8/6/2012 6GDP801 $2.00 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9091193 8/7/2012 4GNU326 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9091051 8/9/2012 6WEG690 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9091171 8/9/2012 6NTB916 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9095351 8/20/2012 AKH2650 $0.40 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9095856 8/20/2012 5VHE301 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9096086 8/27/2012 6HTK393 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9091900 8/29/2012 FXP79 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9096372 9/1/2012 4MCG283 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9096362 9/1/2012 6LBE586 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9091370 9/14/2012 5PCJ801 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9095280 10/10/2012 4MCS181 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9091550 10/10/2012 4KND944 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9092908 11/3/2012 5FTS765 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9094755 11/8/2012 5NWL559 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9092859 12/4/2012 LAYOLY $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9095056 12/5/2012 8Z40Z40 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9092188 1/3/2013 6MMJ430 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9092487 1/5/2013 YAN3454 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9093173 1/7/2013 6UDS169 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9093720 1/30/2013 EIJ8934 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9093470 2/1/2013 8Z64008 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9093796 2/2/2013 5RVR934 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9094180 2/6/2013 FHV2229 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9092350 2/19/2013 6LUF308 $0.05 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval
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9094123 2/20/2013 5EGH308 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

910030 3/6/2013 6SRB819 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9039610 7‐Mar AZ 4AR088 $20.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9100053 3/9/2013 5UIX030 $1.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9101529 3/21/2013 6TEU711 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9101485 3/23/2013 8U3381 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9100140 3/24/2013 6VOU140 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9101433 4/2/2013 6XYK609 $1.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9100951 4/5/2013 6VJF270 $0.01 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9101111 4/5/2013 7F45915 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9100970 4/10/2013 1VDE319 $1.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9102521 4/10/2013 8B44576 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9100911 4/13/2013 5MFF301 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9102166 4/16/2013 453ZLE $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9102597 4/30/2013 5SSS426 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9103240 5/10/2013 6YGK645 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9101815 5/12/2013 6JYR688 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9101990 5/17/2013 5XZL048 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9101200 5/23/2013 5KOG380 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9104076 5/25/2013 KXM597 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9103364 5/29/2013 6PNE787 $1.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9101372 6/8/2013 6PNG239 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9104180 6/8/2013 6NVH421 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9100041 6/10/2013 6XCY897 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9100042 6/10/2013 3PAV139 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9104482 6/10/2013 5CUS078 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9103900 6/15/2013 4HYJ307 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9105080 6/24/2013 6XEM373 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9100692 6/29/2013 6WEG332 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9105031 7/6/2013 5XKR117 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9106170 7/13/2013 CATALAN $0.40 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9107729 8/28/2013 6BVX296 $0.05 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9105570 8/30/2013 7AKM397 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9107767 9/6/2013 BNW0051 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9106532 9/11/2013 6XKS215 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9106537 9/11/2013 5JNK236 $0.05 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9095536 9/25/2013 7AHS978 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9107210 9/25/2013 5FFB543 $1.00 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9107712 10/24/2013 5XUG397 $1.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9107469 11/2/2013 6KCL356 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9107468 11/2/2013 6TZF386 $5.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9109695 11/15/2013 6VPV886 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9109312 12/4/2013 4NXG258 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9105374 12/5/2013 4YKY857 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9110724 12/12/2013 AKK195 $3.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9109588 12/19/2013 6PME722 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9110617 12/20/2013 5WJC661 $3.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9110028 1/7/2014 4WEM881 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9110036 1/7/2014 6XKS215 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9101998 1/11/2014 5NRG310 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9110088 1/13/2014 6XNP144 $0.05 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9110089 1/13/2014 JPN4893 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

00000007503 1/14/2014 VIN WBAAV33421 $18.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9109132 2/1/2014 5LIH005 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9112558 2/21/2014 6LNY566 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9109223 2/27/2014 4DQD710 $5.00 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9110017 3/6/2014 4VLC894 $0.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

9123134 10/8/2014 7Z20633 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9123144 10/9/2014 4LGP083 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9123031 10/10/2014 6CPF104 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9123043 10/10/2014 7Z20633 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9123042 10/10/2014 4VMT515 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9122138 10/10/2014 7GQZ880 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9122016 10/16/2014 4FYS365 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

112123478 10/22/2014 6ULP790 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

111123532 10/23/2014 7CZD655 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

114123486 10/23/2014 5LPC021 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

114123477 10/23/2014 6PWC953 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

113123595 10/25/2014 6CZG307 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

113123596 10/25/2014 7EEP718 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

114123516 10/28/2014 5SXB863 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

111123546 10/28/2014 6YLR588 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

112123506 10/28/2014 7BLB266 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval
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113123686 10/31/2014 6YML487 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

113123713 11/5/2014 7CZD655 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

113123821 11/8/2014 5YMY704 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9123726 11/8/2014 7HEZ130 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

113123865 11/14/2014 3CKS707 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

113123904 11/15/2014 4WYH781 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9123242 11/17/2014 7CHU578 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

111123729 11/19/2014 6RHV666 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

115123473 11/25/2014 17617F1 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

112123682 12/17/2014 6LAU925 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

112123690 12/18/2014 4AUE777 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9109976 12/21/2014 5JZZ675 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9122055 1/5/2015 4PHN703 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

113124091 1/6/2015 4PJS342 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

113124142 1/8/2015 8Y56432 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

113124235 1/15/2015 7EHK247 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

113124253 1/16/2015 6MON164 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

113124299 1/20/2015 5MBW013 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

113124313 1/22/2015 6USM788 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

113124410 1/31/2015 ARR2395 $24.50 $15 or more & Name Known Go to Council after 3 Yrs and publications Wait until June 2018

115123532 2/2/2015 5NRG310 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9123771 2/7/2015 7DMS909 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

113124509 2/17/2015 6ZKC029 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9124006 2/19/2015 6NUX967 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

111124163 3/9/2015 7A48305 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

9123327 3/14/2015 BBD0771 $7.50 Name Unknown Go to Council after 1 Yr regardless of amount To Council for Approval

113124743 3/28/2015 7S56141 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

112124089 4/10/2015 6WMB647 $0.08 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

112124116 4/14/2015 MISSC65 $4.00 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

112124167 4/29/2015 5JXV164 $3.00 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

113125057 5/2/2015 5Y47740 $0.50 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

112124239 5/26/2015 7EGF401 $1.00 Less than $15 Go to Council after 1 Yr To Council for Approval

114123507 10/27/2015 5TBD950 $0.50 Go to Council after 1 Yr Wait until October 2016

00000030172   CA 5FNT680 $2.00

  8BM2031 $50.00

$3,139.49

$3,068.49
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DESIGNATION OF VOTING DELEGATE FOR THE LEAGUE OF CALIFORNIA 
CITIES ANNUAL CONFERENCE ON OCTOBER 5 to OCTOBER 7, 2016 

RECOMMENDATION:  Appoint Councilmember Michael Woiwode as the voting delegate at 
the League of California Cities Annual Business Meeting.  

BACKGROUND:  The League of California Cities 2016 Annual Conference will be held from 
October 5 to October 7, 2016 in Long Beach.   

One important aspect of the annual conference is the Annual Business Meeting where the 
membership takes action on conference resolutions.  Annual conference resolutions guide cities 
and the League in efforts to improve the quality, responsiveness, and vitality of local 
government.  The Annual Business Meeting will be held on Friday, October 7. 

The League’s bylaws require that a city’s voting delegate must be designated by the City 
Council.  The delegate must be registered to attend the conference and no transfer of the voting 
card is allowed unless it is to a City Council-designated alternate. 

ANALYSIS:  The past practice has been that the City Council’s representative to the League 
San Diego Division is designated as the voting delegate.  Councilmember Mike Woiwode is 
currently the League representative.  The alternate Council representative is Councilmember 
Carrie Downey; however, Ms. Downey is unavailable to attend as the alternate.  The Mayor has 
proposed that Councilmember Sandke represent the City as the alternate.   

Submitted by City Clerk/Clifford 
Attachment:  2016 Annual Conference Voting Procedures 

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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Annual Conference Voting Procedures 
 
 
 

1. One City One Vote.  Each member city has a right to cast one vote on matters pertaining to 
League policy. 

 
2. Designating a City Voting Representative.  Prior to the Annual Conference, each city 

council may designate a voting delegate and up to two alternates; these individuals are 
identified on the Voting Delegate Form provided to the League Credentials Committee. 

 
3. Registering with the Credentials Committee.  The voting delegate, or alternates, may  

pick up the city's voting card at the Voting Delegate Desk in the conference registration 
area.  Voting delegates and alternates must sign in at the Voting Delegate Desk. Here they 
will receive a special sticker on their name badge and thus be admitted to the voting area at 
the Business Meeting. 

 
4. Signing Initiated Resolution Petitions.  Only those individuals who are voting delegates 

(or alternates), and who have picked up their city’s voting card by providing a signature to 
the Credentials Committee at the Voting Delegate Desk, may sign petitions to initiate a 
resolution. 

 
5. Voting.  To cast the city's vote, a city official must have in his or her possession the city's 

voting card and be registered with the Credentials Committee.  The voting card may be 
transferred freely between the voting delegate and alternates, but may not be transferred to 
another city official who is neither a voting delegate or alternate. 

 
6. Voting Area at Business Meeting.  At the Business Meeting, individuals with a voting card 

will sit in a designated area.  Admission will be limited to those individuals with a special 
sticker on their name badge identifying them as a voting delegate or alternate.   

 
7. Resolving Disputes.  In case of dispute, the Credentials Committee will determine the 

validity of signatures on petitioned resolutions and the right of a city official to vote at the 
Business Meeting. 
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RESPONSE TO THE 2015/2016 SAN DIEGO COUNTY CIVIL GRAND JURY REPORT 
ON CITIZEN OVERSIGHT BOARDS OF POLICE BEHAVIOR 

RECOMMENDATION: Direct the Mayor to sign and deliver the response to the Civil 
Grand Jury Report Titled “Citizen Oversight Boards of Police Behavior.” 

FISCAL IMPACT: The cost of preparing the response is de minimis.  The cost, and/or any 
benefits, of implementing the recommendations of the Civil Grand Jury are unknown and are not 
quantified in the report.  

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY: 

PUBLIC NOTICE: None required. 

BACKGROUND:  State law requires that in each of California’s 58 counties, the Superior 
Court empanel a group of citizens as a civil grand jury to conduct fact-finding to improve local 
government.  The civil grand jury is not to be confused with the “criminal grand jury,” which is 
empaneled to hear evidence in support of a criminal indictment.  The civil grand jury provides a 
self-proclaimed “watch-dog function” over local government. 

Annually, the grand jury issues a report containing findings and recommendations for 
improvements.  The law provides a specific format in which to respond to the findings and 
recommendations.  The City has 90 days after the grand jury publishes its report to first review 
the report and then to respond to the Presiding Judge, with a copy provided to the Clerk of the 
County.  The City must respond to each of the grand jury’s findings and state whether it agrees 
or disagrees with the findings and, furthermore, whether it disagrees wholly or partially with the 
findings.  If the City disagrees, it must include an explanation of the reasons for its disagreement.  
If the grand jury makes a recommendation, the City must explain whether it is implementing the 
recommendation or why it is not implementing the recommendation.  Reasons for not agreeing 
with the grand jury’s findings, or implementing its recommendations, can range from: the issue 
is too trivial, the report is poorly written, lack of evidence or foundation for the findings and the 
recommendation, or the cost is extravagantly expensive to implement. 

The 2015/2016 San Diego Civil Grand Jury report focuses on the establishment of Citizen Police 
Department Oversight Boards.  Because Coronado does not have an oversight board, the report 
recommends that Coronado establish an independent citizen commission to review police 
conduct and compose the commission with input from the community to ensure acceptance, 
independence, and accountability.  The report states: “This jury has received complaints from 
citizens in several of these cities who felt there was inadequate resolution of their grievances, 
suggesting the current process needs improvement.” 

The grand jury states as a finding that, “Cities without a citizen’s oversight board do not have 
public review of complaints of police behavior and risk losing the trust of their citizens.”  “A 
review board shaped with citizen input will promote confidence in actions taken by the board.”   
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The grand jury recommends that the Mayor and City Council “establish independent citizen 
commissions for oversight of police behavior.”  “Determine the specific commission model with 
community input to ensure acceptance, independence, and accountability.” 
 
ANALYSIS:  It is recommended that the Mayor and City Council disagree with these findings.  
The grand jury provides no specific evidence that Coronado citizens are dissatisfied with the 
performance of the Police Department.  The grand jury provides no evidence that an independent 
citizen commission reduces crime, improves the quality of police services, improves the 
community’s trust in the Police Department, or is cost effective. 
 
In fact, evidence shows that Coronado residents feel safe and well served by the Police 
Department.  According to the 2014 National Research Center scientific survey of Coronado 
residents, citizen satisfaction with public safety services were within national benchmarks.  The 
City’s police department had an 84% positive rating. 
 
The grand jury references the City of San Diego and San Diego County as having community 
review boards or commissions, but does not cite any statistical information that these 
communities enjoy any higher level of citizen trust than the trust placed by Coronado residents in 
the City of Coronado’s Police Department.  The grand jury’s report does not establish a 
causational relationship between the existence, or lack thereof, of a Police Review Board and the 
quality of police work, crime rate, or the trust of a community. 
 
Without evidence that a Police Review Board will achieve the stated objective; improving the 
trust of the community in the Police Department, then it is difficult to justify the expenditures 
required to activate or staff a Police Review Board.   Additionally, because state personnel rules 
require that hearings and proceedings against a police officer be conducted in a confidential 
manner, transparency is not increased.  One can also make the case that employee discipline is 
more difficult due to the additional layer of review. 
 
In most cases, Police Review Boards are after the fact and not in a position to offer proactive 
recommendations on training or hiring standards essential to achieve the desired level of 
professionalism in a police department. 
 
Submitted by City Manager’s Office/King/Canlas 
Attachments: 1. Citizen Oversight Boards of Police Behavior; A Report by the 2015/2016 

 San Diego County Grand Jury 
2. Response to the Honorable Jeffrey B. Barton, Presiding Judge 
3. Excerpts from the 2014 National Citizen Survey 

 
CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
BK NA NA JNC MLC NA NA NA NA JF NA NA 
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[Mayor Letterhead] 

August ____, 2016 

The Honorable Jeffrey B. Barton, Presiding Judge 
P.O. Box #122724 
San Diego, California 92112 

Re: Response to Grand Jury Report “Citizen Oversight Boards of Police Behavior” by 
the Mayor and City Council of the City of Coronado in Accordance with §933(c) PC 

Dear Judge Barton: 

As required by subdivision (c) of Penal Code section 933, this letter is the response of the Mayor 
and City Council of the City of Coronado (“Coronado” or the “City”) to the San Diego County 
Grand Jury Report filed on May 25, 2016, entitled “Citizen Oversight Boards of Police 
Behavior.”  The Grand Jury recommended that all law enforcement agencies in the County of 
San Diego (the “County”) establish independent citizens’ boards to investigate complaints 
against law enforcement officers.   

The Grand Jury Report first addresses concerns pertaining to the County and the already 
established San Diego County Citizens’ Law Enforcement Review Board (“CLERB”), the City 
of San Diego Citizens’ Review Board (“CRB”), and National City’s Community and Police 
Relations Commission (“CPRC”).  The Report then discusses cities within the County that are 
currently without a community review board or commission. 

FINDINGS: 

The City recognizes that the Grand Jury Report contains a total of six (6) Findings; however, 
Finding 01 to Finding 04 pertain only to the CRB and the CLERB, while Finding 05 and Finding 
06 concern cities, including Coronado, that are currently without a community review board or 
commission.  This response, therefore, only addresses Finding 05 and Finding 06 that concern 
the City. 

Finding 05:  Cities without a citizens’ oversight board do not have public review of complaints 
of police behavior and risk losing the trust of their citizens. 

Response:  The Mayor and City Council of the City of Coronado disagree with this finding. 
Coronado believes that its citizens are satisfied with the City’s police department.  In 2014, an 
independent organization conducted a survey of residents of the City and compared responses to 
those from other communities across the nation.  The survey found that, “Broadly, Coronado’s 
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ratings tended to be similar to or higher than the benchmark when compared to other 
communities across the nation.”1  Specifically, the responses regarding the City’s safety were 
higher than the national benchmarks.  (Id. at p. 1.)  Likewise, the City’s police department had an 
84% positive rating on residents’ “overall feeling of safety.”  (Id. at p. 2.)  
 
Without specifying which cities, the Grand Jury reported that it received complaints from 
citizens in several of the cities without a community review board who felt there was inadequate 
resolution of grievances.  The City believes that its current processes maintain sufficient 
oversight over the police department and instill trust in the City’s citizens who have not 
requested or advocated for a review board.  The Grand Jury’s report lacks documentation or 
statistical information that the San Diego County cities with a community review board or 
commission enjoy any higher level of citizen trust than the trust placed in the City of Coronado’s 
Police Department by its citizens.  The Grand Jury’s report does not establish a causational 
relationship between the existence, or lack therefore, of a Police Review Board between the 
quality of police work, crime rate, or the trust of a community.   
 
Finding 06:  A review board shaped with citizen input will promote confidence in actions taken 
by the board. 
 
Response:  The Mayor and City Council of the City of Coronado disagree with this finding.  The 
Grand Jury Report states that the absence of a citizens’ review board can seriously erode public 
trust in the police department.  However, this “fact” does not apply to Coronado because, as 
mentioned above, the citizens of the City have a very high regard of the police department and 
have not requested that a review board be implemented. 
 
Further, hearings held by independent citizen commissions must be closed to the public and 
reports created by the commissions are extremely limited due to confidentiality restrictions under 
both the Public Safety Officers Procedural Bill of Rights, California Government Code § 3300 et 
seq. (“PBRA”) and the California Penal Code.  (See Responses to Recommendation 16-30, at 
sections 2 and 3 below.)  In reality, the public has limited familiarity regarding independent 
citizen commissions and public participation (beyond citizen appointees to a review board) is nil.   
 
The City of Coronado operates under a form of government referred to as the council-manager 
form of government.  Pursuant to the City’s Municipal Code, personnel decisions are removed 
from the hands of the City Council and through the chain of command flow to the City Manager, 
a civilian head, and to the Police Chief, a sworn Police Officer who serves to lead the Police 
Department.  Hiring and firing decisions are delegated to the Police Chief through the authority 
of the City Manager with job protection and property rights established via an independently 
appointed Civil Service Commission (CSC).  
 
 

1 A copy of the survey can be found at the following link:  
http://www.coronado.ca.us/egov/documents/1408466095_23981.pdf 
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RESPONSES TO RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
The following responses are made on behalf of the Mayor and City Council of the City of 
Coronado.   
 
Recommendation 16-30:  Establish independent citizen commissions for oversight of 

police behavior. 
 
Response:   Recommendation will not be implemented because it is not  
    warranted or reasonable. 
 
EXPLANATION 
 
Based upon the City of Coronado’s governance structure, the current high level of satisfaction 
with the Police Department and Police Services, the City’s relatively low crime rate, the lack of 
evidence that independent citizen review commissions improve individual police officer 
performance or the performance of the Police Department, the delay a citizen commission 
introduces into the resolution of complaints against police officers, increased cost, the potential 
erosion of relations with the Coronado Police Officers’ Association (“CPOA”), the potential 
conflict that could be produced in disciplining police officers and the appeal rights of the police 
officer to the Civil Service Commission, and the legitimate concerns regarding the City’s 
potential exposure to liability.  Our analysis is that each of these outweighs the possibility that an 
independent citizen commission will improve the Police Department, lower crime, or increase 
trust.  Accordingly, the Grand Jury’s recommendation is not warranted or reasonable.  
 

1. Requiring the City to Amend its Established Rules and Policies Regarding Peace 
Officers’ Terms and Conditions of Employment is Overly Burdensome and 
Unreasonable. 

 
To account for the procedural changes that will occur with the implementation of an independent 
citizen commission, the City will have to amend current work rules and policies as well as 
provisions of the current Memorandum of Understanding with the CPOA.    
 
The CPOA is the exclusive bargaining representative of the City’s peace officers and the 
relationship between the City and the CPOA is governed by the Meyers-Milias-Brown Act 
(“MMBA”), California Government Code § 3500, et seq.  Government Code § 3505 provides, in 
pertinent part: “The governing body of a public agency, or such boards, commissions, 
administrative officers or other representatives as may be properly designated by law or by such 
governing body, shall meet and confer in good faith regarding wages, hours, and other terms and 
conditions of employment with representatives of such recognized employee organizations, as 
defined in subdivision (b) of Section 3501, and shall consider fully such presentations as are 
made by the employee organization on behalf of its members prior to arriving at a determination 
of policy or course of action.” 
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Discipline criteria and procedures as well as evaluation procedures are matters within the scope 
of representation and require the parties to negotiate over any changes prior to implementation.  
Rio Hondo Community College District, PERB Decision No. 2313 (2013); San Bernardino 
Unified School District, PERB Decision No. 255 (1982); Modesto City Schools, PERB Decision 
No. 347 (1983).  The implementation of an independent citizen commission would certainly 
concern and likely alter disciplinary procedures and review criteria of peace officers.  
Additionally, to the extent that the implementation of an independent citizen commission alters 
other terms and conditions of employment, these too will fall within the scope of bargaining.  See 
Vernon City Firefighters Association v. City of Vernon, 107 Cal.App.3d 802 (1980) (“Numerous 
topics fall within ‘other terms and conditions of employment’ as this phrase is used in the 
[MMBA]. Many are now so clearly recognized to be mandatory subjects for bargaining that no 
discussion is required. Among these topics are the following: Provisions for a grievance 
procedure and arbitration, layoffs, discharge, workloads, vacations, holidays, sick leave, work 
rules. . . . ”).   

 
Implementation of an independent citizen commission affects peace officers’ terms and 
conditions of employment, as defined under the MMBA.  Accordingly, any changes to the 
current CSC Rules, other work procedures, and rules related to officers’ terms and conditions of 
employment fall within the scope of representation and require that the City bargain with the 
CPOA prior to implementation.   
 
It is unsurprising that unions have been quite hostile toward the implementation of independent 
review boards.  See e.g., Maxine Bernstein, Police chief, police union urge officers not to attend 
citizen review panel hearings, THE OREGONIAN, April 4, 2016; Everett L. Bobbitt, Living with 
the Reality of Civilian Review Boards, PORAC LAW ENFORCEMENT NEWS, April 2004; Lynne 
Wilson, Democracy vs. Collective Bargaining: Countering Police Union Attacks on Citizen 
Review, POLICE MISCONDUCT AND CIVIL RIGHTS LAW REPORT, Vol. 5, No. 5, September-October 
1996.  The City foresees that bargaining over changes to the terms and conditions of peace 
officers’ employment will be highly contested and heated.  These types of negotiations expose 
the City to unfair labor practice charges filed with the Public Employment Relations Board 
which the City will have to defend. 
 
Additionally, negotiations over an independent citizen commission will result in changes to the 
CSC Rules, which were last revised in 2010.  The City will have to confirm that the changes are 
legally sound which will consume time and resources.  After implementation, the City will have 
to ensure that the changes to the CSC Rules are followed, not only by current City staff but also 
the members of the independent review board.  The City would have to expend additional legal 
costs to oversee the changes. 
 
In sum, our analysis determined that bargaining over the implementation of an independent 
review board will take considerable time and resources and may also result in unfair labor 
practice charges filed against the City.  This, coupled with the apparent lack of any benefit from 
an independent review board, makes it difficult to conclude that the Civil Grand Jury’s 
recommendation is reasonable.    
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2. Ensuring that the Independent Citizen Commission Does Not Violate the Public Safety 

Officers Procedural Bill of Rights Act is Overly Burdensome. 
 
California Government Code § 3300 et seq., also known as the Public Safety Officers Procedural 
Bill of Rights (“PBRA”), provides a catalogue of basic rights and protections which must be 
afforded all peace officers by the public entities which employ them.  Binkley v. City of Long 
Beach, 16 Cal.App.4th 1795, 1805 (1993).   
 
PBRA § 3303 states, “When any public safety officer is under investigation and subjected to 
interrogation by his commanding officer, or any other member of the employing public safety 
department, which could lead to punitive action, such interrogation shall be conducted under the 
following conditions .... Punitive action is defined as any action which may lead to dismissal, 
demotion, suspension, reduction in salary, written reprimand, or transfer for purposes of 
punishment ....”  Among other things, this section provides that the subject officer be informed of 
the nature of the investigation in advance; the subject officer must be provided with 
representation; that only two interrogators be present during the interrogation; the subject officer 
must be interrogated at a reasonable time and for a reasonable amount of time; the subject officer 
is entitled to certain documents regarding the investigation; the interrogation is to be recorded 
and the subject officer is entitled to a copy of the recording; and that the subject officer be given 
their Lybarger v. City of Los Angeles, 40 Cal.3d 822 (1985) rights.  Id. 
 
Another basic protection of the PBRA is that the employing public entity must provide public 
safety officers the right to an administrative appeal of punitive actions:  “No punitive action, nor 
denial of promotion on grounds other than merit, shall be undertaken by any public agency ... 
without providing the public safety officer with an opportunity for administrative appeal.”  
PBRA § 3304 (b). 

Under PBRA § 3305, a peace officer must be provided with the opportunity to read and sign any 
adverse comment put into his personnel file.  Under § 3306, an officer is granted 30 days to 
respond to any adverse comment entered into his personnel file.   

Cities have been liable when independent citizen commissions fail to protect the extensive rights 
guaranteed to officers under the PBRA.  See Berkeley Police Association v. City of Berkeley, 167 
Cal.App.4th 385 (2008) (holding that the PBRA was applicable to the investigation of the 
independent citizen commission because the PBRA applies to investigations that “could lead to 
punitive action” and the police chief or city manager could take disciplinary action against an 
officer based on the investigation); Caloca v. City. of San Diego, 72 Cal.App.4th 1209 (1999) 
(analyzing procedures of San Diego’s CLERB and finding that PBRA § 3304 required the City 
to provide peace officers with an appeal of any decision made by CLERB). 

 
PBRA § 3303 alone guarantees no less than seven distinct rights to peace officers during 
interrogations and investigations.  The members of an independent citizen commission will have 
to be thoroughly trained regarding each right that must be afforded an officer during an 

187

https://1.next.westlaw.com/Link/Document/FullText?findType=L&pubNum=1000211&cite=CAGTS3304&originatingDoc=I73b6336cfab711d9bf60c1d57ebc853e&refType=SP&originationContext=document&transitionType=DocumentItem&contextData=(sc.History*oc.Search)#co_pp_a83b000018c76


investigation.   Any failure of the independent citizen commission to grant and protect these 
rights is a violation of the PBRA for which the City can be held responsible.  To ensure 
compliance, the City would likely have to appoint special legal counsel to both train and oversee 
an independent citizen commission.  With finite resources, it is unreasonable to require the City 
to institute an independent review board, particularly when its current system is satisfactory. 

Moreover, the CSC Rules already allow all employees, including peace officers, to appeal 
discipline to the CSC.  (Rule VIII, § 8.)  An independent citizen commission, therefore, will 
merely add excessive, unnecessary, and burdensome steps to the disciplinary process while 
opening the door to potential liability.  There is a significant and legitimate concern as to 
whether the independent citizen commission would be able to handle its assigned tasks without 
exposing the City to litigation and liability.  Our analysis has determined that this potential 
liability far exceeds the benefit that the City will derive from an independent citizen commission.         

3. Ensuring that the Independent Citizen Commission Does Not Violate the California Penal 
Code is Overly Burdensome. 
 

Peace officer personnel records are confidential and are only subject to disclosure in criminal or 
civil proceedings if authorized by a judge following an in camera review.  Commission on Peace 
Officer Standards and Training v. Super. Ct., 42 Cal. 4th 278, 293 (2007).  California Penal 
Code § 832.7 provides that, “Peace officer or custodial officer personnel records and records 
maintained by any state or local agency pursuant to Section 832.5, or information obtained from 
these records, are confidential and shall not be disclosed in any criminal or civil proceeding 
except by discovery pursuant to Sections 1043 and 1046 of the Evidence Code.”  

Penal Code § 832.8 states, “As used in Section 832.7, ‘personnel records’ means any file 
maintained under that individual's name by his or her employing agency and containing records 
relating to any of the following:  (a) Personal data, including marital status, family members, 
education and employment history, home addresses, or similar information; (b) Medical history; 
(c) Election of employee benefits; (d) Employee advancement, appraisal, or discipline; (e) 
Complaints, or investigations of complaints, concerning an event or transaction in which he or 
she participated, or which he or she perceived, and pertaining to the manner in which he or she 
performed his or her duties; (f) Any other information the disclosure of which would constitute 
an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy.” 

Many cities have had to defend lawsuits due to their independent citizen commission’s failure to 
abide by the Penal Code.  See Davis v. City of San Diego, 106 Cal.App.4th 893 (2003) (court 
held that reports written by the independent citizen commission were protected under Penal Code 
§§ 832.7 and 832.8; court awarded police union and individual officers approximately $10,000 in 
attorneys’ fees and costs to be paid by the city);  Berkeley Police Association v. City of Berkeley, 
167 Cal.App.4th 385 (2008) (court determined that public hearings on citizen complaints by the 
independent review commission boards violated § 832.7, subdivision (a) by disclosing 
information “obtained from” confidential records, including the identity of officers who are 
subject to complaints and the content of investigative files and memoranda compiled by the 
commission investigators before the hearing); 71 Ops. Cal. Att’y Gen. 1, 5 (1998) (“[w]here the 
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city manager, assistant city manager or citizens’ review board have authority to inspect citizens' 
complaints against peace officers they are required by Penal Code section 832.7 to maintain the 
confidentiality of such complaints and are precluded from disclosing the contents thereof to 
members of the public.”). 
 
The City will be responsible for ensuring that the independent review board is well-trained in 
order to be able to identify which documents fall within the definition of “personnel records” as 
set forth in Penal Code §§ 832.7 and 832.8.  The scope of confidential documents is very broad.  
However, identifying confidential information is not an easy task as demonstrated by the above-
cited cases.  Accordingly, the disclosure of seemingly innocuous information by an independent 
review board can expose the City to liability.  The City will have the ultimate responsibility if the 
independent review board does not appropriately handle such nuanced decision-making.   

Our analysis has determined that the burden that would be placed upon the City by the 
implementation of an independent review commission is far outweighed by all of the liability 
exposure, the exorbitant costs, and the risk of disrupting labor relations.  With finite resources, 
the City’s time, taxpayer dollars, and revenue are far better allocated to other City programs.  
This is particularly true where, as here, the City’s citizens are highly satisfied with the police 
department and there are established procedures already in place to oversee peace officer 
misconduct. 

4. The findings presented by the Civil Grand Jury lack empirical evidence that an 
independent citizen commission will achieve any of the purported benefits; therefore, the 
recommendation is not warranted.   

No empirical evidence is referenced that citizen oversight boards improve the performance of a 
police department or improve the public’s level of trust or confidence.  The reported benefits of 
citizen oversight boards are presented as a doctrine, the same as a tenant of faith or religious 
dogma.  In fact, citizen oversight boards do not improve police department performance or 
individual police officer accountability.  Citizen oversight boards are reactive, responding to 
complaints after an allegation of misconduct has been made and misconduct has already 
occurred.  Citizen oversight boards lack the authority to improve a police department’s 
performance initially, and oftentimes lead to the “us against them” mentality that is the root of 
distrust between the public and police agencies.   

Recommendation 16-31: Determine the specific commission model with community input  
   to ensure acceptance, independence, and accountability.  

 
Response:   Recommendation will not be implemented because it is not  
    warranted or reasonable. 
 
While there may be a benefit in implementing an independent citizen commission, the City must 
consider whether citizens will support a review board as well as the costs of implementation.  
Our analysis has determined that citizens will not support the implementation of an independent 
citizen commission because they will see it as wasteful and unnecessary.  The City also has 
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legitimate concerns that a commission exposes it to liability based upon wrongdoings of the 
commission.  Accordingly, the Grand Jury’s recommendation is not warranted or reasonable.  
 
Citizens of Coronado are highly satisfied with the work and conduct of the police department 
and have not requested that a citizen review board be implemented.  The City expects that the 
citizens would actually oppose the implementation of a review board and see it as a waste of 
taxpayer money and City resources.  Additionally, gaining acceptance by the residents will be 
hard to come by as the independent citizen review commission’s work will, for the most part, be 
private and confidential.  Residents will not know what work, if any, is being performed by the 
commission. 
 
Further, it is impossible to ensure independence and accountability of an independent citizen 
review commission because a commission, pursuant to the case law cited-above, is not 
accountable for its own actions.  It is the City that will be liable for any wrongdoing or mistakes 
made by a commission.  If a lawsuit is brought against the City for acts of an independent citizen 
commission, Coronado citizens will merely see it as a failure of the City itself.  Our analysis has, 
therefore, determined that establishing an independent citizen commission is not warranted or 
reasonable. 
 
On behalf of the Coronado City Council, I would like to thank the Grand Jury for its service to 
the residents of San Diego County, and express our appreciation for the dedication and hard 
work of each of its members.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Casey Tanaka 
Mayor of Coronado 
 
CT/jnc 
 
cc:  
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City Manager’s Office 
Memorandum 

DATE: July 19, 2016 

TO:  Honorable Mayor and Council 

FROM:  Blair King, City Manager      BK 

RE:  Status of Traffic Projects 
_______________________________________________________________________________ 

Project: Bulb-Outs at Fourth Street at A and C Avenues; Fourth and 
Pomona (south side only) 

Project Consultant: Psomas 

Consultant Costs: $29,900 for Preliminary Engineering  
$62,200 for Final Design, Design Exemption Reports and Caltrans 
Permit 

Estimated Project Costs: $227,000  

Objective:  To create the perception of a narrow street in order to reduce speeds in a residential 
neighborhood; and to create a pedestrian refuge to improve safety and ease crossing a street.  (A 
proposal from the October 2015 Third and Fourth Streets Fehr & Peers Report.) 

Status:   Preliminary plans reviewed with Caltrans, with the following changes requested: 24” of 
clearance is needed between the bulb-outs and travel lanes; a 50-year hydrology study is requested 
(may require a trough with metal plate to cover trough); design exceptions are required to 
accommodate the turning radius of a 40’ bus.  An encroachment permit is expected to be submitted 
to Caltrans late fall.  Caltrans has a adopted a new standard since the previous bulb-outs were 
designed and installed, which allows the bulb-out to be placed within 24” of the travel lane; the 
previous requirement was to maintain at least 48” between the bulb-out and the travel lane.  This 
new standard allows the bulb-out to extend out 5’ to 6’ into the parking lane, compared to 3’ to 4’ 
for the existing ones.  There are currently bulb-outs on Third Street at F and H Avenues, and on 
Fourth Street at B Avenue; proposed bulb-outs on Fourth Street at F and H Avenues were not 
approved by Caltrans due to drainage considerations.  The principle purpose of the bulb-out on 
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Fourth Street at B Avenue was essentially eliminated when Caltrans erected “No Pedestrian 
Crossing” signs/barriers preventing pedestrians from crossing Fourth Street. 

Probability of Approval: Moderate 
______________________________________________________________________________ 

Project: Speed Table at Fourth Street between Pomona and A Avenue 

Project Consultant: Fehr and Peers 

Consultant Costs: $37,000 

Objective:  To reduce vehicle speeds by raising the vehicle’s wheel base and frame.  (A proposal 
from the October 2015 Third and Fourth Streets Fehr and Peers Report.)  The project proposes a 
premanufactured speed table across the width of Fourth Street between A and B Avenues.  The 
proposed speed table is a bolt-down system that could be used for a trial period to determine the 
impacts on traffic. 

Status:  Preliminary design and traffic modeling analysis have been submitted to Caltrans. 
Caltrans has provided the following comments: “In their research they have not found where speed 
tables have been used on streets with as high traffic volumes as Fourth Street; other states do not 
allow speed tables on similar type of roadways; Caltrans is fearful that the speed tables may lead 
to traffic diversion.”  Waiting for Caltrans to determine whether to submit an encroachment permit 
for installation of a pilot project or reject the concept.   

Probability of Approval:  Unlikely; not considered “standard” by Caltrans.  If approved, would 
be a pilot project. 
______________________________________________________________________________ 

Project: Traffic Signal at Fourth/Alameda 

Project Consultant: Michael Baker International 

Consultant Costs: $24,300 

Estimated Project Costs: $277,000 

Objective:  To create platooning of vehicles on Fourth Street to improve cross-traffic and 
pedestrian mobility across the Fourth Street Corridor, and improve cross-traffic at Alameda.  (A 
proposal from the October 2015 Third and Fourth Street Fehr and Peers Report.) 
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Status:  90% plans were reviewed by Caltrans with the following changes requested: “relocate 
the crosswalk on Alameda north of Fourth Street to make crosswalk perpendicular to Alameda; 
reduce the length of the median to accommodate the right-turn movement of a 40’ bus; conduct 
an evaluation of a roundabout.”  Plans submitted to the Navy for review.  Submit to Caltrans for 
encroachment permit in November. 

Probability of Approval:  High.  Project previously approved by Caltrans. 
______________________________________________________________________________ 

Project: Gateway Toll Plaza Project 

Project Consultant Michael Baker International 

Consultant Costs: $123,800 – Toll Funds 

Estimated Project Costs: $4-$6 million 

Objective:  To improve safety, calm traffic, and beautify the entrance to Coronado. 

Status:  The City Council considered high level design concepts, and the recommendation of the 
City Council subcommittee on March 15, 2016.  The Council directed that the subcommittee 
review recommendations.  Subcommittee recommendations are pending.  Project was submitted 
to SANDAG for possible repurposing of leftover funds from tunnel project; and if approved, the 
$970,000 of remaining funds must be obligated by July 2019. 

Probability of Approval:  Will depend upon proposed project. 
______________________________________________________________________________ 

Project: Active Transportation Plan 

Project Consultant: Chen Ryan 

Objective:  To provide recommendations of infrastructure to improve pedestrian and bicycle 
safety and mobility. 

Status:  Consultant selected – a Project Stakeholders Advisory Committee of members that 
represent a broad range of residents are being identified and contacted. 

Probability of Approval:  Capital improvements for City-owned right-of-way: high; Caltrans 
right-of-way: unknown. 

 Attachment(s) 
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SPECIAL TRANSPORTATION ISSUE

Coronado faces many unique 
transportation challenges. Just ask anyone 
who lives or works here.

Those challenges arise from several 
factors, including the City’s water 
boundaries, its density, being home to 
several Navy bases and the San Diego-
Coronado Bridge, which brings a mix of 
residents, visitors and employees - 83,000 
vehicle trips on an average weekday - into 
and out of the City. As a point of reference, 
Petco Park’s capacity is 40,162. 

Getting around town safely – whether by 
car, bike or on foot – is everyone’s concern. 
At City Council meetings, community 
workshops, in local publications and on 
social media, Coronado residents are 
engaged. 

The City is listening and working 
at many levels on transportation issues 
and strives to inform and involve the 
community. In addition to the usual outlets, 
this special transportation newsletter will 
provide information, news and context on 
most of the transportation projects the City 
is working on and has planned.

The City’s overall goals are first 
to ensure safety for all modes of 
transportation, and then to reduce 

congestion, noise and speeding. By taking 
into account the needs of all people and 
all modes of transportation, the City can 
deliver safer and easier travel while also 
providing residents more transportation 
options. 

Guiding the City’s transportation 
projects is its General Plan, the long-
term blueprint to manage Coronado’s 
13.5 square miles. The plan’s current 
Circulation and Transportation elements 
establish circulation goals – how people 
move around using various modes of 
transportation – and transportation goals – 
how the City optimizes the transportation 
system. These General Plan elements of 
provide a framework for transportation 
decision making. 

The City also is initiating a 
Comprehensive Active Transportation 
Plan, which is a review of the City’s 
infrastructure and facilities to determine 
how motorists, pedestrians and bicyclists 
of all ages and abilities are accommodated 
and what improvements can be made.

Read on to find out more about 
transportation projects the City has in the 
works or recently implemented to improve 
access and safety for all.

Transportation Projects Coronado has Completed

In-street pedestrian yield 
signs alert motorists to 
pedestrian travel. They 
have been installed on 
Pomona Avenue at Sixth 
Street and at First Street 
near the Coronado Ferry 
Landing. Removable signs 
have been added during 
crossing guard hours at 
various school crossings.

In-Street 
Pedestrian 
Yield Signs

Audible traffic signals 
with push buttons and 
countdown timers were 
installed at Orange Avenue 
signalized intersections 
to give walkers critical 
information on crossing. 
The City also added a new 
signal-phasing plan and 
turn lanes on Tenth Street 
at Orange to reduce wait 
times for vehicles and 
pedestrians. 

Accessible
Pedestrian
Signals

Six new electronic speed 
advisory signs will 
be added to the City’s 
inventory of traffic tools. 
A total of eight speed 
advisory signs, which 
have proved effective at 
reducing speeding, will 
be rotated to different 
locations along Third 
and Fourth streets, and 
Alameda Boulevard, 
to maintain their 
effectiveness.

Speed 
Advisory Signs

Bulb-outs installed at 
Orange Avenue and 
Second Street earlier this 
year help slow traffic and 
improve pedestrian safety 
by decreasing the crossing 
distance for pedestrians 
on both streets. Bulb-outs 
can be found throughout 
Coronado, including 
Third and Fourth streets. 
More are proposed.

Bulb-outs 

The Pomona Roundabout 
opened in August 2014. It 
has earned four design and 
transportation excellence 
awards for improving 
traffic and beautifying the 
intersection of Pomona and 
Adella avenues at Seventh 
Street. The roundabout was 
the result of a successful test 
project that also improved 
bike and pedestrian mobility 
and upgraded storm drains 
and infrastructure.

Pomona Avenue
Roundabout

“Keep Clear” 
Traffic Markings

“Keep Clear” markings 
have been painted by the 
City at Orange Avenue 
and Second Street. The 
California Department 
of Transportation also 
painted similar wording at 
Third Street and C Avenue. 
Signs asking drivers not to 
block the intersection also 
can be found at Fourth 
Street and D Avenue. 

Everybody talks about the weather, but nobody does anything about it.   -Mark Twain

For a larger map, check the city website at 
www.coronado.ca.us
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Naval Base Coronado is the City’s 
largest employer and San Diego 
County’s third largest. Plans to construct 
a new Navy facility at the southern end 
of Coronado have raised concerns about 
potential traffic and other impacts. 

Construction has begun on the Navy’s 
Coastal Campus, which consists of 24 
projects to be built over a 10-year period 
on nearly 1.5 million square feet at Silver 
Strand Training Complex-South. The 
project will support special operations 
warfare training in a campus-like setting.

Potential impacts include noise, 
construction traffic and changes to 
the area’s aesthetics, as well as traffic 
mobility and throughput, particularly for 
the Coronado Cays community.

The Navy said the project will not 
increase personnel in Coronado but 
provide for past growth and a shifting 
of existing personnel. Some 3,300 naval 
staff members are expected to move from 
the Naval Amphibious Base to the Coastal 

Campus. Ninety percent will be from the 
Naval Special Warfare Command, which 
could ease traffic congestion as some 
Navy employees, who now commute 
through Coronado’s village, may now go 
through Imperial Beach.

An environmental review of the 
project recommends evaluation of off-site 
transit improvements or shuttle services, 
on-campus bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities, vehicle share options, financial 
incentives for carpooling, and parking 
management.

A new entry control point to the 
Coastal Campus will be established along 
state Route 75 south of the Coronado 
Cays, most likely with a traffic signal. The 
design of that connection will ultimately 
be established in coordination with the 
California Department of Transportation. 
The existing south gate in Imperial Beach 
will become a secondary entry. 

The City will continue to monitor 
this project and work with the Navy to 
mitigate impacts.

Coastal Campus May Have Impacts

The City seeks community participation 
in the creation of a Comprehensive Active 
Transportation Plan.

Coronado received grant funding from 
the San Diego Association of Governments’ 
Active Transportation Program and hired 
a consultant to develop a comprehensive 
strategy that would take into consideration 
all modes of transportation. 

The consultant will update the City’s 
Bicycle Master Plan and its Safe Routes 
to School Plan, as well as create a 
Pedestrian Master Plan. The goal is to 
develop the plans simultaneously in an 
effort to improve safety for all modes of 
transportation in Coronado.

Last summer, the City Council put a 
hold on any new bike lane striping until 
residents had an opportunity to participate 
in an update of the City’s Bicycle Master 
Plan, which includes recommendations for 
bike lane striping. Citizen participation will 
be critical in developing this road map for 
future walking and bicycle infrastructure 
decisions in the City. 

The planning process includes public 
involvement components to engage 
Coronado residents, including stakeholder 
interviews, a Stakeholder Advisory 
Committee, public workshops, online 
questionnaires, and community bike 
and walking tours. The final adopted 
plan will include prioritized project 
recommendations for pedestrian, bicycle, 
and Safe Routes to School improvements, 
as well as an implementation and funding 
plan.

Stay tuned for upcoming workshops 
over the next 24 months. If you 
would like to be informed of any 
public workshops, sign up under 
e-notifications on the city website or 
call Engineering staff at (619) 522-
7383.

Community Input Sought 
for Active Transportation Plan

• Coronado is home to two state highways 
– state Routes 75 and 282.
• The City has taken over responsibility of 
landscaping the Orange Avenue portion 
of SR 75 from the state.
• The California Department of 
Transportation owns and maintains the 
state highways, including SR 75, also 
known as Orange Avenue and Silver 
Strand Boulevard, and state Route 282, 
which are Third and Fourth streets.
• The only part of Orange Avenue that is 
not a state highway is the 100 and 200 
blocks.
• The City has agreements in place with 
Caltrans to maintain key areas of the state 

highways, particularly along Orange 
from Pomona Avenue to Third. However, 
Caltrans remains responsible for 
maintaining the roadway infrastructure, 
setting the speed limits and making other 
safety-related engineering decisions on 
roadway design.
• Not all traffic-calming strategies are 
currently allowed on state highways.
• Caltrans will not provide any formal 
review of proposed highway modifications 
without the City first providing at least a 
preliminary engineering study relative to 
any improvements.
• The Manual on Uniform Traffic Control 
Devices provides guidelines followed by 
the City and state.

Coronado Roadways: Did you Know?

Coronado was designated a Bicycle 
Friendly Community in 2013 at 
the “Silver” level by the League of 
American Bicyclists for demonstrating 
a commitment to improving bicycle 
infrastructure and safety in Coronado.

Being a Bicycle Friendly Community 
means consistently working on the 
Five E’s:  Engineering Solutions, 
Education, Enforcement, Evaluation and 
Encouragement. Recently, the City has 

emphazised two of the E’s, Education 
and Enforcement.

The City, along with its Bicycle 
Advisory Committee, recently launched 
a two-year Safe Routes to School 
Education Program funded by a grant 
from the Department of Transportation. 
The program brings parent and student 
workshops and hands-on bicycle skills-
building rodeos to Coronado Unified 
School District schools.

In the area of Enforcement and at the 
recommendation of the Bicycle Advisory 
Committee, the City recently developed 
a new bicycle fine schedule that provides 
a more reasonable cost for violators 
and a more consistent approach to the 
citation of bicycle infractions. The new 
fine schedule went into effect January 1: 
$85 for the first offense within a one-year 
period; $130 for the second offense; and 
$135 for the third offense.

Improving Bicycle Education, Safety 

The Navy’s Transportation Incentive 
Program, or TIP, offers free or 
discounted fares on most forms of mass 
transportation. Participants receive a 
debit card that is reloaded electronically 
as long as they qualify for TIP benefits. 
Most forms of mass transit, including 
vanpools, Coaster service, trolley and the 
ferry, accept the card. TIP participants 
must use mass transit or rideshare at 
least 11 days each calendar month to 
earn benefits. Applicants can sign up 
online at https://tips.navy.mil or call 

the Transportation Incentive Program 
Representative for Naval Base Coronado 
at (619) 247-6000.

Navy Offers Traffic Reduction Solution

The City of Coronado is in the 
process of installing 47 wayfinding 
signs as part of a long-awaited project 
to improve mobility in town through the 
use of coordinated directional guides. 
The Wayfinding project, approved 
last year by the City Council, should 
improve the flow of traffic using signs 
posted at strategic locations to assist 
those in vehicles, on bike or on foot to 
quickly and easily find their way.

Proper signage can improve the flow 
of traffic and navigation, which should 
go a long way in cutting down on people 
getting lost in neighborhoods or ending 
up at the Naval Air Station North Island 
front gate when looking for the beach. 

Wayfinding improves safety. The 
new clear, visible directional signage 
will help avoid confusion. The signs 
are coordinated to promote a broader 
image and sense of community by using 

common nomenclature and identifiable 
themes. 

The City and a consultant worked 
closely with a community stakeholder 
group comprosed of business and 
community leaders who together 
agreed on location, wording and design. 
They approved 19 vehicle signs, eight 
pedestrian signs, 20 bicycle signs, and one 
kiosk in the Coronado Ferry Landing area. 
The consultant identified 18 signs to be 
removed or co-located with the new signs.

What is Wayfinding; Why is it Important? An Occasional Newsletter 
Highlighting Traffic Issues and 

Improvements in the 
Coronado Community
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• Bulb-outs are curb extensions 
that visually and physically narrow 
the roadway, creating safer and shorter 
crossings for pedestrians. Bulb-outs 
can be found on Third Street at F and 
H avenues, on Fourth at B Avenue, and 
Orange Avenue and Second Street (above 
left).

• Speed Tables are vertical deflections 
on a roadway that are flat on top and broad 
enough to raise the entire wheelbase of 
a vehicle. They are the same width as 
the street. They are being studied for 
placement at various locations along the 
Third and Fourth Streets Corridor. 

• Raised Crosswalks with Flashing 
Beacons are like speed tables for vehicles 
but they provide raised flat surfaces for 
walkers and wheelchairs. Flashing beacons 
bring attention to the raised crosswalks 
and can be pedestrian activated. They are 
being studied at various locations along 
the Third and Fourth Streets Corridor, 
but currently are not supported by the 
California Department of Transportation.

• Speed humps are rounded mounds 
about three inches high and 10 to 12 
feet long that slow traffic to 20 mph. For 
optimum speed reduction, speed humps 
need to be placed at frequent, designated 

Despite the City Council’s interest in 
the concept of speed cameras in Coronado, 
particularly along the Third and Fourth 
Streets Corridor, cameras used to cite 
speeding motorists currently are not a 
legally allowed traffic enforcement option 
in California. 

A speed camera system, or automated 
speed enforcement as it is also known, 
would detect and target speeding vehicles, 
capture photographs and data, and perform 
a license plate recognition analysis. 
Supporters say they aid law enforcement 

Third and Fourth Streets: The Heart of Coronado Traffic

Guide to Traffic Calming: Speed Tables, Bulb-outs and Speed Humps

Speed Cameras On Hold for Now
and improve safety. Critics say they 
invade privacy and can cause accidents. 
Despite these debates, several states 
around the country allow their use but not 
California.

The City of San Francisco is pushing 
for legislation to enable speed cameras 
on city-owned roadways; however, 
opposition by the Automobile Club, Gov. 
Jerry Brown and the California Highway 
Patrol and the public in general have 
dissuaded legislators willing to author 
such a bill.

The City Council decided against 
pursuing a public vote on adding 
left-turn restrictions onto A, B and C 
avenues from westbound state Route 75 
after considering the potential impacts 
and hearing from the community at a 
meeting in June. The Council initially 
entertained the idea as yet one more 
attempt to improve safety on Third and 
Fourth streets east of Orange Avenue. 
The Council directed staff in February to 
develop the language for a ballot measure 
asking voters to consider implementing 
the left-turn restrictions, and prepare an 
environmental study as required by the 
California Environmental Quality Act.

Left Turn Prohibitions On Third

From the moment the state of California 
opened the San Diego-Coronado Bridge in 
1969, Coronado changed. Two residential 
streets became major thoroughfares 
maintained not by the City, but by the 
state’s Department of Transportation.

Original bridge projections forecast 
20,000 car trips per weekday but, 
according to the City’s latest annual traffic 
report, the bridge accommodates roughly 
83,000 trips every weekday and 60,000 on 
weekends. 

Relieving the ensuing traffic congestion 
in Coronado is a top priority of the City 
Council. A majority of Coronado’s traffic 
comes from regional sources using state 
Routes 75 and 282, ferrying vehicles 
into and out of Coronado, the heart of 
Coronado traffic.

The City has taken numerous actions on 
the state highways over the years to calm 
traffic, including narrowing driving lane 
widths; adding parking; creating turning 
restrictions; extending the turn lanes on 
Orange Avenue; installing speed advisory 
signs; and increasing traffic enforcement; 
as well as conducting a major study to 
consider an extensive tunnel to divert 
traffic. The Navy reconfigured its Naval 
Air Station North Island entrance to better 
accommodate cars and continues to fund 
vanpooling and promote alternative modes 
of transportation.

The City’s Transportation Commission 
proposed the development of a more 
comprehensive approach to address 
speeding, safety and congestion concerns, 
and the Council decided to move forward 

with a preliminary design of possible 
improvements to state Routes 75 and 
282. The Council agreed to further 
study a number of items from the Third 
and Fourth Streets Traffic Study, by 
consultants Fehr & Peers, including a 
traffic signal at Fourth Street and Alameda 
Boulevard; speed tables and crosswalks; 
“Keep Clear” pavement markings; rapid 
flashing pedestrian beacons; bulb-outs; 
and intersection modifications at various 
locations.

The initial phase for the traffic-calming 
measures includes the area between the 
bridge and Orange as well as the traffic 
signal at Fourth and Alameda Boulevard. 
An initial design has been submitted to 
Caltrans for the installation of a mid-block 
speed table on Fourth between A and B 

avenues as well as bulb-outs on Fourth at 
A and C avenues and for the south side of 
Fourth and Pomona. The design of a traffic 
signal at Fourth and Alameda also has 
been completed and submitted to Caltrans 
for review and approval.

The City is working on other safety 
and mobility improvements in the short 
term, including enhanced and targeted 
police enforcement efforts; the use of six 
new speed advisory signs, in addition 
to the two already in place; additional 
crossing guard hours; and new “Yield to 
Pedestrian” signs in the crosswalks while 
the guards are present.

The City is looking at enhancing the 
aesthetics and traffic-calming features at 
the toll plaza area as discussed in more 
detail in this newsletter.

intervals based on the street’s dimensions 
to minimize the tendency of drivers to 
accelerate between them. They can be 
found along Glorietta Boulevard as it hugs 
the Coronado Golf Course.

• Roundabouts are large, circular 
islands in the middle of intersections, 
around which all oncoming vehicles must 
travel in a counter-clockwise direction 
until reaching their destination street. 
They slow traffic while not impeding its 
flow nor requiring traffic signals. The City 
installed a roundabout at Pomona Avenue 
and Seventh Street in 2014. 

• High-intensity Activated cross 
WalK, or HAWK, signals are pedestrian-
controlled traffic signals used to stop 
road traffic and allow pedestrians to 
cross safely. Although considered valid 
pedestrian crossing aids, HAWK signals 
are not currently supported by the 
California Department of Transportation 
(above center).

• Narrowed Lanes calm traffic and can 
be accomplished through the addition 
of striping for Class 2 bicycle lanes and 
buffer zones along the roadway. A good 
example of a narrowed lane can be found 
on Glorietta Boulevard along the Coronado 
Golf Course (above right).
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The City began construction on the 
Coronado Cays Entrance project last 
month. The project will improve safety 
for cars, bicyclists and pedestrians, as well 
as update and enhance the community’s 
entrance.

The project includes three critical safety 
improvements. The first one lowers the 
perimeter wall so drivers approaching the 
entrance have a better view of bicyclists 
and pedestrians traveling along Coronado’s 
section of the 24-mile Bayshore Bikeway. 

The second is the relocation of the guard 
kiosk to a location adjacent to the existing 
roundabout on Coronado Cays Boulevard, 
further improving overall visibility. 

The City’s popular Free Summer 
Shuttle service kicked off on May 
27. The program helps get residents 
and visitors out of their cars during 
Coronado’s busiest season. This 
year, the City added new shuttle 
service along the Silver Strand to 
Loews Coronado Bay Resort and 
the Coronado Cays. 

The service will operate from 
9 a.m. to 9 p.m. Sunday through 
Thursday, and until 10 p.m. on 
Friday and Saturday, through 

September 26. The program is 
primarily funded by the City with 
contributions from the Coronado 
Tourism Improvement District, 
which pays for the shuttle “wraps,” 
as well as in-kind contributions 
from Loews.

The City contracts with the San 
Diego Metropolitan Transit System 
to provide the Free Summer Shuttle 
in downtown Coronado and with 
Loews to operate the Free Silver 
Strand Shuttle that connects Cays 

riders with the village-area shuttle. 
The Free Summer Shuttle runs 

at 15-minute intervals and the new 
Free Silver Strand Shuttle will run 
at 30-minute intervals from the 
Cays to downtown.

The Free Summer Shuttle 
in Coronado is MTS’s highest 
performing route in terms of 
passengers carried per hour of 
operation. The Free Summer Shuttle 
Program began in 2013, expanding 
MTS’s Route 904 service.

Cays Entrance Project Will Improve Ped, Bicycle Safety

A plan to revitalize and beautify the San Diego-
Coronado Bridge toll plaza area into a signature 
gateway is moving forward.

The toll plaza is managed and maintained by the 
California Department of Transportation and has long 
been seen as an unwelcoming eyesore surrounded by 
aging structures and lackluster landscaping. 

Initially, the City considered funding a limited 
project to improve the landscaping and provide some 
traffic calming. The City Council, however, favored 
conducting an extensive visioning process with more 
public outreach. This resulted in a vision plan that 
narrowed down the concepts for the Coronado Gateway 
into projects that could be completed in the short-, mid- 
and long-term range based on complexity and cost, and 
ranging from $2.5 million to more than $50 million. 

At a minimum, the plan will include significantly 
improved landscaping with mature palms and lush 
foliage, revitalization of textures, finishes, lighting 
and signage on the toll plaza itself, as well as traffic-
calming features such as a narrowing of lanes and 
decorative pavement.  

A Council subcommittee suggested a “Modified 
Boulevard” concept which could include connectivity 
across state Route 75 for pedestrians and bicyclists; 
greater traffic-calming measures; and an evaluation of 
“the wing,” an original design feature of the toll plaza.  
Whether to preserve or remove the wing is a decision 
about which the public has been evenly divided and the 
Council has yet to decide.

The Council subcommittee was tasked with 
returning to the full Council in the next few months 
with its final recommendations.

2016 Summer Shuttle With New Cays Service Rolls Out Coronado Gateway
Planning Continues

Coronado has 13 boards and commissions composed 
of volunteer residents who act in an advisory capacity 
to the City Council. Members go through a selection 
process, serve three-year terms and meet monthly. 
Members are selected by the City Council based on 
their qualifications. No experience is required. The 
City looks for volunteers with a willingness to serve 
the community and a commitment to fairly weigh 
the matters before them. Two of these bodies whose 
focus is on transportation issues are the Coronado 
Transportation Commission and the Bicycle Advisory 
Committee, each with seven members. For more 
information call (619) 522-7320.

The City of Coronado provides 
free morning ferry service across 
San Diego Bay to commuters 
Monday through Friday, with five 
trips during the morning rush hour 
and five trips in the afternoon.

Funding for the Coronado 
Commuter Ferry has been 
provided since 1993 by a state 
grant administered by the City of 
Coronado to help reduce the number 
of cars on the road and the impacts 
on the environment by providing an 
alternative to driving. 

A fifth route was added in 
the morning in recent years. 
Commuters now ride free during the 
early morning hours of 5:15 a.m. to 
8:50 a.m. Morning commuters are 
provided a free return ticket from 
the crew to use that afternoon.

The ferry service carries 
commuters from the Broadway Pier 
in San Diego to the Coronado Ferry 
Landing. Bikes are allowed on the 
Coronado Commuter Ferry.

Coronado Offers Free Commuter Ferry

Resident Volunteers Dedicate 
Many Hours to Transportation

Finally, the plan will install bicycle 
circles, or mini-roundabouts about 22 
feet in diameter, along the bike path as it 
approaches the Cays entrance from both 
directions to slow bicyclists before they 
enter the intersection. 

A project consultant coordinated 
the design of the entrance project with 
a working group of staff members and 
Coronado Cays residents appointed by the 
Coronado Cays Homeowners Association. 
Several design enhancements were 
included to further improve public access 
and neighborhood aesthetics, including a 
30-inch-tall landscape wall with a stone 
veneer extending 30 feet on either side of 
the new kiosk.
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Agenda Item 11a: 
Report on Inter-Agency Committee and Board Assignments for Michael Woiwode 

Period ending 6/21/2016 
 

Monday, 6/20: San Diego Chamber Congressional luncheon.  Representatives Hunter, Davis, 
Peters, and Issa were present and answering questions from the 500 attendees.  
 
Monday, 6/20: Naval Complexes Coordinating Group.  Traffic counts, progress in iCommute 
programs, and limitations on use of DoD facilities for events. 
 
Saturday, 6/18: Chili Cook-off in alley between H & I, Third and Fourth. 
 
Saturday, 6/18: Ribbon cutting on Aquatics Center at Pepper Park in National City.  This was a 
Port-funded project.  It includes facilities very similar to our Club Room & Boathouse. 
 
Saturday, 6/18: Dale St. Denis memorial service. 
 
Friday, 6/17: SANDAG Transportation Committee.  Presentation of operating budgets and audit 
results. 
 
Thursday, 6/16: Coronado Chamber Sundowner at Il Forniao. 
 
Monday, 6/13: League of California Cities meeting.  Update on pending legislation. 
 
Monday, 6/13: SANDAG Military Working Group.  Discussion of encroachment issues.  
Briefing on Naval Base Coronado Pilot program with iCommute.  Good success, but needs 
continued attention. 
 
Sunday, 6/12: Junior Women’s Club brunch awarding scholarship to Dina Rose Hill.   
 
Friday, 6/10: SANDAG Board meeting.  Refinement of wording for the proposed November 
ballot measure raising the TransNet tax. 
 
Thursday, 6/9: Meeting with Dave Sweeney and Dave Gillingham to discuss RSIP concepts. 
 
Thursday, 6/9: MTS Board.  New deal for the PIRR, the railway east through Mexico. 
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APPROVAL OF REAPPOINTMENT OF CHELSEA SYLVESTER TO SERVE A 
SECOND THREE-YEAR TERM ON THE CORONADO LIBRARY BOARD OF 
TRUSTEES  

RECOMMENDATION:  Reappoint Chelsea Sylvester to the Library Board of Trustees for a 
second three-year term to expire August 31, 2019. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  None. 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:   The Government Code provides that the Mayor is 
responsible for appointments to most commissions or committees, with the approval of the City 
Council.  An appointment to vacancies on City commissions, therefore, is a legislative action. 
Generally, “legislative” actions receive greater deference from the courts, and persons 
challenging a legislative action must prove that the decision was arbitrary, capricious, or 
unlawfully or procedurally unfair.     

BACKGROUND:  City of Coronado Administrative Procedure #204 and Council policy limits 
the time an individual may serve on a board or commission to a maximum of two terms or eight 
years, whichever is less.  City Council Policies #6 and #23 set forth the process for re-appointing 
eligible incumbents, and the competitive appointment process to fill vacancies on City boards, 
commissions, and committees. 

Ms. Sylvester was appointed to the Library Board on August 20, 2013, and has served one full, 
three-year term.  She is eligible for reappointment to a second three-year term to expire August 
31, 2019.  Ms. Sylvester has indicated that she desires to serve another term should she be 
reappointed. 

PUBLIC NOTICE:  None required for reappointment. 

ALTERNATIVE:  Decline to make the reappointment and direct the City Clerk to advertise for 
additional applicants.   

Submitted by City Clerk/Clifford 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PS R/G 
BK TR NA JNC MLC NA NA NA CE NA NA NA 
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CONSIDERATION OF APPOINTMENT TO FILL ONE VACANCY ON THE BICYCLE 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

RECOMMENDATION: Appoint one individual from the list below to serve out the remainder of 
the current term, which expires December 31, 2016. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  None. 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:   The Government Code provides that the Mayor is 
responsible for appointments to most commissions or committees, with the approval of the City 
Council.  An appointment to vacancies on City commissions, therefore, is a legislative action. 
Generally, “legislative” actions receive greater deference from the courts, and persons 
challenging a legislative action must prove that the decision was arbitrary, capricious, or 
unlawfully or procedurally unfair.     

BACKGROUND:  The Coronado Municipal Code and City Council Policies #6 and #23 set 
forth the appointment process to fill vacancies or re-appoint eligible incumbents to City boards, 
commissions, or committees, and set a limit on the time an individual may serve to a maximum of 
two terms or eight years, whichever is less. 

Beth Bakke was appointed to the Bicycle Advisory Committee on December 3, 2013 to a term 
that expires on December 31, 2016.  Ms. Bakke submitted her resignation on May 23, 2016, as 
she is moving from California.   

LEGAL NOTICE: This vacancy was advertised in the Coronado Eagle & Journal on June 8 
and 15, 2016.  Notices were posted at City Hall, at the Public Library, on the City’s website, and 
in the City Manager’s Weekly Update. 

The following individual had submitted an application for the City Council’s consideration when 
the Council filled a vacancy in February 2016.  He has indicated his continued interest in serving 
on this committee: 

Morgan Justin Miller 

ALTERNATIVE:  Decline to make an appointment at this time and direct the City Clerk to 
advertise for additional applicants.   

Submitted by City Clerk/Clifford 
Attachment:  Application 

CM ACM AS CA CC CE CD F L P PSE R/G 
BK TR NA JNC MLC EW NA NA NA NA NA NA 
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CONSIDERATION OF APPOINTMENT OF ONE AT-LARGE MEMBER TO SERVE 
ON THE CORONADO TOURISM IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT BOARD  

RECOMMENDATION:  Appoint one individual to a three-year term that will expire on June 
15, 2019. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  None 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:   The Government Code provides that the Mayor is 
responsible for appointments to most commissions or committees, with the approval of the City 
Council.  An appointment to vacancies on City commissions, therefore, is a legislative action. 
Generally, “legislative” actions receive greater deference from the courts, and persons 
challenging a legislative action must prove that the decision was arbitrary, capricious, or 
unlawfully or procedurally unfair.     

PUBLIC NOTICE:  Two vacancies were advertised in the Coronado Eagle & Journal on April 
13 and 20, 2016.  Notices were posted at City Hall, at the Public Library, and on the City’s 
website.  A banner ad was also placed in eCoronado’s email newsletter that was distributed April 
12. 

BACKGROUND:  On June 15, 2010, the City Council adopted Ordinance No. 2013 to formally 
establish the Coronado Tourism Improvement District (CTID).  Two members of the nine-
member board are at-large, appointed by the City Council.  The Coronado Municipal Code and 
City Council Policies #6 and #23 set forth the appointment process to fill vacancies and the re-
appointment of eligible incumbents to, boards, commissions, or committees, and set a limit on the 
time an individual may serve to a maximum of two terms or eight years, whichever is less. 

ANALYSIS:  Ms. Mary Ann Berta and Mr. David Spatafore were appointed to the inaugural 
CTID board on June 15, 2010, for a three-year term and reappointed on June 4, 2013, to a second 
three-year term to expire June 15, 2016.  As they have served the maximum of two full three-
year terms, they are not eligible for reappointment. 

Although there were two vacancies as of June 15, only one application was received in time for 
inclusion on the June 7, 2016 agenda.  At that meeting, the City Council appointed Robert 
Kennedy to a three-year term to expire June 15, 2019. 

The following individual has submitted an application, for the City Council’s consideration, to 
fill the remaining at-large vacancy: 

Sue Godwin 

ALTERNATIVE:  Decline appointment and direct the City Clerk to advertise for additional 
applicants to be considered by the City Council for appointment.   

Submitted by City Clerk/Clifford 
Attachment:  Application 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD F L P PSE R/G 
BK TR NA JNC MLC NA NA NA NA NA NA 
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CONSIDERATION OF APPOINTMENT OF ONE NEW MEMBER TO THE DESIGN 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

RECOMMENDATION:  Appoint one individual from the list below to a three-year term to 
expire July 31, 2019. 

BUDGET IMPACT:  None. 

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:   The Government Code provides that the Mayor is 
responsible for appointments to most commissions or committees, with the approval of the City 
Council.  An appointment to vacancies on City commissions, therefore, is a legislative action.  
Generally, “legislative” actions receive greater deference from the courts, and persons 
challenging a legislative action must prove that the decision was arbitrary, capricious, or 
unlawfully or procedurally unfair.     

PUBLIC NOTICE:  The upcoming vacancy was advertised in the Coronado Eagle & Journal 
on April 13, 20, May 25, and June 8, 2016.  Notices were posted at City Hall, at the Public 
Library, on the City’s website, and in the City Manager’s Weekly Update. 

BACKGROUND:  City of Coronado Administrative Procedure #204 and Council policy limits 
the time an individual may serve on a board or commission to a maximum of two terms or eight 
years, whichever is less.  City Council Policies #6 and #23 set forth the process for re-appointing 
eligible incumbents, and the competitive appointment process to fill vacancies on City boards, 
commissions, and committees. 

The term of Commission member Christian Rice will expire on July 31, 2016.  Commissioner 
Rice has served the maximum of two full three-year terms and is not eligible for reappointment.   

The City Municipal Code specifies that three members of the Design Review Commission shall 
be professional in some field of design, including but not limited to architecture, landscaping, 
interior design, or graphic design; one member shall be a business person owning, operating, or 
managing property in the City of a commercial or industrial nature; and the qualification of one 
member shall be determined at the discretion of the City Council.   

The Design Review Commission members who will remain on the commission after Mr. Rice’s 
terms ends are: 

William Gise Member at-large 
Dorothy Howard Design professional 
Donna Crossman 
Jon Ryan 

Design professional 
Business owner 

In order to maintain the required makeup of commission membership, this vacancy must be 
filled by a professional in some field of design.   
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The following individuals submitted an application by the deadline: 
 
Ruby Lynn Carr (Architect) 
Beth Delano (Interior Designer) 
Kathryn Bell Hendrickson (Architect) 
Janice Howard McElroy (Entrepreneur Designer) 
 
ALTERNATIVE:  Decline to make an appointment at this time and direct the City Clerk to 
advertise for additional applicants.   
 
Submitted by City Clerk/Clifford 
Attached:  Applications  

 
CM ACM AS CA CC CD F G L P PS R 
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REPORT ON THE GATEWAY VISION PLAN 

ISSUE:  At its March 15, 2016 meeting, the City Council continued the discussion on the next 
steps for improvements to the Gateway/Toll Plaza. 

RECOMMENDATION:  Continue to refine a concept that will incorporate the traffic calming 
characteristics of a parkway, including pedestrian crossing improvements, while maintaining the 
functionality of the existing facilities.  

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 Council determined that a more 
extensive project with greater public participation was required.  Subsequently, Michael Baker 
International, working with a subcommittee of Councilmembers Woiwode and Bailey, produced 
a Gateway Vision Plan.  The plan identifies several alternative options with costs ranging from 
approximately $2 million to $65 million.  

There is approximately $6.5 million available for funding this project in the Toll Fund; in 
addition, the City has submitted a request to SANDAG to repurpose the leftover Tunnel Grant 
funding of approximately $970,000.  If approved, this funding is required to be obligated by July 
2019.   

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. 

CEQA:  The project will be subject to CEQA analysis. 

PUBLIC NOTICE:  None required; however; individuals who requested notification regarding 
this project were informed by email that this is on the agenda. 

BACKGROUND:  On March 15, 2016, the Council subcommittee for the Gateway Vision Plan 
recommended the “Preserve and Improve” design option for further development; one of the 
compelling reasons was to select an alternative that was doable, one that would not get bogged 
down either with the loss of political will, financial constraints, or impatience of the community. 
After hearing from several members of the community and a lengthy discussion by the Council, 
this item was continued to allow the subcommittee time to consider the public testimony; clarify 
issues that were expressed; and return with a recommendation on how to proceed. 

ANALYSIS:  Based on comments and discussion from the March 15 meeting, the subcommittee 
requested staff and Michael Baker International to provide more detailed information regarding 
schedules and effectiveness of the design alternatives.  One of the concerns raised was the length 
of time it may take to construct the alternatives.  There were several reasons to push to get 
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something accomplished in the short term including the unacceptable existing conditions, the 
length of time improvements to the area have been discussed, and the loss of purchasing power 
over time of the toll funds (proposed funding source).  In addition, the City was recently advised 
that the leftover grant funds of approximately $970,000 for the tunnel project could be 
repurposed.  The City has requested that these leftover funds be repurposed to the Gateway 
project; these funds need to be obligated by July 2019. 
 
Michael Baker International was asked to develop schedules for both the roundabout and the cut-
and-cover options.  The attached schedules estimate the time required for the following tasks:  
Preliminary Design, Environmental Documents/Entitlements, Right-of-Way Acquisition, 
Discretionary Permits, Construction Documents, Encroachment Permit, and Construction.  With 
both of these longer-term options, there is a considerable amount of time that should be allocated 
for right-of-way acquisition, as it is not currently known what existing functions would remain 
(building, storage lot, electrical substation, “zipper” parking, etc.) and be incorporated into the 
project and which functions will be required to be relocated elsewhere.  Replacement property 
will likely need to be acquired to accommodate some of these existing functions.  The updated 
schedule shows the estimated project completion for these two options to exceed ten years with 
corresponding costs likely approaching $20 million for the roundabout and $65 million or more 
for the cut and cover. 
 
Another concern raised at the March 15 meeting was whether the roundabout alternative would 
truly function as a roundabout.  Michael Baker International was asked to look at this concept to 
determine if the roundabout would process traffic and allow turn movements like a typical 
roundabout. Their conclusion was that because of the number of lanes and volume of traffic, the 
roundabout would not operate as a typical roundabout.  It would be very difficult to allow 
eastbound Fourth Street to turn onto northbound Glorietta or reverse its direction (make a U-
turn) in the roundabout.   
 
Based on the timeline to implement the roundabout or the cut-and-cover options, the 
subcommittee requested that Michael Baker International develop a parkway plan that would 
keep most of the basic functions that occur at the toll plaza and incorporate traffic calming, 
enhanced vegetation, neighborhood street lighting, and pedestrian crossing options.  Michael 
Baker is developing refined conceptual drawings to reflect this direction.  It is anticipated that 
the project will be phased to allow some elements to be constructed early, with some of the more 
challenging/time-consuming elements to follow.  For example, the exterior of the Caltrans 
building in the Toll Plaza could be rehabilitated in the earlier stage of the project to achieve an 
immediate impact. 
 
ALTERNATIVE:  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/Walton 
Attachments: Schedule for Roundabout Alternative 
  Schedule for Tunnel Alternative 
 
N:\All Departments\Staff Reports - Drafts\2016 Meetings\07-19 Meeting SR Due July 7\FINAL Gateway Vision Plan.doc 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
BK TR JK RRS MLC NA EW NA NA NA CMM NA 
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INTRODUCTION OF A NEW CITY WEBSITE AND OVERVIEW OF DEVELOPMENT 
PROCESS 

RECOMMENDATION: Receive staff report and live demonstration of new web site. 

FISCAL IMPACT: The cost to develop the new City website and smart phone app was 
$75,000.  The annual cost to maintain the website is $8,000.  It expected that this design will 
serve the City for 4-6 years depending on advancements in technology.     

CITY COUNCIL AUTHORITY:  Information item only. 

PUBLIC NOTICE:  None required. 

BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS: As the City prepares to roll out a new website, staff has 
prepared a PowerPoint and live demonstration for Council of its usability and features.  In 
addition, this report summarizes the process used for selecting the website design and hosting 
company and how the redesign process transpired. The design of the City’s existing website is 
dated (2008), and the City has received complaints that the site is difficult to navigate and that it 
takes many steps to find information sought. For staff who manage and keep the site updated, 
they find the current content management system cumbersome and time consuming to use.  In 
addition, the existing City website is not “responsive” in design; that is, it does not automatically 
adjust the content for use on smaller devices such as small tablets and smart phones.   

The goals for a new website were to improve transparency, communication, and responsiveness, 
and to decrease the time it takes to find information sought. Developing a website that has strong 
website management tools, including reporting capabilities, was also an important goal of the 
project. Because the City does not have a dedicated webmaster, the behind-the-scenes 
administration of the system needs to be straightforward and flexible because there are multiple 
department content managers who will be actively involved in maintaining the website in order 
to keep it current. 

Given the small size of our IT staff, the City hired NexLevel Information Technology to assist 
with the project.  The RFP was approved for release by the Council on December 2, 2014.  Some 
of the goals of a redesigned website, as identified in the staff report, included improved ability 
for citizen responsiveness, expanded information offerings, and a much more intuitive design.   

The RFP selection process and contract review took until May 2015 to complete.  As part of the 
RFP, vendors were asked to propose either their own “citizen reporting” system or to offer 
suggestions for partnership with a third-party provider.  One of the proposals included 
PublicStuff, the citizen reporting system eventually chosen because of its strong mobile app 
development process and issue reporting and tracking capabilities.  None of the other proposals 
included a robust reporting system. 

The selection team took into account ‘strength of fit’ of each proposal to needs identified in the 
RFP.  The contract with CivicLive was approved by the Council on April 7, 2015, and the 
project proceeded to the design phase.   
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During the design phase, department content was reviewed, interviews were conducted with 
department directors and key stakeholders, and decisions were made by the design committee 
about which links were to be included in the top-level megamenus.  The use of megamenus and 
quick links are helpful in reducing the “number of clicks” (to find information that is sought 
after) which positively affects key web analytics - increase ‘pages per session’ (the number of 
webpages viewed by the same visitor during one visit) and decrease ‘bounce rate’ (the 
percentage of visitors to a particular website who navigate away from the site after viewing only 
one page). 
 
The focus of the design team was to make the site welcoming, sophisticated, user-friendly, and 
visually attractive but also to guide the department content managers to provide consistent, 
relevant, and useful information.  The use of megamenus and quick links enable convenient and 
efficient access to City information and services and the use of “responsive design” elements 
enables site content to be rendered effectively on mobile devices of varying screen sizes.  Other 
improvements found in the new website include: 
 

• Implemented a consistent look and feel across all pages on the website and standardized 
solidified style rules to ensure consistent look is maintained regardless of the device 
and/or browser used to access the website. 

• Implemented a Content Management System that streamlines the processes associated 
with managing, updating, and maintaining the website.  

• Allows staff to add new pages, documents, and complete other site modifications without 
having to rely on an outside resource. 

• Improved website information architecture to provide easier navigation and search 
capabilities. 

• Addresses all ADA accessibility guidelines. 
• Companion phone app developed for citizen reporting system 
• The host site provides secure and consistent website availability, with ample warning of 

upgrades and scheduled outages, and 24/7 responsiveness. 
 
Website Analytics/Statistics 
The new website will become active on July 20, 2016.  Going forward, staff will be monitoring 
the most common website analytics to gauge improvements in the user experience, including:  
 

• Average Session Duration (higher the better – as the longer users stay on site typically 
means users are finding what they need) 

• Session Duration 0-10 seconds (the % of total site visitors that are on the site for 0-10 
seconds; a lower % is better)  

• Pages per Session (higher the better) 
• Bounce Rate (lower the better – we don’t want users to leave site quickly after viewing 

home page, which typically means they are not finding what they are looking for) 
• New/Returning visitors (just a guideline over time, as a discussion point for what types of 

visitors the City’s site tends to get) 
• Unique Visitors per Day (more unique visitors can lead to more utilization of the site) 
• Top Five Pages (helps determine how to position links within web site) 
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For comparison purposes, staff collected website analytic data for fiscal years 2013-2014, 2014-
2015, and 2015-2016 (shown in the table and list below).  Goals for improvement over the 
course of a year after release of the new site include increasing average session duration, 
increasing pages per session, and decreasing the 0-10 second session duration statistic. 
 
Statistic    2013-14  2014-15  2015-16 
Average Session Duration  1:32   1:25   1:29 
Session Duration 0-10 seconds 63%   63%   64% 
Pages per Session   1.92   1.86   1.86 
Bounce Rate    60%   60%   60% 
New/Returning visitors  68/32%  70/30%  68/32% 
Unique Visitors per Day  657   638   635 
 
Top Five Pages 

1. Home page 
2. Library 
3. Beaches and Bays 
4. HR – Jobs page 
5. Community Center Rentals 

 
Submitted by Administrative Services/Krueger, Lewton 
 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
BK TR JK RS MLC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
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CONSIDERATION OF REQUEST FROM MAYOR TANAKA AND 
COUNCILMEMBER SANDKE THAT THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE INITIATION 
OF A DISCUSSION ABOUT POSSIBLE NEXT STEPS THAT THE CITY OF 
CORONADO COULD TAKE WITH REGARD TO THE POTENTIAL EFFECTS OF 
CLIMATE CHANGE 

Please see attached request from Mayor Tanaka and Councilmember Sandke. 

CM ACM AS CA CC CD CE F L P PSE R/G 
BK NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
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