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Any writings or documents provided to a majority of the City Council/Planning 
Commission/Public Financing Authority/Housing Authority/I.B. Redevelopment Agency 
Successor Agency regarding any item on this agenda will be made available for public 
inspection in the office of the City Clerk located at 825 Imperial Beach Blvd., Imperial Beach, CA 
91932 during normal business hours. 

A G E N D A  

CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
CITY COUNCIL 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
PUBLIC FINANCING AUTHORITY 

HOUSING AUTHORITY 
IMPERIAL BEACH REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY SUCCESSOR AGENCY 

FEBRUARY 17, 2016 

Council Chambers 
825 Imperial Beach Boulevard 

Imperial Beach, CA  91932 

CLOSED SESSION MEETING – 5:00 P.M. 
REGULAR MEETING– 6:00 P.M. 

 

THE CITY COUNCIL ALSO SITS AS THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH PLANNING COMMISSION, 
PUBLIC FINANCING AUTHORITY, HOUSING AUTHORITY AND IMPERIAL BEACH 
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY SUCCESSOR AGENCY 
 

The City of Imperial Beach is endeavoring to be in total compliance with the Americans with Disabilities 
Act (ADA).  If you require assistance or auxiliary aids in order to participate at City Council meetings, 

please contact the City Clerk’s Office at (619) 423-8301, as far in advance of the meeting as possible. 

CLOSED SESSION MEETING CALL TO ORDER 

ROLL CALL BY CITY CLERK 

CLOSED SESSION 

1. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION 
Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.9(d)(1)  

Case No. 37-2013-00081555-CU-EI-CTL 

2. CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATORS  
Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.8 

Property: APN: 625-241-02-00 
Agency Negotiator: City Manager, City Attorney 
Negotiating Party: Sawhney Family LTD Partnership 
Under Negotiation: Price and terms of payment 

3. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION 
Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.9(d)(1)  

Case No. 37-2016-00000183-CU-WM-CTL 

RECONVENE AND ANNOUNCE ACTION (IF APPROPRIATE) 

ADJOURN CLOSED SESSION 
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REGULAR MEETING CALL TO ORDER 

ROLL CALL BY CITY CLERK 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

AGENDA CHANGES 

MAYOR/COUNCIL REIMBURSEMENT DISCLOSURE/COMMUNITY 
ANNOUNCEMENTS/REPORTS ON ASSIGNMENTS AND COMMITTEES 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM CITY STAFF 

PUBLIC COMMENT- Each person wishing to address the City Council regarding items not on the 

posted agenda may do so at this time.  In accordance with State law, Council may not take action on an 
item not scheduled on the agenda.  If appropriate, the item will be referred to the City Manager or placed 
on a future agenda. 

PRESENTATIONS (1) 

None.  

CONSENT CALENDAR (2.1-2.9)-All matters listed under Consent Calendar are considered to be routine 

by the City Council and will be enacted by one motion.  There will be no separate discussion of these items, 
unless a Councilmember or member of the public requests that particular item(s) be removed from the Consent 
Calendar and considered separately.  Those items removed from the Consent Calendar will be discussed at 
the end of the Agenda. 

2.1 MINUTES.  (0300-25) 
 Recommendation:  That the City Council approves the Regular Meeting Minutes of 

November 4, 2015. 

2.2 RATIFICATION OF WARRANT REGISTER.  (0300-25) 
 Recommendation:  It is respectfully requested that the City Council ratifies the warrant 

register.  

2.3 ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7665 AUTHORIZING SUBMITTAL OF 
SENIOR CENTER HRP GRANT APPLICATION.  (0390-86 & 0930-20) 

 Recommendation:  Receive report and adopt resolution.  

2.4 RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7663 ADOPTING THE CITY’S SALARY SCHEDULE PLAN 
FOR FY 2015-2017 AND AMENDING THE CITY’S SALARY SCHEDULE PLANS FOR 
FY 2011-2013 & 2013-2015.  (0520-75) 

 Recommendation:  Approve resolution.  

2.5 RECEIVE DECEMBER 2015 TREASURER’S REPORT.  (0300-90) 
 Recommendation:  That the City Council receives the monthly Treasurer’s Report.  

2.6 RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7669 SETTING THE TIME AND PLACE FOR A PUBLIC 
HEARING TO CONSIDER THE FORMATION OF AN UNDERGROUND UTILITY 
DISTRICT IN 1300 BLOCK DONAX AVENUE;  RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7670 
SETTING THE TIME AND PLACE FOR A PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER THE 
FORMATION OF AN UNDERGROUND UTILITY DISTRICT IN 1300 BLOCK ELM 
AVENUE;  AND RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7671 SETTING THE TIME AND PLACE FOR 
A PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER THE FORMATION OF AN UNDERGROUND 
UTILITY DISTRICT IN 900-1000 BLOCKS FERN AVENUE.  (0810-20) 

 Recommendation:  Adopt resolutions. 

2.7 PUMP STATION NO. 10 EMERGENCY REPAIR - UPDATE REPORT.  (0830-35) 
 Recommendation:  Acknowledge the award of the contract with Charles King, Inc. and 

that the proposed work was awarded at a cost of $136,855, well under the engineer’s 
estimate.  

 

Continued on Next Page 
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CONSENT CALENDAR (Continued) 

2.8 AUTHORIZATION TO SUBMIT LETTER OF OPPOSITION TO SB 876 ON 
PREEMPTION OF LOCAL AUTHORITY AND INCONSISTENCY WITH LOCAL LAWS 
AND REGULATIONS.  (0460-20) 

 Recommendation:  Authorize staff to prepare a letter of opposition for signature by the 
Mayor and members of the City Council in opposition of SB 876. 

2.9 CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7667 AUTHORIZING THE 
DEDICATION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY INTO THE CITY’S STREET SYSTEM RELATED 
TO RELINQUISHMENT RECEIVED FROM CALTRANS FOR A PORTION OF STATE 
ROUTE 75 TO FURTHER FACILITATE THE REALIGNMENT OF THE PALM 
AVENUE/STATE ROUTE 75 INTERSECTION AND RIGHT-OF-WAY ADJACENT TO 
THE PROPOSED BREAKWATER PROJECT.  (0740-10) 

 Recommendation:  Adopt resolution. 

ORDINANCES – INTRODUCTION/FIRST READING/PUBLIC HEARING (3.1) 

3.1 INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE NO. 2016-1155: COASTAL 
COMMISSION STIPULATED MODIFICATIONS TO THE ZONING IMPLEMENTATION 
OF THE 2013-2021 IMPERIAL BEACH HOUSING ELEMENT.  MF 1060.  (0660-95) 
Recommendation:  That the City Council: 
1. Open the public hearing; 
2. Receive report and entertain testimony; 
3. Call for the Introduction and First Reading of Ordinance No. 2016-1155 by title only;  
4. City Clerk to read Ordinance 2016-1155 by title only; 
5. Close the public hearing; and  
6. Call for motion to waive further reading in full of Ordinance No. 2016-1155 and set 

the matter for its Second Reading and adoption at the next regularly scheduled City 
Council meeting. 

PUBLIC HEARINGS (4.1-4.2) 

4.1 ERIC WILSON, DONAX GARDEN, LLC (APPLICANT); CONSIDERATION OF 
ADMINISTRATIVE COASTAL PERMIT (ACP 150007), DESIGN REVIEW CASE (DRC 
150008), SITE PLAN REVIEW (SPR 150009), TENTATIVE MAP (TM 150010), AND 
CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION PURSUANT TO CEQA GUIDELINES 15332 (IN-FILL 
DEVELOPMENT) FOR THE DEMOLITION OF ONE EXISTING BUILDING AND 
CONSTRUCTION OF EIGHT NEW RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUM UNITS AT 808 
13TH STREET (APN 626-342-15-00).  MF 1178.  (0600-20) 

 Recommendation:  That the City Council chooses one of the two proposed color 
schemes and adopt Resolution 2016-7668, approving Administrative Coastal Permit 
(ACP 150007), Design Review Case (DRC 150008), Site Plan Review (SPR 150009), 
Tentative Map (TM 150010), and Categorical Exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 
15332 (In-fill Development) for the demolition of one existing building and construction of 
eight new residential condominium units at 808 13th Street (APN 626-342-15-00). 

4.2 ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7664 APPROVING THE PALM AVENUE/ SR 
75 COMMERCIAL CORRIDOR STREETSCAPE PLAN (MF 1171).  (0740-10) 

 Recommendation:  That the City Council:  
1. Receives the report and opens the public hearing;  
2. Entertains testimony and closes the public hearing; and 
3. Adopts Resolution No. 2016-7664 that approves the project and provides findings 

that it is in conformance with local and state requirements. 
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REPORTS (5.1-5.3) 

5.1 REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7672 AUTHORIZING 
CONSTRUCTION OF AN OUTDOOR GYM AT VETERAN’S PARK TOGETHER WITH 
AN APPROPRIATION OF FUNDS NOT TO EXCEED $20,000.  (0940-10) 
Recommendation:  Adopt resolution. 

5.2 UPDATE FROM AD HOC COUNCIL COMMITTEE FOR COMMERCIAL ZONING 
REVIEW.  (0410-05 & 0610-05) 
Recommendation:  That the council receives the update and discusses directing staff to 
draft an interim urgency ordinance to prohibit certain uses to give the City time to study 
the effects of the current zoning and potential changes to zoning regulations in the City. 

5.3 BI-ANNUAL INVESTMENT REPORT PRESENTED BY CHANDLER ASSET 
MANAGEMENT.  (0920-70) 
Recommendation:  Accept the bi-annual investment report from Chandler Asset 
Management. 

I.B. REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY SUCCESSOR AGENCY REPORTS (6) 

None.  

ITEMS PULLED FROM THE CONSENT CALENDAR (IF ANY) 

ADJOURN REGULAR MEETING 

 
The Imperial Beach City Council welcomes you and encourages your continued interest and 

involvement in the City’s decision-making process. 

FOR YOUR CONVENIENCE, A COPY OF THE AGENDA AND COUNCIL MEETING PACKET MAY BE 
VIEWED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK AT CITY HALL OR ON OUR WEBSITE AT 

www.ImperialBeachCA.gov 

 

          /s/    

Jacqueline M. Hald, MMC 
City Clerk 

http://www.imperialbeachca.gov/


 

 

MINUTES 

CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
CITY COUNCIL 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
PUBLIC FINANCING AUTHORITY 

HOUSING AUTHORITY 
IMPERIAL BEACH REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY SUCCESSOR AGENCY 

NOVEMBER 4, 2015 
Council Chambers 

825 Imperial Beach Boulevard 
Imperial Beach, CA  91932 

REGULAR & CLOSED SESSION MEETINGS – 6:00 P.M. 

REGULAR MEETING CALL TO ORDER 
Mayor Dedina called the Regular Meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 

ROLL CALL BY CITY CLERK 
Councilmembers Present:  Patton, Bragg, Spriggs 
Councilmembers Absent:  None 
Mayor Present:   Dedina 
Mayor Pro Tem Present:  Bilbray 
Staff Present: City Manager Hall, City Attorney Lyon, City Clerk Hald, 

Public Works Director Levien, Assistant City Manager 
Dush; Building Official Holden 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by the Mar Vista High School Navy Junior ROTC. 

AGENDA CHANGES 
MOTION BY BRAGG, SECOND BY PATTON, TO REMOVE CLOSED SESSION ITEM NO. 1 
FROM THE AGENDA.  MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
MAYOR/COUNCIL REIMBURSEMENT DISCLOSURE/COMMUNITY 
ANNOUNCEMENTS/REPORTS ON ASSIGNMENTS AND COMMITTEES 
Councilmember Patton reported on the success of the Public Safety Open House and the City 
of San Diego’s Palm Avenue Revitalization Workshop, his attendance at the SANDAG meeting, 
and complimented the fence on IB Blvd. and Seacoast Dr..  He stated parents and teachers 
were grateful for the Parks and Recreation survey making it down to Mendoza School.  He 
announced the Dempsey Holder Surf Contest on Saturday and Military Appreciation Day on 
Sunday. 

Councilmember Bragg reported on her and Mayor Dedina’s attendance at the County Mental 
Health Outreach Forum, the October 29 MTS meeting and reported that MTS has a new 
website. 

Councilmember Spriggs reported on his attendance on the South County Economic 
Development Council and his participation in a webinar for the California Coastal Commission in 
Preparation for a League of California Cities workshop regarding Sea Level rise issues.  He 
requested Councilmembers read “Forecasting for Uncertain Futures,” an article in Western City 
magazine and that an item be placed on a future agenda to discuss how certain issues included 
in the article would affect IB. 

Mayor ProTem Bilbray announced that at the Military Appreciation Day event Hutchins Realty 
and VFW will be hosting a beer garden with proceeds going to VFW and Courage to Call. 

Mayor Dedina also complimented the appearance of the new fence on IB Blvd. and Seacoast 

Item 2.1 
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Dr. He reported that Bill Walton, NBA Hall of Famer, played a role in getting the world’s largest 
bike tour to come to IB in May and that he’s been working with the Olympic committee to get the 
beach sports to come to IB. He announced the second round of the Dempsey Holder Ocean 
Festival and Surf Contest on Saturday and Military Appreciation Day on Sunday.  He reported 
on his and City Manager Hall’s attendance at a meeting in Tijuana to discuss issues with the 
Tijuana River. 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM CITY STAFF 
John French announced the El Niño and Sea Level Rise Workshop on November 17, 2015. 

Assistant City Manager Dush announced, on behalf of the owner of the property at IB Blvd. and 
Seacoast, a neighborhood workshop on November 19 from 6:00 - 8:00 p.m. at the Community 
Center for a proposed resort project. 

PUBLIC COMMENT 
Fabrice Gamin voiced concerns about the condition of Mar Vista High School and urged City 
Council to work with the Sweetwater Union High School District to have funds go toward its 
improvement.  He handed out copies of the “Long Range Facility Master Plan” presentation to 
Councilmembers. 

Michael Carey voiced his concerns regarding the Lighthouse and Florida Street projects and 
requested a review process on current zoning regulations.  

Councilmember Patton suggested placing an item on the next agenda or having an Ad Hoc 
committee work on this issue and that he would like to participate in that process. 

Councilmember Spriggs agreed, stating he has heard similar types of concerns from the public. 

Mayor Dedina requested to have the issues submitted in writing along with placing an item on a 
future agenda so that it’s clear what needs to be accomplished and have the City Attorney 
review it. 

Councilmember Spriggs stated it should be done as soon as possible but also allow time for 
staff and the City Attorney to prepare an informative report. 

Councilmember Bragg stated the Design Review Board should be included. 

PRESENTATIONS (1.1-1.2) 
1.1 COMPLETED BSA EAGLE PROJECT PRESENTATION BY TODD STRUIKSMA: 

RESTORATION OF THE EASTERN PORTION OF THE NATIVE PLANT GARDEN 
ADJACENT TO THE BAYSHORE BIKEWAY AT 10TH STREET.  (0920-40) 

Public Works Director Levien introduced Todd Struiksma who provided an update and gave a 
video presentation on the completed project. 

City Council complimented Todd for his passion, responsibility, work ethic and stated they were 
pleased with his video presentation. 

1.2 VECTOR CONTROL UPDATE BY CHRIS CONLAN, SAN DIEGO COUNTY'S 
SUPERVISING VECTOR ECOLOGIST.  (0240-50) 

Chris Conlan gave a PowerPoint presentation regarding vector control issues, focusing on 
mosquitoes. In Imperial Beach the biggest problem is the Salt Marsh Mosquito which is 
abundant during high tides.  While they don’t transmit diseases, they are very annoying and 
abundant in warmer climates. He stated Vector Control will continue treating the area and cited 
preventive measures such as eliminating standing water, using screens on doors and windows, 
and insect repellents with Deet which work best. 
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In response to questions of City Council, Mr. Conlan suggested going on their website 
sdvector.com to find mosquito predators, such as fish, for small areas.  He stated pre-treatment 
can be done in some situations but it’s hard to predict water flow and product can be diluted or 
washed out.  He also stated a mosquito’s lifespan is 2 weeks and suggested residents contact 
Vector Control at 858-694-2888 or go to the website for the latest information and assistance.  
He commented Vector Control is monitoring the situation and stated it would be apparent to 
residents if they are breeding in their home.   

Mayor Dedina commented on the need to clean up the tires in the Tijuana River Valley.  

CONSENT CALENDAR (2.1-2.4) 
MOTION BY PATTON, SECOND BY BILBRAY, TO ADOPT CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM 
NOS. 2.1 THROUGH 2.4.  MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
2.1 MINUTES.  (0300-25) 
 City Council approved the Regular Meeting minutes of October 7, 2015. 

2.2 RATIFICATION OF WARRANT REGISTER.  (0300-25) 
 Ratified the following registers: Accounts Payable Numbers 87502 through 87588 and 

EFT #’s 90-96 for a subtotal amount of $198,267.25.   

2.3 RESOLUTION NO. 2015-7642 AUTHORIZING THE SALE OF CERTAIN SURPLUS 
CITY PROPERTY.  (0380-45) 

 Approved Resolution No. 2015-7642 authorizing the sale/transfer of surplus property as 
listed in Exhibit A, Equipment Inventory List for County Auction.  

2.4 ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION NUMBER 2015-7643 AUTHORIZING THE CITY 
MANAGER TO RENEW AN AGREEMENT WITH THE SOUTH BAY UNION SCHOOL 
DISTRICT FOR PROVISION OF SCHOOL RESOURCE OFFICER SERVICES FROM 
FISCAL YEAR 2015/16 THROUGH 2017/18.  (0260-45) 

 Adopted Resolution. 

ORDINANCES – INTRODUCTION/FIRST READING (3.1) 
3.1 INTRODUCE ORDINANCE NO. 2015-1153 ADDING CHAPTER 15.07 OF THE 

IMPERIAL BEACH MUNICIPAL CODE TO PROVIDE AN EXPEDITED, 
STREAMLINED PERMITTING PROCESS FOR SMALL RESIDENTIAL ROOFTOP 
SOLAR SYSTEMS.  (0710-95) 

Building Official Holden reported on the item.  In response to Councilmember Spriggs question, 
Building Official Holden stated there is a lot of competition in the solar panel industry.  
Guidelines allow charging $500.00 per permit and the City charges $156.00. As far as 
education, there is information online, on TV and SDG&E has an education program.  The City 
helps by issuing permits quickly and inspecting quickly.  

Councilmember Spriggs suggested someone could start a social media page to see if there was 

a group of interested residents who could all get it done at the same time so that a single 
contractor might save them a lot of money. 

City Manager Hall commented on the Ygreen, Hero and Pace programs where residents would 
get competitive prices.  One challenge in Imperial Beach is that there is low electricity 
consumption.  The Council has taken proactive steps to participate in the Pace program and 
encourage people to install solar systems. 
Deputy City Clerk Carballo read the title of Ordinance No. 2015-1153. “AN ORDINANCE OF 
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH, CALIFORNIA ADDING CHAPTER 
15.07 OF THE IMPERIAL BEACH MUNICIPAL CODE TO PROVIDE AN EXPEDITED, 



City of Imperial Beach 
City Council Regular Meeting Minutes  
November 4, 2015 
Page 4 of 6 
 

 

STREAMLINED PERMITTING PROCESS FOR SMALL RESIDENTIAL ROOFTOP SOLAR 
SYSTEMS.”  
MOTION BY SPRIGGS, SECOND BY BRAGG, TO INTRODUCE ORDINANCE NO. 2015-
1153 BY TITLE ONLY, WAIVE FULL READING OF THE ORDINANCE AND SCHEDULE THE 
SECOND READING AND ADOPTION OF THE ORDINANCE ON NOVEMBER 18, 2015.  
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
PUBLIC HEARINGS (4) 
None.   

REPORTS (5.1-5.2) 
5.1 UPDATE ON PARTICIPATION IN SAN DIEGO ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 

(SANDAG) ICOMMUTE PROGRAM RIDESHARE MONTH CHALLENGE.  (0140-40) 
Management Analyst Vea reported on the item and showed a photo of the program participants.  
Councilmember Bragg also reported on the item and gave a PowerPoint presentation. City 
Council received and filed the report on participation in the SANDAG iCommute program 
Rideshare Month Challenge. 

5.2 UPDATE FROM THE 2015 ANNUAL MEETING OF THE CALIFORNIA LEAGUE OF 
CITIES.  (0140-10) 

Councilmember Bragg gave a PowerPoint presentation and provided updates on her 
attendance along with Councilmember Spriggs at the League of California Cities Annual 
Conference held in San Jose, California between September 30 and October 2, 2015. 

Councilmember Bragg suggested giving direction to staff to choose a date in September where 
they can initiate a community service project. 

MOTION BY BRAGG TO HAVE SEPTEMBER BE THE COMMUNITY SERVICE MONTH AND 
HAVE STAFF PICK A DAY AND MOVE FORWARD WITH STARTING THE SELECTION OF 
PROJECTS TO BE COMPLETED.  
Mayor Dedina expressed his concern on choosing a month before getting feedback from staff 
on what the best month is so it doesn’t conflict with other volunteer events held in September.  

Councilmember Bragg stated they could be consolidated into the Community Service Day.  

COUNCILMEMBER BILBRAY SECONDED THE MOTION.  A VOTE WAS NOW TAKEN ON 
THE ABOVE STATED MOTION. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
Councilmember Bragg continued with her presentation on Community Wellness, highlighting 
annual projects to focus on the physical and mental wellness of the community.  She 
encouraged Council to consider how the wellness of the community will be enhanced when 
planning future projects. 

Mayor Dedina suggested having a future agenda item on the issue and bringing in Kimberly 
Marshall to help organize an event.  He stated he would be attending a global wellness summit 
in Mexico City and that they are looking at promoting Imperial Beach as a healthy community. 

Councilmember Patton stated he participated in Global Health Day at the new hotel and 
commented on the success of the event. 

Councilmember Spriggs continued with the PowerPoint presentation on the League of California 
Cities Highlights stating they are sharing ideas that would best improve the quality of life in 
Imperial Beach.  He spoke regarding a state designated cultural district and urged Council to 
investigate how to participate in this new state program.  He also spoke on the importance of 
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having a “retail vision”, infrastructure that would go along with that vision and a warning from the 
panelists that cities must be diligent about mixed use developer promises regarding ground floor 
retail, which is sometimes more of an afterthought because sale of the residential units is often 
the financial driver of these projects, not long term retail leases. Councilmember Spriggs 
suggested that the City pay careful attention to the retail proposed for our several mixed use 
projects. He discussed a workshop on summer intern programs for high school students and 
suggested we explore such a program between the City and Mar Vista High School. He also 
reported on a meeting of the California Coastal Commission and requested feedback from the 
other Councilmembers. 

Councilmember Bragg stated she and Councilmember Spriggs reported on the programs that 
were of most importance, requested feedback and suggested having each of the 
Councilmembers lead a wellness activity. 

Councilmember Patton commended Councilmembers Bragg and Spriggs on their presentation, 
stating he was in favor of the intern program and that a report back from conferences attended 
is a good idea.  He also suggested they volunteer to lead on the programs they are passionate 
on. 

I.B. REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY SUCCESSOR AGENCY REPORTS (6) 
None.  

ITEMS PULLED FROM THE CONSENT CALENDAR  
None. 

ADJOURN REGULAR MEETING 
Mayor Dedina adjourned the Regular Meeting at 7:44 p.m. 

CLOSED SESSION MEETING CALL TO ORDER 
Mayor Dedina called the Closed Session Meeting to order at 7:45 p.m. 

ROLL CALL BY CITY CLERK 
Councilmembers Present:  Patton, Bragg, Spriggs 
Councilmembers Absent:  None 
Mayor Present:   Dedina 
Mayor Pro Tem Present:  Bilbray 
Staff Present:    City Manager Hall, City Attorney Lyon, City Clerk Hald 

CLOSED SESSION 
CONSENSUS OF CITY COUNCIL TO ADJOURN TO CLOSED SESSION MEETING UNDER:   

1. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION 
Removed from agenda by prior City Council action. 
 

2. CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATORS  
Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.8 
Property: APN: 625-241-02-00 
Agency Negotiator: City Manager, City Attorney 
Negotiating Party: Sawhney Family LTD Partnership 
Under Negotiation: Price and terms of payment 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
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Mayor Dedina adjourned the meeting into Closed Session at 7:45 p.m. and he reconvened the 
meeting to Open Session at 8:19 p.m. 

Reporting out of Closed Session, City Attorney Lyon announced City Council discussed Closed 
Session Item No. 2, City Council gave direction and no reportable action was taken. 
 
ADJOURN CLOSED SESSION 
Mayor Dedina adjourned the Closed Session meeting at 8:19 p.m. 

         
 

      
Serge Dedina, 
Mayor 

 
 
 

      
Sunem Carballo,  
Deputy City Clerk 

 



TO: 

FROM: 

MEETING DATE: 

ORIGINATING DEPT.: 

SUBJECT: 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 2 .2. 

STAFF REPORT 

CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 

HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

ANDY HALL, CITY MANAGERM\ 

FEBRUARY 17, 2016 

DOUG BRADLEY, ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES DEPARTMENT~ 

RATIFICATION OF WARRANT REGISTER 

Approval of the warrant register in the amount of$ 2,408,860.85. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is respectfully requested that the City Council ratify the warrant register. 

RATIONALE: 

The warrant register is presented providing transparency with regards to City expenditures. 

OPTIONS: 

• Receive and file the report from the City Manager 
• Provide direction to the City Manager to take a specific action 

BACKGROUND: 

None 

ANALYSIS: 
As of April 7, 2004 all large warrants above $100,000 will be separately highlighted and 
explained on the staff report. 

Vendor: 
San Diego County 
San Diego County 
San Diego County 

Check: 
88047 
88048 
88088 

Amount: 
$537,588.19 
$531,249.39 
$524,791 .51 

Description: 
Sep 2015 Law Enf Services 
Oct 2015 Law Enf Services 
Nov 2015 Law Enf Services 
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The following registers are submitted for Council ratification: 

Accounts Payable 

DATE CHECK# EFT# AMOUNT($) 
01/07/2016 87942-87969 94,944.19 
01/11/2016 87970 100.00 
01/15/2016 87973-8801 0 136-140 63,778.76 
01/20/2016 88011 50.00 
01/21/2016 88012-88062 1 ,260,292.63 
01/28/2016 88063-88097 677,889.07 

Sub-total 2,097,054.65 

p avro II Ch k /D' t D ec s 1rec 't eoos1 
DATE CHECK# AMOUNT($) 
PPE 1/07/16 46887-46904 $163,920.73 
PPE 1/21/16 46905-46924 $147,885.47 

TOTAL $ 2,408,860.85 
Note: check numbers not in sequence have been voided. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: 

Not a project as defined by CEQA. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

Warrants are issued from budgeted funds and there is no additional impact on reserves. 

Attachments: 
1. Warrant Register 
2. Warrant Register as Budgeted FY2016 



ATTACHMENT 1 

City of Imperial Beach 
Warrant Registe!_ by Check/EFT Number 

Check/EFT# Vendor Description Account# Invoice# PO# Amount 
2016-01-07 87942 ACE UNIFORMS & ACCESSORIES INC UNIFORM PANTS/SHIRTS 101-3020-422.30-02 287624 160181 479.48 

87943 AMERICAN MESSAGING JAN 2016 101-3020-422.27-05 L1074045QA 160244 $ 32.85 
JAN 2016 101-3030-423.30-02 L1074045QA 160244 $ 53.35 
JAN-MAR 2016 601-5060-436.27-04 L12S2241QA 160165 $ 47.52 

87944 AMS AMERICA INC CITY HALL- SERVER ROOM A 101-1910-419.28-01 309872 F16066 $ 980.32 
87946 CALIFORNIA AMERICAN WATER 101S-2100210671S9 NOV 15 101-6020-452.27-02 01-04-201S {blank) $ 80.06 

101S-210021068541 NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 01-04-2016 {blank) $ 291.05 
101S-210021068268 NOV 1S 101-6010-451.27-02 01-04-2016 {blank) $ 78.69 
1015-210021068367 NOV 1S 101-6010-451.27-02 01-04-2016 (blank) $ 2,159.39 
101S-21001974962S NOV 1S 101-6020-452.27-02 01-04-2016 (blank) $ 9.14 
101S-Z10020440898 NOV 1S 101-6020-452.27-02 01-04-2016 (blank) $ 369.79 
101S-Z10019178S68 NOV 15 101-1910-419.27-02 01-05-2016 (blank) $ 156.54 
1015-210019334948 NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 01-0S-2016 {blank) $ 14.87 
101S-210019335347 NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 01-0S-2016 (blank) $ 215.40 
101S-21001933S83S NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 01-0S-2016 (blank) $ 9.05 
101S-2100202778S4 NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 01-0S-2016 {blank) $ 61.43 
101S-21002073123S NOV 15 101-1910-419.27-02 01-0S-2016 {blank) $ 9.05 
101S-210019176067 NOV 15 101-6020-452.27-02 01-0S-2016 (blank) $ 421.32 
101S-21001933S248 NOV 15 101-6020-452.27-02 01-0S-2016 (blank) $ 1,210.07 
101S-21001933S484 NOV 1S 101-6020-452.27-02 01-0S-2016 (blank) $ 137.82 
101S-21001933S682 NOV 1S 101-6020-452.27-02 01-0S-2016 {blank) $ 26.10 
101S-21001933S774 NOV 1S 101-6020-452.27-02 01-0S-2016 {blank) $ 149.88 
101S-210021082448 NOV 1S 101-6020-452.27-02 01-0S-2016 (blank) $ 136.77 
101S-210019S31S34 NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 01-06-2016 (blank) $ 14.95 
101S-210019S31626 NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 01-06-2016 {blank) $ 14.95 
1015-210019S3S8S7 NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 01-06-2016 (blank) $ 9.13 
101S-210019176333 NOV 1S 101-6020-452.27-02 01-06-2016 (blank) $ 9.05 
101S-210019746893 NOV 1S 101-6020-452.27-02 01-06-2016 {blank) $ 9.05 
101S-21001902790S NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 12-28-2015 (blank) $ 386.67 
1015-210019276868 NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 12-28-201S {blank) $ 92.17 
101S-210019278093 NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 12-28-2015 (blank) $ 61.62 
101S-21001927889S NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 12-28-201S {blank) $ 20.20 
101S-210019279782 NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 12-28-201S (blank) $ 20.29 
101S-2100193S70S7 NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 12-28-201S {blank) $ 26.02 
101S-2100193S901S NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 12-28-201S {blank) $ 26.02 
101S-210019360534 NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 12-28-201S (blank) $ 31.93 
101S-210019481684 NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 12-28-201S (blank) $ 20.29 
1015-210019482014 NOV 15 101-1910-419.27-02 12-28-201S {blank) $ 138.01 
101S-210019600799 NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 12-28-201S {blank) $ 439.82 
1015-210018811916 NOV 1S 101-1910-419.27-02 12-29-2015 (blank) $ 38.78 
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1015-210020153385 NOV 15 101-1910-419.27-02 12-29-2015 (blank) 1$ 29.96 

1015-210019058534 NOV 15 101-1910-419.27-02 12-30-2015 (blank) $ 174.76 

1015-210019179080 NOV 15 101-1910-419.27-02 12-30-2015 (blank) $ 422.87 

1015-210020154739 NOV 15 101-1910-419.27-02 12-30-2015 (blank) $ 20.20 

1015-210019176128 NOV 15 101-6020-452.27-02 12-31-2015 (blank) $ 9.05 

1015-210019748080 NOV 15 101-6020-452.27-02 12-31-2015 (blank) $ 32.66 
1015-210019748332 NOV 15 101-6020-452.27-02 12-31-2015 (blank) $ 44.29 

1015-210019749687 NOV 15 101-6020-452.27-02 12-31-2015 (blank) $ 20.69 

1015-210021114451 NOV 15 303-1250-413.29-04 01-07-2016 (blank) $ 55.18 

1015-210019401916 NOV 15 601-5060-436.27-02 01-05-2016 (blank) $ 9.05 

1015-210019512885 NOV 15 601-5060-436.27-02 12-29-2015 (blank) $ 278.71 

1015-210020125977 NOV 15 601-5060-436.27-02 12-30-2015 (blank) $ 20.49 

1015-210018820255 NOV 15 601-5060-436.27-02 12-31-2015 (blank) $ 9.14 

87947 CALIFORNIA ENV CONTROLS INC WISA AIR PUMPS 601-5060-436.28-01 3349 160048 $ 1,605.38 

87948 CHULA VISTA ALARM, INC CVA TECH UPDATE CODES-CIT 101-1910-419.21-04 35370 F16065 $ 92.45 

87949 COX COMMUNICATIONS 12/25-01/24 3110039780701 503-1923-419.21-04 01-15-2016 160166 $ 1,000.00 

12/22-01/21 3110038384601 503-1923-419.21-04 01-12-2016 160166 $ 230.00 

87950 DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRIAL RELATII FY 15/16 ASSESSMENTS 502-1922-419.20-07 OSIP 61789 (blank) $ 5,648.01 

87951 DIAMOND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICE: FENCE RENTAL-MILITARY APP 101-1110-412.28-08 0000534301 F16059 $ 757.00 

87952 GO-STAFF, INC. W/E 12/20/15 UTT,A 101-5020-432.21-01 156843 160301 $ 600.00 

W/E 12/17/15 UTT,A 101-5020-432.21-01 157158 160301 $ 450.00 

W/E 12/20/15 RODRIGUEZ,A 501-1921-419.21-01 156843A 160110 $ 1,237.20 

87953 GRAINGER FLUORESCENT FIXTURE 101-1910-419.30-02 9907436761 160007 $ 156.17 

EXIT SIGNS 101-1910-419.30-02 9907436779 160007 $ 824.25 

87954 LANCE, SOLL & LUNG HARD LLP 2015 AUDIT PROCEDURES/COM 101-1210-413.20-06 16432 160095 $ 9,320.00 

2015 AUDIT PROCEDURES/COM 216-1240-413.20-06 16432 160095 $ 800.00 

2015 AUDIT PROCEDURES/COM 303-1250-413.20-06 16432 160095 $ 1,200.00 

2015 ST CONTROLLER RPT 101-1210-413.20-06 16475 160095 $ 2,600.00 

87955 MARIAN LIEBOWITZ ARTIST MANAGE! FIESTA DEL MAR CONSULTING 101-1110-412.28-08 02-29-2016 F16068 $ 250.00 

FIESTA DEL MAR CONSULTING 101-1110-412.28-08 11-30-2015 F16067 $ 250.00 

87956 OFFICE DEPOT, INC CALCULATOR 101-1230-413.30-01 803659016002 160000 $ 8.14 

MISC OFFICE SUPPLIES 101-1210-413.30-01 812581931001 160000 $ 51.28 

PAPER 101-3020-422.30-01 811640182001 160000 $ 42.92 

USB DRIVE 101-3020-422.30-01 811551890001 160000 $ 120.53 

CR-RTND ENVELOPES 101-1210-413.30-01 804018186001 160000 $ (49.67) 

BATTERIES/TONER 101-3020-422.30-01 805570302001 160000 $ 189.79 

POCKET STAMP 101-1210-413.30-01 810758953001 160000 $ 126.31 

BATTERIES/PROTECTOR 101-3020-422.30-01 811547184001 160000 $ 33.13 

ADHESIVE 101-3020-422.30-01 811551889001 160000 $ 10.66 

SHARPIE 101-1210-413.30-01 812581990001 160000 $ 5.93 

Page 2 



City of Imperial Beach 
Warrant Register by Check/EFT Number 

Check/EFT# Vendor Description Account# invoice# PO# I Amount 

87957 ONE SOURCE DISTRIBUTORS HALOGEN FIXTURE 101-6040-454.30-02 S4957731.001 160010 1$ 
I 1,373.17 

87958 PAL GENERAL ENGINEERING INC. SEP 2015 DELAWARE ST IMPR 201-5000-532.20-06 10186-3 160074 [$ 6,598.86 

SEP 2015 DELAWARE ST IMPR 201-5000-532.20-06 10186-FINAL 160074 \$ 11,649.81 

RTIP 14/15 STREET IMPRVME 201-5000-532.20-06 10187-FINAL 160144 !$ 578.08 

RTIP 14/15 STREET IMPRVME 202-5016-531.20-06 10187-FINAL 160144 1$ 19,236.58 

RTIP 14/15 STREET IMPRVME 504-1924-519.20-06 10187-FINAL 160144 I$ 824.25 
I 

87959 PATRIOT ENVIROMENTAL SERVICES OCT 2015 BIO-HAZ CLEAN UP 101-3020-422.20-06 04-15-00773-1 160369 1$ 996.50 

87960 SLOAN ELECTRIC COMPANY PS9 PARTS 601-5060-436.28-01 0065929 160053 I$ 951.48 

CONTACTOR INSTALLATION 601-5060-436.21-04 0065945 160053 I$ 332.50 

87961 SPARKLETIS NOV /DEC 2015 101-3020-422.30-02 12529930 121815 160245 I$ 139.92 
I 

87962 STANDARD ELECTRONICS RELOCATION FIRE HORN/STRO 101-1910-419.21-04 23054 F16064 [$ 237.50 

87963 SWRCB BREAKWATER PERMIT FEE 303-1250-413.20-06 SW-0104516 (blank) [$ 476.00 

87964 THE KEZE GROUP, LLC NOV 2015 PROJECT MEETING 601-5060-436.21-04 1004 160430 f$ 1,640.00 

87965 THYSSENKRUPP ELEVATOR CORPORA- JAN-MAR 2016 101-3030-423.20-06 3002276414 160168 1$ 855.63 

87968 U.S. BANK CORPORATE PAYMENT SYS BATIERIES 101-6020-452.30-02 7731 160416 1$ 19.44 

CASAS,M CWEA MEMBERSHIP 601-5060-436.28-12 164248 160400 I$ 164.00 
I 

COLOR COPY PAPER 101-3020-422.30-02 7605268 160395 I$ 108.65 

ELECTRICAL SUPPLIES 101-1910-419.30-02 037761/4574804 160403 $ 42.87 

ELECTRICAL SUPPLIES 101-6020-452.30-02 2401510-A-1 160416 1$ 34.56 

HARD DRIVE 503-1923-419.30-22 010621 160399 1$ 179.26 

MOELLER,A CWEA MEMBERSHIP 601-5060-436.28-12 164249 160400 [$ 164.00 

MONITORS 503-1923-419.30-22 114-7039309-169 160399 I$ 
I 

267.18 

PAINT SUPPLIES 101-1910-419.30-02 048144/5080250 160403 I$ 39.12 

PAINT SUPPLIES 101-6020-452.30-02 024853/0580449 160403 \$ 27.49 

PHONE CHARGERS 601-5060-436.28-01 145962 160400 I$ 23.76 
I 

PLAYGROUND PAINT 101-6020-452.30-02 0060-6 160403 i$ 312.71 
I 

PLAYGROUND PAINT 101-6020-452.30-02 071582/6561724 160403 I$ 16.24 

POWER SUPPLY 503-1923-419.30-02 107-2844739-006 160399 i$ 26.00 

SAW BLADES 101-6020-452.30-02 053798/0562076 160403 i$ 31.21 

SPRAY PAINT 101-3020-422.30-02 9895442078 160395 I$ 10.34 

MASONRY SAND 101-3020-422.30-02 30663927 160395 1$ 457.49 

REFRESHMENTS 101-1110-412.28-08 00064403 160387 I$ 34.79 

TENT RENTAL 101-1110-412.28-08 111606 160387 1$ 
I 

465.53 

PERSONALIZED FLAGS 101-1110-412.28-08 674215160 160387 I$ 254.97 

CARBALLO,S-MEMBERSHIP FEE 101-1020-411.28-12 29973 160382 1$ 95.00 

SHEET PROTECTORS 101-3020-422.30-01 10-23-2015 160395 $ 7.60 

COPY/RECORDING FEES 101-3070-427.30-01 2015238474 160384 $ 45.50 

FILING/RECORDING FEES 101-1230-413.30-01 352169220151110 160383 $ 59.50 

HER04 SILVER/MOUNT/MICROS 101-3020-422.30-02 000147-404234-3 160387 $ 579.90 

OFFICE REMODEL SUPPLIES 101-1910-419.30-02 022884/6011816 160403 $ 31.54 
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EXHAUST FAN W/LIGHT 101-1910-419.30-02 031508/2574951 160403 78.26 
OFFICE PAINT SUPPLIES 101-1910-419.30-02 037325/8574525 160403 Is 59.34 
SHOP VAC FILTER 101-1910-419.30-02 040927/6561695 160403 Is 18.33 
OFFICE ELECTRIC SUPPLIES 101-1910-419.30-02 050529/3562548 160403 is 9.82 
PIPE, FITTINGS 101-6020-452.30-02 058531/2020800 160416 1$ 15.25 
PVC CUTTING TOOL/PIPE 101-3020-422.30-02 087424/0070323 160395 Is 28.14 

USB CHARGING PORT/CABLE 101-1110-412.30-02 112-1141494-314 160387 i$ 39.94 

EHS CABLE 101-1110-412.30-02 116-6434003-938 160387 r$ 59.66 
WIRELESS HEADSET 101-1110-412.30-02 116-6434003-938 160387 is 206.40 

USB DATA HUB 101-1110-412.30-02 116-6717090-451 160387 is 17.27 

PLANT MATERIAL-EAGLE PROJ 101-5010-431.30-02 12378 160416 i$ 229.23 
PLANT MATERIAL-EAGLE PROJ 101-5010-431.30-02 12420 160416 1$ 153.09 
SINGLE SCISSOR JACK 101-3020-422.30-02 138049 160395 Is 95.67 

HENDERSON,K-WORK BOOTS 101-1910-419.30-02 2/1440/49951 160410 !$ 108.48 

PRUNER/TOOLS/SUPPLIES 101-6020-452.30-02 2317201-A-1 160416 is 64.26 

PRUNER/TOOLS/SUPPLIES 101-6020-452.30-22 2317201-A-1 160416 Is 149.57 

1/4 YARD CONCRETE 101-5010-431.30-02 654834-8 160401 Is 121.80 

1 YRD CONCRETE 101-5010-431.30-02 658359-8 160401 Is 170.40 

SANDBAG FILLING TOOL 101-3020-422.30-02 9888574283 160395 !s 264.16 

SANDBAG FILLING TOOL 101-3020-422.30-02 9894870188 160395 's 176.11 
EMERGENCY PREP BACKPACK 101-3020-422.30-02 9894870196 160395 Is 205.64 

FIRST AID KIT 101-3020-422.30-02 9895442060 160395 Is 204.13 

NOV/DEC 2015 CONSTANT CON 101-1110-412.28-14 1447318222241 160387 [$ 35.00 

TABLE RENTALS 101-3020-422.21-04 111841 160395 j$ 231.75 

NOODLE NOSE MULTI-TOOL 101-5010-431.21-04 9889083649 160402 I$ 74.24 

COUNCIL SODAS 101-1010-411.28-04 00025413 160387 Is 21.84 

11/04/15 COUNCIL DINNER 101-1010-411.28-04 046559 160387 I$ 69.53 

VEA,E -RESTAURANT CALl FOR 101-1110-412.28-04 081574 160387 Is 263.50 

11/10/15 KFC LUNCH 101-1110-412.28-04 081689 160387 Is 24.61 

11/17/15 COUNCIL PIZZA 101-1010-411.28-04 11-17-2015 160387 Is 80.00 

BATTERIES/DRAW PULLS 501-1921-419.30-02 051769/5591930 160403 Is 33.43 

METAL SHOP SUPPLY 501-1921-419.30-02 396478 160414 is 32.59 

#602TOW 501-1921-419.29-04 1596488 160414 Is 55.00 

#127 PARTS 501-1921-419.28-16 00859736 160414 iS 15.41 

#56 CORE EXCHANGE 501-1921-419.28-16 12-032300 160414 Is 526.74 

#127 ELBOW 501-1921-419.28-16 P63194 160414 Is 32.92 

VISOR CLIPS 501-1921-419.28-16 5146171 160414 $ 47.08 

#117 MOTOR CONTRL 501-1921-419.28-16 5147937 160414 $ 75.51 

SERVER PORT 503-1923-419.30-02 107-4829054-237 160399 $ 31.80 

CABLES 503-1923-419.30-02 114-8127612-812 160399 $ 51.43 
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SURGE PROTECTOR 503-1923-419.30-22 

KEYBOARDS 503-1923-419.30-22 056369 160399 $ 21.34 

POLARIS CABLE 503-1923-419.30-22 114-1666616-589 160399 $ 125.93 

WIFI SYSTEM 503-1923-419.30-22 114-489965 2-690 160399 $ 306.89 

DATA SYNC CHARGER/CABLE 503-1923-419.30-22 114-5615682-840 160399 $ 7.98 

WIRELESS HEADSETS 503-1923-419.30-22 114-5907191-828 160399 $ 1,344.00 

GIGABIT SWITCH 503-1923-419.30-22 146065 160399 $ 38.88 

CASAS,M MEMBER RENEWAL 601-5060-436.28-13 141751 160400 $ 91.00 

#117 HOSE/RUBBER SEAL/GAS 601-5060-436.28-01 C16690 160414 $ 784.27 

#117 INLET WELDMENT 601-5060-436.28-01 C17163 160414 $ 810.31 

RAING EAR 601-5060-436.30-02 001218 160411 $ 96.07 

FLASHLIGHT/EARMUFFS 601-5060-436.30-02 060897/0574418 160411 $ 59.07 

DRILL MANHOLE COVERS 601-5060-436.21-04 60068 160400 $ 300.00 

SEWER CAMERA TESTING 601-5060-436.21-04 64754 160400 $ 
87969 UNDERGROUND SERVICE ALERT OF DEC 2015 601-5060-436.21-04 1220150322 160070 

2016-01-07 Total 

2016-01-11 87970 MICHELLE GUERN PER DIEM TRAINING ALLOWEN 101-1210-413.28-04 01-12-2016 

2016-01-11 Total 100.00 

2016-01-15 136 CALIFORNIA STATE DISBURSEMENT Ul PAYROLL AP PPE 1/07/16 101-0000-209.01-07 20160114 (blank) $ 355.84 

137 I B FIREFIGHTERS ASSOCIATION PAYROLL AP PPE 1/07/16 101-0000-209.01-08 20160114 (blank) $ 390.00 

138 ICMA RETIREMENT TRUST 457 PAYROLL AP PPE 1/07/16 101-0000-209.01-10 20160114 (blank) $ 6,835.33 

139 SEIU LOCAL 221 PAYROLL AP PPE 1/07/16 101-0000-209.01-08 20160114 (blank) $ 1,282.66 

140 US BANK PAYROLL AP PPE 1/07/16 101-0000-209.01-20 20160114 (blank) $ 1,102.12 

87973 U.S. BANK CORPORATE PAYMENT SYS CABLE TIES 401-5020-432.20-06 096005/5573266 160412 $ 28.02 

DEDINA,S TRANSPORTATION 101-1010-411.28-04 11-14-2015 160389 $ 27.84 

DEDINA,S TRANSPORTATION 101-1010-411.28-04 IES53377 160389 $ 15.05 

EMP COMPUTER LOAN 101-0000-209.01-03 BBY01-743349295 (blank) $ 907.18 

FD OPEN HOUSE SUPPLIES 101-3020-422.30-02 086832 160393 $ 348.82 

FUSES 101-6020-452.28-01 KD9847-02 160408 $ 42.59 

HALL,A WORKING LUNCH 101-1110-412.28-04 11-18-2015 160385 $ 22.40 

HALL,A WORKING LUNCH 101-1110-412.28-04 207 160385 $ 40.16 

HPTONER 101-1130-412.30-01 7613 160388 $ 101.01 

KEY COPIES 101-1910-419.30-02 041710 160408 $ 9.18 

LEVIEN,H SANDAG MTG TRAVE 101-5020-432.28-04 001624 160404 $ 1.25 

LIGHT BULBS 101-6040-454.30-02 086846/7022700 160407 $ 41.73 

MAPPGAS 101-6040-454.30-02 003413/2561313 160405 $ 10.75 

PAINT ROLLERS 101-6040-454.30-02 000104/1591574 160407 $ 10.74 

STATION SUPPLIES 101-3020-422.30-02 011847 160394 $ 188.03 

STREET SIGNS 201-5000-532.20-06 099756-00 160412 $ 75.21 

TIDEBOOKS 101-3030-423.30-02 8428 160398 $ 71.52 
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PRIVACY FILTERS 101-1130-412.30-01 105-7411072-911 $ 160.86 

LG COMM OUTREACH BOOKMRKS 101-3030-423.30-02 073478 160396 $ 163.30 

PROTECTIVE GLOVES/FORCEPS 101-3030-423.30-02 81974882 160398 $ 202.29 

LG COMM OUTREACH PENCILS 101-3030-423.30-02 INV-GPC0031581 160396 $ 216.73 

NEW EMPL UVESCANS 101-1130-412.21-04 075337 160388 $ 38.00 

CREDIT-MORENO,O COURSE RE 101-3030-423.28-04 10-23-2015 160396 $ {43.00) 

HALD,J SEMINAR REGISTRATN 101-1020-411.28-04 11-05-2015 160381 $ 450.00 

11/18/2015 COUNCIL DINNER 101-1010-411.28-04 1-803 160390 $ 104.77 

WOLF,C SCUBA DIVE TRAIN IN 101-3030-423.28-04 347430 160396 $ 418.48 

RAING EAR 601-5060-436.30-02 069211 160409 $ 210.57 

RAING EAR 601-5060-436.30-02 084150 160409 $ 140.38 

SYMPATHY FLOWERS 101-5020-432.29-02 W0046520913035 160415 $ 168.42 
LOCTITE GEL GLUE 101-1910-419.28-01 055213/5220088 160408 $ 10.72 

SHOWERHEAD REPLACEMENT 101-3020-422.28-01 080246/3080312 160394 $ 43.18 

E39 CHAINSAW REPAIR 101-3020-422.28-01 090915-9 160393 $ 96.42 

ROLLER COVERS/BRUSH 101-6020-452.28-01 098894/2591511 160408 $ 33.12 

LG TRUCK GRAPHICS 101-3030-423.28-01 10283 160397 $ 270.00 

SPRAY LUBRICNT 101-3020-422.28-01 3980-338653 160394 $ 5.93 

FUSE HOLDERS 101-6020-452.28-01 KD9845-02 160408 $ 29.95 

PLYWOOD SHEETING 101-3070-427.20-21 081077/3020648 160408 $ 127.83 

DUCT TAPE/ROLLER TRAY 101-6040-454.30-02 001369/3561216 160405 $ 22.91 

SOW LAMPS 101-6040-454.30-02 005380/5581514 160405 $ 69.55 

HOSE MENDERS 101-6040-454.30-02 014556/8582031 160407 $ 70.65 

CONTAINER STORE 101-3020-422.30-02 015816 160393 $ 40.50 

CONTAINER STORE 101-3020-422.30-02 075998 160393 $ 55.08 

CRIMP TOOL/DIAGPUER 101-6040-454.30-02 032391/1574308 160405 $ 48.99 

WATER RESCUE GEAR 101-3030-423.30-02 041664 160397 $ 12.18 

RESCUE TECH GEAR 101-3030-423.30-02 069418 160397 $ 105.79 

CONSTRUCTION ADHESIVE 101-5010-431.30-02 070436/0592309 160413 $ 17.22 

TAPE MEASURE/GLOVES 101-6040-454.30-02 071872/6581465 160405 $ 34.80 

KEY COPY 101-1910-419.30-02 080007 160408 $ 1.72 

GROUT REMOVER 101-6040-454.30-02 081520/0572922 160407 $ 25.02 

CHIPPING HAMMER 101-6040-454.30-02 093217 160405 $ 11.85 

WATER LID COVER 101-6040-454.30-02 09394303-00 160407 $ 47.31 

SHRINK TUBE 101-6040-454.30-02 097152/1592253 160405 $ 4.30 

RFND CONTAINER STORE 101-3020-422.30-02 11-10-2015 160393 $ {9.18) 

RFND CONTAINER STORE 101-3020-422.30-02 11-12-2015 160393 $ {18.36) 

RESCUE EQUIPMENT 101-3030-423.30-02 113143 160397 $ 282.30 

POWDERCOAT /SANDBLAST 101-6040-454.30-02 124494 160405 $ 90.00 
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SANDBLASTING/POWDERCOAT 101-6040-454.30-02 124709 160405 I$ 90.00 
SANDBLASTING/POWDERCOAT 101-6040-454.30-02 124710 160405 is 90.00 
DIVE TEAM GEAR 101-3030-423.30-02 349058 160397 1$ 443.57 
WASHERS/HEX NUTS/RODS 101-6040-454.30-02 375960-1 160405 ls 69.89 
S/S FLAT BAR 101-6040-454.30-02 396363 160405 I$ 38.06 
ALUMINUM FLAT BAR 101-6040-454.30-02 396739 160405 1$ 20.67 
PATCH ADMIN 101-3020-422.30-02 506031 160393 l$ 328.36 
CELLANO,J SAFETY BOOTS 101-6040-454.30-02 580652 160405 !$ 175.00 
EL NINO BROCHURE PRINTING 101-3020-422.30-02 9289 160391 I$ 108.15 
CUSTOM BUILD SHIELD 101-3020-422.30-02 E1396604 160392 1$ 94.17 
LG II UNIFORMS 101-3030-423.25-03 283193 160397 1$ 438.37 
FF PANEL LUNCH 101-3020-422.28-04 049642 160392 I$ 42.38 
FRENCH,J PARKING FEES 101-3020-422.28-04 11-10-2015 160392 I$ 15.00 
HALL,A-LUNCHEON 101-1110-412.28-04 7943-928195 160385 :$ 46.53 
HALL,A PASSPORT CARD 101-1110-412.28-04 SD052318091 160385 $ 90.00 
CLEAR POLY SHEETING 101-5010-431.30-02 076081/9580523 160412 $ 205.73 
RIVER ROCK 101-5010-431.30-02 1145195 160412 $ 1,129.08 
SHIRTS/HATS PT TIDELANDS 101-6040-454.30-02 70890 160406 $ 543.14 
PLAZA FLAGS 101-6040-454.30-02 71190 160406 $ 66.74 
REFUND FROM ADJUSTMENT 101-5010-431.21-04 82756 160412 $ {42.80) 
SREET LIGHT CHANGE 101-5010-431.21-04 82756 160412 $ 642.00 
SPRIGGS,E WORKSHOP DINNER 101-1010-411.28-04 027444 160386 $ 55.20 
DEDINA,S PARKING FEES 101-1010-411.28-04 11-19-2015 160389 $ 3.00 
DEDINA,S SUMMIT LODGING 101-1010-411.28-04 1194778 160389 $ 698.93 
DEDINA,S AEROMEXICO 101-1010-411.28-04 1392192348797 160389 $ 323.71 
DEDINA,S FLIGHT CHANGE 101-1010-411.28-04 1392192494916 160389 $ 115.00 
DEDINA,S FLIGHT CHANGE 101-1010-411.28-04 139292391490 160389 $ 99.00 
DEDINA,S ADD'L FLIGHT CHG 101-1010-411.28-04 1398209869045 160389 $ 22.00 
SPRIGGS,E HOTEL LODGING/M 101-1010-411.28-04 150NWQ 160386 $ 171.45 
FENCE SCREEN 401-5020-432.20-06 68476 160412 $ 388.80 
BLOWER ELEC REPAIRS 601-5060-436.28-01 096921/0562103 160409 $ 38.42 
LIGHT BULBS/KEYS 601-5060-436.30-02 053241/9572978 160409 $ 52.75 
PS #8 PAINT 601-5060-436.30-02 074649/0580489 160409 $ 64.20 

87974 ACACIA LANDSCAPE, CO. DEC 2015 101-6020-452.21-04 5368 160093 $ 3,275.00 
87975 ACME SAFETY AND SUPPLY 36X48A ENGR GRADE 201-5000-532.20-06 100823-00 160346 $ 304.11 
87976 AK &COMPANY STATE MANDATED COST CLAIM 101-1210-413.20-06 I BEACH -16-1 {blank) $ 2,400.00 
87977 AMS AMERICA INC FINANCE DEPT-HEAT FAN NOT 101-1910-419.28-01 310084 F16069 $ 129.00 
87978 BOCA RIO BANNERS FOR MILITARY APP. 101-1110-412.28-08 9182 F16060 $ 587.00 
87979 CALIFORNIA BUILDING STANDARDS CC OCT-DEC 2015 GREEN FEES 101-0000-221.01-07 12-31-2015 {blank) $ 178.20 
87980 CALIFORNIA CONSULTING, LLC. SEP 2015 GRANT WRITING SV 101-1110-412.20-06 1260 {blank) $ 3,974.80 
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87980 CALIFORNIA CONSULTING, LLC. OCT 201S GRANT WRITING SV 101-1110-412.20-06 1307 (blank) $ 3,800.00 

87981 CALIFORNIA DENTAL DEC 1S/JAN 16 NOWAK 101-0000-209.01-12 FEB 2016 {blank) $ 20.00 

PE 02/04/16 DENTAL 101-0000-209.01-12 FEB 2016 (blank) $ 377.72 

PE 02/18/16 DENTAL 101-0000-209.01-12 FEB 2016 (blank) $ 377.72 

87982 CHULA VISTA ALARM, INC JAN 2016 -2089 EOC 101-1910-419.20-23 3SS1S 160088 $ 30.00 

JAN 2016 2466 PW 101-1910-419.20-23 3SSS1 160088 $ 55.00 

JAN 2016 -2698 101-1910-419.20-23 3SS90 160088 $ 30.00 

JAN 2016 -MV CENTER 101-1910-419.20-23 3S602 160088 $ 30.00 

JAN 2016 -314 PW 101-1910-419.20-23 3S624 160088 $ 40.00 

87983 COX COMMUNICATIONS 01/01-01/31 311001SS33201 503-1923-419.21-04 01-22-2016 160166 $ 37.62 

87984 DEPT. OF CONSERVATION OCT-DEC 201S SMIP FEES 101-0000-211.01-01 12-31-201S {blank) $ 112.67 

8798S DRUG TESTING NETWORK INC DMV RECERT DRUG SCREEN 101-1130-412.20-06 80023 160102 '$ 60.95 

87986 FABRICATION ARTS, LLC REFURBISH PLAQUES SURFBOA 101-5010-431.21-04 1218 160352 $ 1,231.36 

87987 FIDELITY SECURITY LIFE INSURANCE 0 PAYROLL AP PPE 1/07/16 101-0000-209.01-18 20160114 {blank) $ 170.71 

CLARK,T VISION COVERAGE 101-0000-209.01-18 JAN 2016 (blank) $ 15.98 

JAN 2016 VISION COVERAGE 101-0000-209.01-18 JAN 2016 {blank) $ {0.20) 

PE 01/21/16 VISION COVERA 101-0000-209.01-18 JAN 2016 (blank) $ 170.71 

87988 FLYERS ENERGY LLC 800 GAL REG FUEL 501-1921-419.28-15 1S-186287 160364 $ 2,435.84 

900 GAL REG FUEL 501-1921-419.28-15 1S-183766 160364 $ 2,654.02 

87989 GRAINGER LAMPS 101-1910-419.30-02 9914213427 160007 $ 185.72 

87990 INTERSTATE BATTERY OF SAN DIEGO #108 BATTERY 501-1921-419.28-16 120001987 160008 $ 245.65 

#134 TRAILER BATTERY 501-1921-419.28-16 190700101S719 160008 $ 21.55 

#600 BATTERY 501-1921-419.28-16 702018S8 160008 $ 110.31 

87991 JACQUELINE SUE STENZEL DEC 201S 101-6030-453.20-06 30 160131 $ 120.00 

87992 JOHN FRENCH TUITION REIMBURSEMENT 101-3020-422.29-01 FRENCH 201S 160234 $ 250.00 

87993 KOA CORPORATION OCT 201S AS NEEDED TRAFFI 101-0000-221.01-02 JB14106X26-2 (blank) $ 487.50 

87994 MANAGED HEALTH NETWORK JAN 2016 101-1130-412.20-06 320007S296 160100 $ 380.80 

8799S PRINCIPAL FINANCIAL GROUP PAYROLL AP PPE 1/07/16 101-0000-209.01-12 20160114 {blank) $ 1,078.69 

CLARK,T DENTAL PPO 101-0000-209.01-12 JAN 2016 {blank) $ 80.98 

JAN 2016 DENTAL PPO 101-0000-209.01-12 JAN 2016 {blank) $ {0.06) 

KING,M DENTAL PPO 101-0000-209.01-12 JAN 2016 (blank) $ 128.39 

PE 01/21/16 DENTAL PPO 101-0000-209.01-12 JAN 2016 (blank) $ 1,078.69 

87996 PROTECTION ONE ALARM MONITORir JAN 2016 601-5060-436.20-23 106693701 160071 $ 293.50 

87997 RANCHO AUTO & TRUCK PARTS #62S BRAKE PAD/SEALS 501-1921-419.28-16 7693-2S2133 160014 $ 89.14 

STOCK AIR/OIL/WIX FILTERS 501-1921-419.28-16 7693-2S2312 160014 $ 258.50 

#S401 OIL FILTER/SYLVANIA 501-1921-419.28-16 7693-2S3189 160014 $ 16.26 

87998 READYREFRESH DEC 201S 101-1010-411.30-02 OSL0031149S78 160143 $ 47.51 

DEC 201S 101-5020-432.30-02 1SL0026726646 160084 $ 57.86 

87999 REVELL COASTAL, LLC AUG-NOV 201S PROJ REVIEW/ 101-0000-221.01-02 14-004-0S {blank) $ 675.00 

88000 SD SPORTS MED & FAMILY HEALTH AUG 201S LABS - 101-3020-422.20-06 IB08201S_LABS 160355 $ 97.02 
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88001 SHARP REES-STEALY MEDICAL CNTR NOV2015 101-6040-454.21-04 291 160183 Is 276.00 

88002 SHERRIL FORTIN REIMBURSE TRNG TOLL FEES 101-1210-413.28-04 1801825137 (blank) Is 14.96 

88003 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA SHREDDING, DEC 2015 101-1020-411.21-04 48956 160285 Is 12.00 

88004 MISCELLANEOUS REFUNDS OL REFUNDS 101-0000-321.72-10 00014739 (blank) 1$ 10.00 I 
88005 TRENTMAN CORPORATION MARKING TAPE 101-5010-431.21-23 4039 160065 I$ 1,526.70 

j 

88006 UTILITY COST MANAGEMENT, LLC AUG-OCT 2015 UTILITY SVNG 101-5010-431.27-01 20951 (blank) $ 199.04 

AUG-OCT 2015 UTILITY SVNG 101-6020-452.27-01 20951 (blank) $ 286.09 

AUG-OCT 2015 UTILITY SVNG 601-5060-436.27-01 20951 (blank) $ 1,373.09 

88007 MISCELLANEOUS "DEVELOPERS" REIMBURSE DEP BALANCE 101-0000-221.01-02 CR406 (blank) $ 3,298.50 

88008 VORTEX INDUSTRIES, INC. TECH TO SET OPEN/CLOSE Tl 101-1910-419.28-01 11-989349-1 $ 236.00 

88009 WAXIE SANITARY SUPPLY LINERS/ROLLMASTR 101-6040-454.30-02 75693472 $ 666.19 

88010 WELLS FARGO RDA 2015 TAB 2010 TRUSTEE 303-1250-413.29-04 1262439 $ 
RDA 2015 TAB 2013 TRUSTEE 303-1250-413.29-04 1274196 

2016-01-15 Total 

2016-01-20 88011 SAN DIEGO CHAPTER IPMATR 101-1130-412.28-04 01-21-2016 F16071 

2016-01-20 Total 

2016-01-21 88012 ACE UNIFORMS & ACCESSORIES INC WILLIAMS, UNIFORM PANTS 101-3020-422.30-02 288150 160181 555.08 

88013 AGRICULTURAL PEST CONTROL DEC 2015 101-6020-452.21-04 377530 160086 95.00 

88014 ALLIANT INSURANCE SEVICES, INC OCT-DEC 2015 PREMIUM COLL 101-0000-221.01-04 12-31-2015 (blank) $ 200.00 

88015 ATKINS NORTH AMERICA, INC. OCT 2015 DEVELOPMNT RVEW 216-1240-413.20-06 1826988 160477 $ 150.00 

OCT 2015 DEVELOPMNT RVEW 402-5000-532.20-06 1826988 160477 $ 2,060.65 

88016 AZTEC LANDSCAPING INC DEC 2015 101-5010-431.21-04 0028501-IN 160081 $ 1,499.00 

88017 BARRED ENGINEERED PUMPS T-6 SEAL PLATE 601-5060-436.28-01 97073 160055 $ 841.64 

T-6 ORINGS 601-5060-436.28-01 97151 160055 $ 619.06 

88018 CALIFORNIA AMERICAN WATER 1015-210019276868 DEC 15 101-1910-419.27-02 01-27-2016 (blank) $ 105.15 

1015-210019482014 DEC 15 101-1910-419.27-02 01-27-2016 (blank) $ 163.28 

1015-210019600799 DEC 15 101-1910-419.27-02 01-27-2016 (blank) $ 539.30 

1015-210019278093 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 01-27-2016 (blank) $ 56.68 

1015-210019357057 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 01-27-2016 (blank) $ 55.48 

1015-210019360534 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 01-27-2016 (blank) $ 32.39 

1015-210019278895 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 01-28-2016 (blank) $ 20.50 

1015-210019279782 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 01-28-2016 (blank) $ 20.58 

1015-210019359015 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 01-28-2016 (blank) $ 20.58 

1015-210019481684 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 01-28-2016 (blank) $ 20.58 

1015-210018811916 DEC 15 101-1910-419.27-02 01-29-2016 (blank) $ 39.34 

1015-210020153385 JAN 16 101-1910-419.27-02 01-29-2016 (blank) $ 30.40 

1015-210020154739 DEC 15 101-1910-419.27-02 01-29-2016 (blank) $ 26.32 

1015-210019058534 DEC 15 101-1910-419.27-02 02-01-2016 (blank) $ 223.85 

1015-210019512885 DEC 15 601-5060-436.27-02 01-29-2016 (blank) $ 237.17 

1015-210018820255 DEC 15 601-5060-436.27-02 02-01-2016 (blank) $ 15.09 
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88019 CDW GOVERNMENT INC 500GB 4GB HP BNC9433 160427 $ 
88020 CHULA VISTA ANIMAL CARE FACILITY NOV-DEC 2015 A/C OT /CALLB 101-3050-425.20-06 01-12-2016 160357 $ 1,370.74 

88021 CITY OF SAN DIEGO OCT-DEC 2015 FIRE DISPATC 101-3020-422.21-04 1000154623 160159 $ 17,769.00 

88022 CLEAN HARBORS DEC 2015 HHW 101-5040-434.21-04 1001218715 160022 $ 805.00 

88023 COLIN MCKAY REIMBURSE PARAMEDIC 101-3020-422.29-01 P25616 (blank) $ 200.00 

88024 COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO RCS DEC 2015 101-3010-421.21-25 16CTOFIBN06 160354 $ 2,090.00 

DEC 2015 101-3020-422.21-25 16CTOFIBN06 160354 $ 577.50 

DEC 2015 101-3030-423.21-25 16CTOFIBN06 160354 $ 797.50 

88025 COX COMMUNICATIONS 01/04-02/03 3110091187001 503-1923-419.21-04 01-25-2016 160166 $ 230.00 

88026 D.A.R. CONTRACTORS DEC 2015 101-3050-425.20-06 121501229 160247 $ 347.00 

88027 DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE DEC 2015 101-1130-412.21-04 141421 160101 $ 49.00 

88028 DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR VEHICLES AVILA,M CLASS B LICENSE 601-5060-436.28-13 AVILA,M (blank) $ 73.00 

88029 DIVISION OF THE STATE ARCHITECT OCT-DEC 2015 FEES COLLECT 101-0000-371.83-03 12-31-2015 (blank) $ (604.10) 

OCT-DEC 2015 FEES COLLECT 101-0000-371.83-09 12-31-2015 (blank) $ 863.00 

88030 EAGLE NEWSPAPER DEC 2015 LEGAL ADS 101-1020-411.28-07 92703 160163 $ 675.00 

88031 FIRE ETC SPEARS 101-3020-422.30-02 79879 160180 $ 1,706.90 

SPEARS 101-3020-422.30-02 83528 160180 $ 1,636.36 

HELMET 101-3020-422.30-02 80236 160180 $ 140.40 

HELMEP CAP/SHROUD 101-3020-422.30-02 81792 160180 $ 168.35 

FF UNIFORM/WILLIAMS 101-3020-422.30-02 83688 160180 $ 2,171.06 

FF UNIFORM/MCKEEVER 101-3020-422.30-02 83705 160180 $ 2,159.86 

88032 GCR TIRE CENTER #625 VEHICLE TIRES 501-1921-419.28-16 832-38190 160041 $ 660.27 

88033 HECTOR MARTINEZ REIMBURSE RECOMMENDED 502-1922-419.29-04 366153 (blank) $ 250.00 

88034 MISCELLANEOUS REFUNDS BUSINESS LICENSE REFUND 101-0000-321.72-10 CR 3549 (blank) $ 288.75 

88035 IB BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT DEC 2015 BID FEES 101-0000-203.22-00 lZ-31-2015 (blank) $ 4,605.00 

88036 KANE, BALLMER & BERKMAN ATTORNEY SERVICES 216-1240-413.20-06 22096 160479 $ 715.00 

ATTORNEY SERVICES 303-1250-413.20-01 22052 160479 $ 500.00 

ATTORNEY SERVICES 303-1250-413.20-01 22053 160479 $ 315.69 

ATTORNEY SERVICES 303-1250-413.20-01 22093 160479 $ 23,398.34 

ATTORNEY SERVICES 303-1250-413.20-01 22098 160479 $ 2,090.00 

ATTORNEY SERVICES 402-5000-532.20-06 22095 160479 $ 55.00 

ATTORNEY SERVICES 216-1240-413.20-01 22097 160479 $ 1,320.00 

88037 KOA CORPORATION OCT 2015 AS NEEDED TRAFFI 401-5020-532.20-06 JB14106X26-1 160111 $ 97.50 

OCT 2015 AS NEEDED TRAFFI 601-5060-536.20-06 JB14106X26-1 160111 $ 798.40 

88038 LLOYD PEST CONTROL DEC 2015 SPORTS PARK 101-1910-419.20-22 4989796 160094 $ 51.00 

DEC 2015 CITY HALL 101-1910-419.20-22 5006406 160094 $ 36.00 

DEC 2015 FIRE DEPT 101-1910-419.20-22 5006408 160094 $ 36.00 

DEC 2015 SHERIFF DEPT 101-1910-419.20-22 5006562 160094 $ 36.00 

DEC 2015 PW 101-1910-419.20-22 4991289 160094 $ 53.00 
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88048 SAN DIEGO COUNTY SHERIFF OCT 2015 LAW ENF SERVICES 101-3010-421.20-06 11-25-2015 (blank) ~ 524,128.39 

OCT 2015 COPPS PRG 212-3036-421.20-06 11-25-2015 (blank) $ 8,333.33 
OCT 2015 TOW FEE CREDIT 101-0000-338.60-03 11-25-2015 (blank) $ (1,212.33) 

88049 SDGE 0175 275 3776 12/01-12/31 101-6020-452.27-01 01-20-2016 (blank) $ 141.38 
0824 329 204112/01-12/31 101-5010-431.27-01 01-20-2016 (blank) $ 251.24 
2081 689 1273 12/01-12/31 101-6020-452.2 7-01 01-20-2016 (blank) $ 336.40 
2081 689 7619 12/01-12/31 101-6010-451.27-01 01-20-2016 (blank) $ 408.59 
2081 692 3399 12/01-12/31 101-6010-451.27-01 01-20-2016 (blank) $ 12.39 
2083 847 9032 12/01-12/31 101-6020-452.27-01 01-20-2016 (blank) $ 76.11 
2741 969 9359 11/30-12/31 101-5010-431.27-01 01-19-2016 (blank) $ 184.23 
2819 871 6315 11/30-12/31 215-6026-452.27-01 01-19-2016 (blank) $ 2,164.57 
3206 700 9265 12/01-12/31 101-6010-451.27-01 01-20-2016 (blank) $ 12.40 
5456 692 895112/01-12/31 101-6020-452.27-01 01-20-2016 (blank) $ 26.24 
6921 003 2109 12/01-12/31 101-6020-452.27-01 01-20-2016 (blank) $ 211.58 
7706 795 7872 12/01-12/31 101-5010-431.27-01 01-20-2016 (blank) $ 10.53 
9327 898 1346 12/01-12/31 101-6020-452.27-01 01-20-2016 (blank) $ 201.06 
9476 001 6989 11/30-12/30 101-5010-431.27-01 01-19-2016 (blank) $ 515.45 
9956 693 6272 12/01-12/31 101-6010-451.27-01 01-20-2016 (blank) $ 67.08 
1912 409 2723 11/25-12/28 101-5010-431.27-01 01-14-2016 (blank) $ 7.79 
5280 340 664111/25-12/28 101-5010-431.27-01 01-14-2016 (blank) $ 91.72 
5576 188 054111/25-12/28 101-5010-431.27-01 01-14-2016 (blank) $ 7.59 
0646 753 1938 11/30-12/30 101-5010-431.27-01 01-19-2016 (blank) $ 7.59 
1694 230 1484 11/30-12/30 101-5010-431.27-01 01-19-2016 (blank) $ 12.90 
3062 843 3719 11/30-12/30 101-5010-431.27-01 01-19-2016 (blank) $ 10.12 
3448 930 9646 11/30-12/30 101-5010-431.27-01 01-19-2016 (blank) $ 7.40 
5153 272 6717 11/30-12/30 101-5010-431.27-01 01-19-2016 (blank) $ 13.14 
2081 700 4165 12/01-12/31 101-6010-451.27-01 01-20-2016 (blank) $ 20.83 
8773 823 6424 11/29-12/29 601-5060-436.27-01 01-15-2016 (blank) $ 1,039.56 

88050 SOUTHWEST SIGNAL DEC 2015 SIGNAL MAINT 101-5010-431.21-04 52104 160031 $ 160.00 
88051 SOUTHWEST WETLANDS INTERPRET!\ JUL-OCT 2015 GRANT ADMIN 101-1230-513.20-06 1645 160432 $ 1,579.56 
88052 SPRINT 11/26/15-12/25/15 101-3020-422.27-05 594768811-097 160248 $ 149.97 
88053 MISCELLANEOUS REFUNDS BUSINESS LICENSE REFUND 101-0000-321.72-10 CR 3605 (blank) $ 187.50 
88054 TARGETSOLUTIONS LEARNING, INC. PLATFORM ACCESS FT-PT 101-3030-423.20-06 INV00000011603 160478 $ 2,040.00 
88055 THE KEZE GROUP, LLC DEC 2015 WATER PROJ MNGMT 601-5060-436.21-04 1006 160430 $ 6,880.00 
88056 TRANSWORLD SYSTEMS INC. DEC 2015 COLLECTIONS 101-1210-413.20-27 1278896 (blank) $ 856.25 
88057 TRJSTAR RISK MANAGEMENT DEC 2015 LOSSES PAID 502-0000-106.03-00 97405 (blank) $ 10,100.20 
88058 MISCELLANEOUS REFUNDS BUSINESS LICENSE REFUND 101-0000-321.72-10 CR 3602 (blank) $ 311.00 
88059 WAXIE SANITARY SUPPLY JANITORIAL SUPPLIES 101-6040-454.30-02 75701020 160097 $ 1,074.59 
88060 WEST GROUP PUBLIC SAFETY US 101-3020-422.28-14 2601472-2016 F16073 $ 145.00 
88061 WESTFLEX INDUSTRIAL #117 VACCUUM HOSE/CLAMS 501-1921-419.28-16 314897 160049 $ 266.35 
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2016-01-21 88061 WESTFLEX INDUSTRIAL BLUE LAYFLAT/COUPLINGS/CL 601-5060-436.30-02 315423 160049 Is 1,073.03 

VACTOR TIGERT AILS 601-5060-436.30-02 316348 160049 Is 531.09 
88062 ZOLL MEDICAL CORPORATION EMS SUPPLIES 101-3020-422.30-02 2322551 160372 

2016-01-21 Total 

2016-01-29 88063 ALFREDO GALLEGOS REIMBURSE COST OF RECOMMN 502-1922-419.29-04 366159 (blank} s 237.55 
88064 ATKINS NORTH AMERICA, INC. NOV 2015 BIKEWAY VILLAGE 402-5000-532.20-06 1828886 160487 s 1,063.10 
88065 CALIFORNIA AMERICAN WATER 1015-210019176067 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-01-2016 (blank} s 398.33 

1015-210019027905 DEC 15 101-1910-419.27-02 02-03-2016 (blank} s 392.28 
1015-210019335347 DEC 15 101-1910-419.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 90.23 
1015-210020277854 DEC 15 101-1910-419.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 62.13 
1015-210021068268 DEC 15 101-6010-451.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 67.98 
1015-210021068367 DEC 15 101-6010-451.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 2,137.61 
1015-210019176128 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 9.15 
1015-210019178568 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 175.73 
1015-210019179080 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 856.92 
1015-210019334948 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 9.23 
1015-210019335248 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 214.53 
1015-210019335484 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 133.57 
1015-210019335682 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 20.60 
1015-210019335774 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 151.58 
1015-210019335835 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 9.15 
1015-210019748080 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 33.04 
1015-210019748332 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 33.21 
1015-210019749625 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 9.24 
1015-210019749687 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 20.93 
1015-210020440898 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 426.21 
1015-210020731235 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 9.15 
1015-210021067159 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 63.55 
1015-210021068541 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 334.95 
1015-210021082448 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 57.14 
1015-210019176333 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-10-2016 (blank} s 9.15 
1015-210019531534 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-10-2016 (blank} s 15.12 
1015-210019531626 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-10-2016 (blank} s 9.32 
1015-210019535857 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-10-2016 (blank} s 9.24 
1015-210019746893 DEC 15 101-6020-452.27-02 02-10-2016 (blank} s 9.15 
1015-210021114451 DEC 15 303-1250-413.29-04 02-10-2016 (blank} s 38.42 
1015-210019401916 DEC 15 601-5060-436.27-02 02-09-2016 (blank} s 873.42 

88066 CORELOGIC SOLUTIONS DEC 2015 PROP SEARCHES 101-1210-413.21-04 81644871 160171 s 21.00 
DEC 2015 PROP SEARCHES 101-3020-422.21-04 81644871 160171 s 4.50 
DEC 2015 PROP SEARCHES 101-3040-424.21-04 81644871 160171 s 33.00 
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City of Imperial Beach 

# 
88066 CORELOGIC SOLUTIONS DEC 2015 PROP SEARCHES 101-3070-427.21-04 81644871 

DEC 2015 PROP SEARCHES 101-5050-435.21-04 81644871 160171 $ 6.00 
88067 COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO DEC 2015 PARKING PENALTY 101-3010-421.21-04 12/15 (blank) $ 1,214.00 
88068 ESGIL CORPORATION DEC 2015 PLAN CK 781 PALM 303-1250-413.20-06 12154495 160488 $ 4,929.23 
88069 FLYERS ENERGY LLC 1034 GAL REG FUEL 501-1921-419.28-15 16-191350 160364 $ 2,807.78 

1002 GAL REG FUEL 501-1921-419.28-15 16-194021 160364 $ 2,410.78 
88070 GEOCON INC. DEC 2015 ALLEY PAVING PRO 402-5000-532.20-06 1513072 160112 $ 625.00 
88071 GO-STAFF, INC. W/E 12/27/15 RODRIGUEZ,A 501-1921-419.21-01 157158A 160110 $ 742.32 

W/E 12/20/15 FERGUSON,N 101-1210-413.21-01 156844 160167 $ 989.25 
W/E 12/27/15 FERGUSON,N 101-1210-413.21-01 157159 160167 $ 616.90 
W /E 01/10/16 UTT,A 101-5020-432.21-01 157688 160301 $ 600.00 
W/E 01/10/16 FERGUSON,N 101-1210-413.21-01 157689 160167 $ 533.52 
W/E 01/10/16 RODRIGUEZ,A 501-1921-419.21-01 157688 160110 $ 989.76 
W/E 01/17/16 RODRIGUEZ,A 501-1921-419.21-01 157968A 160110 $ 1,237.20 

88072 GRAINGER LEVER DOOR HOLDER 101-1910-419.30-02 9930263034 160007 $ 130.50 
RAINSUITS 101-5010-431.30-02 9930263026 160007 $ 385.51 
RAINSUIT 101-5010-431.30-02 9932329775 160007 $ 100.26 
MEDICAL SUPPLIES-FLEET 501-1921-419.30-02 9940638118 160007 $ 70.79 
PS #9 LIGHTS 601-5060-436.28-01 9936830042 160007 $ 264.93 
PS #9 LIGHTS 601-5060-436.28-01 9938352813 160007 $ 120.42 
PS #9 LIGHTS 601-5060-436.28-01 9938352821 160007 $ 144.50 

88073 GREEN DE BORTNOWSKY, LLP COSTAL CAMPUS SEWER 502-1922-419.20-01 IMPB.0001 160483 $ 9,174.00 
88074 JACQUELINE SUE STENZEL JAN 2016 SR YOGA 101-6030-453.20-06 31 160131 $ 120.00 
88075 JET GRAPHICS, INC. BL PAPER 101-1210-413.28-11 121855-C 160484 $ 954.00 
88076 KEYSER MARSTON ASSOC INC DEC 2015 HABITAT FOR HUMA 216-1240-413.20-06 0029196 160486 $ 1,928.75 

DEC 2015 9TH/PALM MIXED U 303-1250-413.20-01 0029195 160486 $ 940.00 
88077 MANAGED HEALTH NETWORK FEB 2016 101-1130-412.20-06 3200076129 160100 $ 414.40 
88078 MCDOUGALLOVEEC~S& ATTORNEY SERVICES 101-1220-413.20-02 89462 160173 $ 9,227.00 

ATTORNEY SERVICES 303-1250-413.20-01 89464 (blank) $ 112.50 
ATTORNEY SERVICES 303-1250-413.20-01 89465 (blank) $ 37.50 
ATTORNEY SERVICES 502-1922-419.20-01 89460 (blank) $ 480.00 
ATTORNEY SERVICES 502-1922-419.20-01 89461 (blank) $ 870.00 
ATTORNEY SERVICES 502-1922-419.20-01 89463 {blank) $ 7,155.00 
ATTORNEY SERVICES 502-1922-419.20-01 89507 (blank) $ 1,903.86 

88079 NOLTE ASSOCIATES, INC. NOV 2015 PLAN CHK MF 1100 101-0000-221.01-02 40010 (blank) $ 3,221.00 
NOV 2015 PLAN CHK MF 1189 101-0000-221.01-02 40011 {blank) $ 3,076.00 

88080 OFFICE DEPOT, INC MISC OFFICE SUPPLIES 101-1010-411.30-01 813221326001 160000 $ 111.05 
PAPER 101-1020-411.30-01 807919177001 160000 $ 49.78 
SHEET PROTECTORS 101-1020-411.30-01 807919766001 160000 $ 7.95 
CERTIFICATE PAPER 101-1010-411.30-01 811339922001 160000 $ 64.75 
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City of Imperial Beach 

Check/EFT# Vendor Description Account# Invoice# PO# 1Amount II 
t~--- . != 

88080 OFFICE DEPOT, INC ENVELOPES/TAPE/NOTEPAD$ 101-1020-411.30-01 803929068001 160000 1$ 70.74 

FILE FOLDERS/POST-ITS/CAL 101-1010-411.30-01 805370046001 160000 is 52.43 

HIGHLIGHTER PENS 101-1010-411.30-01 805370130001 160000 Is 5.61 

RULER 101-1010-411.30-01 813223472001 160000 IS 1.93 

DESK HEATER 101-1210-413.30-01 815750587001 160000 [$ 20.51 

PLANNER/MISC SUPPLIES 101-5020-432.30-01 817294351001 160000 Is 44.72 

DISINFECTANT WIPES 101-5020-432.30-01 817294502001 160000 is 19.43 

FILING SUPPLIES/BATTERIES 101-1230-413.30-01 817584249001 160000 Is 120.80 

FILING SUPPLIES/BATTERIES 101-3040-424.30-01 817584249001 160000 is 4.56 

FILING SUPPLIES/BATTERIES 101-3070-427.30-01 817584249001 160000 is 20.56 

BUSINESS CARDS-GUEVARA,S 101-3070-427.28-11 817309299001 160000 Is 44.09 

88081 ONE SOURCE DISTRIBUTORS BALLASTS 101-1910-419.30-02 54986160.001 160010 Is 205.20 

88082 MISCELLANEOUS REFUNDS REFUND PT 67235 101-0000-121.00-00 CR 2994 (blank) Is 53.00 

88083 PADRE JANITORIAL SUPPLIES JANITORIAL SUPPLIES 101-6040-454.30-02 376908 160019 IS 254.72 

JANITORIAL SUPPLIES 101-6040-454.30-02 378235 160019 l$ 127.03 

JANITORIAL SUPPLIES 101-6040-454.30-02 378583 160019 is 340.48 
I 

JANITORIAL SUPPLIES 101-6040-454.30-02 379593 160019 IS 258.37 

88084 PRINCIPAL FINANCIAL GROUP FEB 2016 DENTAL PPO 101-0000-209.01-12 FEB 2016 (blank) 1$ 2,366.69 

88085 PROJECT DESIGN CONSULTANT THRU 01/22/16 PALM AVE Ml 401-5020-532.20-06 86814 140823 1$ 18,501.90 

88086 RELIABLE TIRES COMPANY RECYCLE USED TIRES 101-5040-434.21-04 94957 F16075 IS 27.00 

RECYCLE USED TIRES 101-5040-434.21-04 94986 F16076 Is 27.00 

DISPOSAL OF USED TIRES 101-5040-434.21-04 94946 F16072 [$ 27.00 

88087 SAN DIEGO COUNTY- ASSESSOR, POE OCT-DEC 2015 MPR EXTRACT 101-1210-413.29-04 201600038 F16077 Is 125.00 

DEC 2015 MAPS 101-1230-413.28-11 201600037 160480 I$ 4.00 

88088 SAN DIEGO COUNTY SHERIFF NOV 2015 LAW ENF SERVICES 101-3010-421.20-06 12-28-2015 (blank) Is 517,459.67 

NOV 2015 COPPS PRG 212-3036-421.20-06 12-28-2015 (blank) I$ 8,333.33 

NOV 2015 TOW FEE CREDIT 101-0000-338.60-03 12-28-2015 (blank) is (1,001.49) 

88089 SHARP REES-STEALY MEDICAL CNTR DEC 2015 EMPLYMNT EXAMS 101-3030-423.21-04 292 160183 [$ 113.00 

DEC 2015 EMPLVMNT EXAMS 601-5060-436.21-04 292 160183 iS 245.00 

88090 SITEONE LANDSCAPE SUPPLY, LLC PRO STEEL PLUS/STAKES 420-5000-532.20-06 74383623 160024 Is 344.80 

88091 SPARKLETTS DEC/JAN 2016 101-3020-422.30-02 12529930 011516 160245 is 130.42 

88092 STATE OF CALIFORNIA SR FH 097-834415 101-0000-211.01-02 2015 (blank) :s 
I 142.00 

88093 TREASURER, COUNTY OF S.D. SANDBAGS 101-3020-422.30-02 SB2015-07 160482 1$ 480.00 

SANDBAGS 101-3020-422.30-02 SB2016-04 160482 $ 480.00 

88094 MISCELLANEOUS VENDOR 1/20/15-1/14/16 USGS 101-1230-513.20-06 90413135 (blank) $ 59,081.20 

88095 VERIZON WIRELESS 12/09/2015-01/08/2016 101-3020-422.27-05 9758505421 (blank) $ 103.95 

12/09/2015-01/08/2016 101-3030-423.27-05 9758505421 (blank) $ 218.59 

12/09/2015-01/08/2016 101-3040-424.27-05 9758505421 (blank) $ 89.00 

12/09/2015-01/08/2016 101-3070-427.27-05 9758505421 (blank) $ 74.92 

12/09/2015-01/08/2016 101-5010-431.30-02 9758505421 (blank) $ 27.30 
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City of Imperial Beach 
Warrant Register by Check/EFT Number 

Check/EFT# Vendor Description Account# Invoice# PO# _!Amount 

li 
I $ 319.58 

I $ 144.50 

12/09/2015-01/08/2016 101-5020-432.27-05 9758505421 (blank) 

12/09/2015-01/08/2016 101-6020-452.30-02 9758505421 (blank) 

12/09/2015-01/08/2016 503-1923-419.27-05 9758505421 (blank) 

JAN 2015 FSA FEES 101-1210-413.29-04 125A10443339 160172 

88095 VERIZON WIRELESS 

88096 WAGEWORKS INC. 

664.33 

25.21 

88097 WAXIE SANITARY SUPPLY JANITORIAL SUPPLIES 101-6040-454.30-02 75733188 160097 i $ 750.39 
2016-01-29 Total ~T~$~~7;889-:07 

@!~~~~c::====================================================:J~,~ 
--··~-·----·~·~---·--·-·~··~·-·---~~·-~---~·-------··--·-·--
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City of Imperial Beach 
Warrant Register as Budgeted (FY2016) 

Current as ofOl/30/2016 

Previous 

Warrant 

-~--------~-- ---oElu~get ~-- -~('!gE_~1_~o 2016~0!~9Z.~~ 2016-01-11 2016-01-15 

Expense 
101 GENERAL FUND 

ADVERTISING 

ATIORNEY SERVICES 

ATIORNEY SERVICES-OTHER 

AUTO ALLOWANCE 

BANKING/FIN SRVCS CHARGES 

CELL PHONE ALLOWANCE 

COMMUNITY PROGRAMS 

CONTRACTS-ELECTIONS 

COPIER LEASES 

COUNCIL/RDA BOARD PAY 

EMPLOYEE RECOGNITION AWRD 

EQUIPMENT 

FEES & LICENSES 

FICA 

FIRE EXTINGUISHER SERVICE 

FLSA WAGES 

GAS & ELECTRIC (SDG&E) 

HOUSING ALLOWANCE 

LIFE INSURANCE 

MAINTENANCE & REPAIR 

MEMBERSHIP DUES 

MGT MEDICAL REIMBURSEMENT 

MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT 

NUISANCE ABATEMENT CHARGE 

OFFICE SUPPLIES 

OPERATING SUPPLIES 

OTHER SERVICES & CHARGES 

OVERTIME 

PARS CITY CONTRIBUTION 

PERS-CITY PORTION 

PEST CONTROL SERVICE 

PLAN CHECK SERVCIES 

POSTAGE & FREIGHT 

PRINTING SERVICES 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

RCS PROGRAM 

RENT-EQUIPMENT 

RENT-UNIFORMS 

SALARIES FULL-TIME 

SALARIES PART-TIME 

SECTION 125 CAFETERIA 

SECURITY & ALARM 

SMALL TOOLS/NON-CAPITAL 

STAND-BY PAY 

SUBSCRIBE & PUBLICATIONS 

TECHNICAL SERVICES 

TEMPORARY STAFFING 

TRAFFIC CONTROL 

TRAINING & EDUCATION-MOU 

TRANSFER OUT 

TRAVEL, TRAINING, MEETING 

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 

UTILITIES-CELL PHONES 

UTILITIES-SEWER 

UTILITIES-TELEPHONE 

UTILITIES-WATER 

WORKER'S COMP INSURANCE 

PERS-EMPLOYEE PORTION 

TECHNICAL SERVICES 

201 GAS TAX FUND 

AUTO ALLOWANCE 

CELL PHONE ALLOWANCE 

FICA 

PERS-CITY PORTION 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

7,000 $ 
40,276 $ 

110,724 $ 
48,07S $ 
38,000 $ 
13,440 $ 
91,800 $ 

9,000 

28,0SO $ 
41,999 $ 

2,6SO $ 
37,999 $ 
20,485 $ 

365,843 $ 
550 

27,528 

247,000 

14,265 

69,200 

44,306 

3,150 

550 

1,000 $ 
20,850 $ 

279,345 $ 
34,800 $ 

123,500 $ 
25,216 $ 

792,142 $ 
4,300 $ 
8,000 

11,450 $ 
8,876 $ 

8,026,549 $ 
50,000 $ 

3,400 $ 
31,612 $ 

4,380,444 $ 
684,776 $ 
832,487 $ 

5,460 $ 
21,750 $ 

$ 
5,475 $ 

600,923 $ 
39,200 $ 
S1,000 $ 
10,000 $ 
17,000 $ 
64,196 $ 
41,956 $ 
19,500 $ 

8,S68 $ 
200 $ 

174,680 

71,209 $ 
$ 
$ 

190 

60 

1,890 

2,620 

646,600 

25,086 

23,801 

6,161 

(59S) 

23,649 

213,402 

14,611 

3,840 

8,371 

921 

(334) 

157 

110,954 

13,671 

588,702 

318 

$ 
$ 

35,918 $ 

152 

2,524,832 

395,006 

435,046 

105 

$ 

$ 
81,588 $ 

$ 

17,000 

(28) 

35,620 

11,379 

71,209 

(80,448) 

44 

$ 

15 

493 

697 

413 $ 

2,012 

980 

95 

652 

7,063 

13,772 

150 

35 

636 

1,050 

459 

33 

7,650 

18,827 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 
$ 

100 $ 

$ 

587 

168 

485 

897 

128 

262 

6,536 

10,834 

783 

185 

5,432 

1,527 

250 

2,734 

379 

2016-01-20 

50 

Attachment 2 

2016-01-21 2016-01-29 

$ 

$ 

$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 

675 

856 

1,93S 

17,815 

618 

9,941 

272 

$ 
1,059,774 $ 

3,465 

492 

145 

24,647 $ 
$ 

200 

150 $ 

1,354 $ 

$ 
$ 

9,227 $ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

59S $ 
3,695 $ 

270 $ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

1,002 $ 
577,075 $ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

1,608 $ 
2,740 $ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

1,151 $ 
$ 
$ 

5,768 $ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

6,325 

40,276 

101,497 

22,989 

13,342 

7,279 

89,796 

9,000 

26,115 

18,350 

2,482 

37,999 

20,485 

152,441 

550 

12,917 

228,700 

(3,840) 

5,894 

67,323 

44,211 

2,229 

sso 
872 

18,724 

252,444 

34,373 

12,546 

11,545 

203,440 

3,710 

8,000 

11,450 

7,874 

6,329,176 

46,535 

3,400 

30,184 

1,855,612 

289,770 

397,441 

S,275 

21,600 

(105) 

5,295 

487,014 

35,410 

49,473 

9,550 

60,881 

6,336 

18,166 

(2,811) 

200 

159,907 

80,448 

146 

45 

1,397 

1,923 

626,980 
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City of Imperial Beach 
Warrant Register as Budgeted (F¥2016) 

Current as of 01/30/2016 

& o% 
Previous 

oi' 
.~<::-~ 

Warrant 
.,, 

----------------- ---____ Budgej __ __ _R~gi~ters_ 2016-01-07 
---

2016-01-11 2016-01-15 2016-01-20 2016-01-21 2016-01-29 «-"'('-
----~------- ---- - - ~----~--- ------

RENT-UNIFORMS $ 9 $ (9) 

SALARIES FUll-TIME 23,050 $ 5,944 $ 17,106 

SECTION 125 CAFETERIA 3,590 $ 1,014 $ 2,576 

TRANSFER OUT 789,000 $ 789,000 $ 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE $ 12 $ (12) 

202 PROP "A" (TRANSNET) FUND $ 
AUTO AllOWANCE 530 $ 174 $ 356 

CEll PHONE AllOWANCE 180 $ 58 $ 122 

FICA 3,480 $ 1,114 $ 2,366 

PERS-CITY PORTION 4,810 $ 1,524 $ 3,286 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 1,140,000 $ 19,237 3,214 $ 1,117,550 

SALARIES FULL-TIME 43,850 $ 13,995 $ 29,855 

SECTION 125 CAFETERIA 7,150 $ 1,990 $ 5,160 

TRANSFER OUT 209,100 $ 209,100 $ 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE $ 70 $ (70) 

212 SLESF (COPS) FUND $ 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 100,000 16,667 8,333 $ 75,000 

215 LLMD-ASSMT DIST #67 FUND $ 
GAS & ELECTRIC (SDG&E) 27,000 2,165 $ 24,835 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 2,000 $ 2,000 

216 HOUSING AUTHORITY $ 
ATIORNEY SERVICES $ 1,320 $ (1,320) 

FICA 3,529 $ 779 $ 2,750 

PERS-CITY PORTION 8,788 $ 5,049 $ 3,739 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 19,100 $ 6,324 800 865 $ 1,929 $ 9,183 

SALARIES PART-TIME 31,133 $ 10,185 $ 20,948 

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 434 $ 434 

3015A DEBT SERVICE FUND $ 
BOND INTEREST (2010 TAB) 1,051,836 430,760 $ 621,076 

BOND PRINCIPAL (2010 TAB) 245,000 $ 245,000 

INTEREST BOND (2013 TAB) 762,957 329,359 $ 433,598 

303 REDEV OBLIG RETIRE FUND $ 
ATIORNEY SERVICES 90,000 $ 26,304 $ 1,090 $ 62,606 

AUTO AllOWANCE $ 34 $ (34) 

CEll PHONE AllOWANCE $ 6 $ (6) 

FICA $ 99 $ (99) 

OTHER SERVICES & CHARGES 9,000 55 5,000 38 $ 3,906 

PERS-CITY PORTION $ 132 $ (132) 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 200,000 $ 1,049 1,676 2,593 4,929 $ 189,753 

SALARIES FUll-TIME $ 250,000 $ 107,178 $ 142,822 

SECTION 12S CAFETERIA $ 127 $ (127) 

TRANSFER OUT 2,059,793 $ 912,163 $ 1,147,630 

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE $ 0 $ (0) 

401 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUND $ 
AUTO ALLOWANCE $ 2,690 $ $ 2,690 

CEll PHONE AllOWANCE $ 900 $ $ 900 

FICA $ 11,200 $ 15 $ 11,185 

PERS-CITY PORTION $ 15,190 $ 21 $ 15,169 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 3,681,250 $ 417 33,916 $ 18,502 $ 3,628,415 

SALARIES FUll-TIME $ 138,590 $ 192 $ 138,398 

SECTION 125 CAFETERIA $ 25,180 $ 10 $ 25,170 

402 C.I.P. 2010 BOND $ 
AUTO AllOWANCE $ 700 $ 301 $ 399 

CEll PHONE AllOWANCE $ 240 $ 100 $ 140 

FICA $ 13,950 $ 2,353 $ 11,597 

PERS-CITY PORTION $ 18,980 $ 3,347 $ 15,633 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 5,225,002 $ 102,835 2,116 $ 1,688 $ 5,118,363 

RENT-UNIFORMS $ 62 $ (62) 

SALARIES FUll-TIME 173,070 $ 31,235 $ 141,835 

SECTION 125 CAFETERIA 12,510 $ 3,955 $ 8,555 

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE $ 138 $ (138) 

420 PARKS MAJOR MAINTENAN CIP $ 
AUTO AllOWANCE 32 $ (32) 

CEll PHONE AllOWANCE 7 $ (7) 

FICA 73 $ (73) 

PERS-CITY PORTION 98 $ (98) 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 225,000 345 $ 224,655 
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City of Imperial Beach 
Warrant Register as Budgeted (FY2016) 

Current as of 0 l/30/20 16 

/~~ 
Previous 4''~ "'"' ' Warrant 

~ 
___ Budg~t _ ______ Registers 2016-01-07 2016-01-11 2016-01-15 ~Q_1_6:Ql :~() 2016-01-21 2016-01-29 

------- ----------------------- ~~--------- --------
SALARIES FULL-TIME $ 894 $ (894) 

SECTION 125 CAFETERIA $ 146 $ (146) 

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE $ 3 $ (3) 

SOl VEHICLE REPLACEMENT/MAINT $ 
FEES & LICENSES $ 3,150 1,555 $ 1,595 

FICA $ 9,373 5,035 $ 4,338 

FIRE EXTINGUISHER SERVICE $ 400 $ 400 

LIFE INSURANCE $ 265 $ 87 $ 178 

MAINTENANCE & REPAIR $ 11,100 $ $ 11,100 

OPERATING SUPPLIES $ 4,100 $ 122 66 71 $ 3,841 

OTHER SERVICES & CHARGES $ 2,400 $ 55 $ 2,345 

OVERTIME $ 300 $ 300 

PERS-CITY PORTION $ 23,762 $ 14,719 $ 9,043 

SALARIES FULL-TIME $ 96,734 $ 62,839 $ 33,895 

SECTION 125 CAFETERIA $ 25,760 $ 8,856 $ 16,904 

SMALL TOOLS/NON-CAPITAL $ 12,000 $ $ 12,000 

TEMPORARY STAFFING $ 28,000 $ 1,237 2,969 $ 23,794 

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE $ 868 $ 438 $ 430 

VEHICLE OPERATE-FUEL/OIL $ 240,200 $ 5,090 5,219 $ 229,892 

VEHICLE OPERATE-PARTS M&O $ 25,000 $ (744) 698 741 927 $ 23,378 

WORKER'S COMP INSURANCE $ 3,266 $ 3,266 $ 
502 RISK MANAGEMENT FUND $ 

A DORNEY SERVICES $ 75,000 $ 19,583 $ 55,417 

AUTO ALLOWANCE $ 1,980 $ 1,003 $ 977 

CELL PHONE ALLOWANCE $ 600 $ 151 $ 449 

FICA $ 5,911 $ 3,094 $ 2,817 

INSURANCE PREMIUM/DEPOSIT $ 155,622 $ $ 155,622 

INSURANCE PREMIUM/WK COMP $ 84,144 $ $ 84,144 

LIFE INSURANCE $ 269 $ 160 $ 109 

MGT MEDICAL REIMBURSEMENT $ 126 $ 84 $ 42 

OPERATING SUPPLIES $ 1,000 $ 1,000 

OTHER SERVICES & CHARGES $ 250 $ 238 $ (488) 

OVERTIME $ 21 $ (21) 

PAYMENT OF CLAIMS $ 50,000 $ 50,000 

PERS-CITY PORTION $ 9,080 3,275 $ 5,805 

PYMT OF WORK COMP CLAIMS $ 150,000 130,131 $ 19,869 

SALARIES FULL-TIME $ 70,512 42,395 $ 28,117 

SECTION 125 CAFETERIA $ 9,947 5,567 $ 4,380 

TECHNICAL SERVICES $ 1,000 $ 1,000 

THIRD PARTY ADMIN (W/C) $ 25,970 5,648 $ 20,322 

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE $ 347 330 $ 17 

WORKER'S COMP INSURANCE $ 1,025 1,025 $ 
503 TECHNOLOGY/COMMUNICATIONS $ 

AUTO ALLOWANCE $ 4,800 $ 2,108 $ 2,692 

CELL PHONE ALLOWANCE $ 960 $ 320 $ 640 

EQUIPMENT $ 30,000 $ $ 30,000 

FEES & LICENSES $ 7,164 $ $ 7,164 

FICA $ 13,516 $ 6,305 $ 7,211 

H.T.E. MAINTENANCE $ 37,500 $ $ 37,500 

LIFE INSURANCE $ 571 $ 337 $ 234 

MAINTENANCE & REPAIR $ 1,400 $ 1,400 

MEMBERSHIP DUES $ 640 $ 640 

MGT MEDICAL REIMBURSEMENT $ 84 84 $ 
OFFICE SUPPLIES $ 500 $ 500 

OPERATING SUPPLIES $ 7,000 $ 109 487 $ 6,404 

OVERTIME $ 663 $ (663) 

PARS CITY CONTRIBUTION 883 $ 359 $ 524 

PERS-CITY PORTION 19,271 $ 12,826 $ 6,445 

POSTAGE & FREIGHT 200 $ $ 200 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 12,850 $ $ 12,850 

QUESYST 8,000 $ 6,600 $ 1,400 

SALARIES FULL-TIME 130,702 $ 76,721 $ 53,981 

SALARIES PART-TIME 23,559 $ 9,420 $ 14,139 

SECTION 125 CAFETERIA 26,001 $ 10,052 $ 15,949 

SMALL TOOLS/NON-CAPITAL 24,600 $ 2,313 $ 22,287 

TECHNICAL SERVICES 47,020 $ (6,370) 1,230 38 230 $ 51,892 

TRAVEL, TRAINING, MEETING 4,950 $ $ 4,950 
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City of Imperial Beach 
Warrant Register as Budgeted (F¥2016) 
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UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE $ 1,389 $ 983 $ 406 

UTILITIES-CELL PHONES $ 4,000 $ 320 $ 3,680 

UTILITIES-TELEPHONE $ 12,000 $ $ 12,000 

504 FACILITY MAINT/REPLACEMNT $ 
AUTO ALLOWANCE $ 24 $ (24) 

CELL PHONE ALLOWANCE $ 8 $ (8) 

FICA $ 76 $ (76) 

PERS-CITY PORTION $ 100 $ (100) 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 100,000 $ 824 $ 99,176 

SALARIES FULL-TIME $ 909 $ (909) 

SECTION 125 CAFETERIA $ 156 $ (156) 

TECHNICAL SERVICES 58,600 $ $ 58,600 

601 SEWER ENTERPRISE FUND $ 
AUTO ALLOWANCE $ 672 $ (672) 

CELL PHONE ALLOWANCE $ 129 $ (129) 

EQUIPMENT $ 40,400 $ $ 40,400 

FEES & LICENSES $ 2,950 $ 1,012 91 73 $ 1,774 

FICA $ 20,686 $ 14,814 $ 5,872 

GAS & ELECTRIC (SDG&E) $ 68,000 1,373 5,412 $ 61,215 

LIFE INSURANCE $ 664 362 $ 302 

MAINTENANCE & REPAIR $ 40,800 4,175 38 1,461 530 $ 34,596 

MEMBERSHIP DUES $ 900 328 $ 572 

OPERATING SUPPLIES $ 13,895 155 468 1,604 $ 11,668 

OTHER SERVICES & CHARGES $ 8,400 $ 8,400 

OVERTIME $ 12,200 9,472 $ 2,728 

PERS-CITY PORTION $ 48,138 37,924 $ 10,214 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 2,134,360 17,303 $ 2,117,057 

RENT-EQUIPMENT $ 1,000 $ 1,000 

RENT-UNIFORMS $ 22 $ (22) 

SALARIES FULL-TIME $ 252,693 $ 164,597 $ 88,096 

SECTION 125 CAFETERIA $ 57,094 $ 29,016 $ 28,078 

SECURITY & ALARM $ 4,000 $ 294 $ 3,707 

SMALL TOOLS/NON-CAPITAL $ 3,000 $ $ 3,000 

STAND-BY PAY $ 21,000 $ 9,620 $ 11,380 

TECHNICAL SERVICES $ 2,681,200 $ 64 2,468 6,880 $ 245 $ 2,671,543 

TEMPORARY STAFFING $ 30,000 $ $ 30,000 

TRAVEL, TRAINING, MEETING $ 5,200 $ $ 5,200 

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 2,170 $ 2,277 $ (107) 

UTILITIES-TELEPHONE 2,500 $ 48 $ 2,452 

UTILITIES-WATER 6,700 $ (1,899) 317 273 873 $ 7,135 

WORKER'S COMP INSURANCE 6,532 $ 6,532 $ 
$ 10 $ (1,010) $ (1,001) 

$ 10,100 $ 53 

$ 19,124 $ 4,805 $ 8,806 
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TO: 

FROM: 

ORIGINATING DEPT.: 

MEETING DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

STAFF REPORT 

CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 

AGENDA ITEM NO. M 

HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

ANDY HALL, CITY MANAGER~t\ 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

FEBRUARY 17, 2016 

CONSENT CALENDAR: ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION NO. 
2016-7665 AUTHORIZING SUBMITTAL OF SENIOR CENTER 
HRP GRANT APPLICATION 

On October 26, 2015, the California Department of Housing and Community Development 
(HCD) provided a Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) for a Housing-Related Parks (HRP) 
Program grant. It is a non-competitive grant program with $30 million available for the 2015 
funding round. Staff is recommending adoption of Resolution No. 2016-7665 that authorizes 
the complete submittal of a Senior Center HRP grant application. 

DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION: 

That the City Council : 

1. Receive the report; and 

2. Adopt Resolution No. 2016-7665 that authorizes the complete submittal of the Senior 
Center grant application funded by the California Housing and Community Development 
Department's Housing-Related Parl<s Program. 

RATIONALE: 

This is a unique grant opportunity to obtain entitlement-like funding to make park related 
improvements as an incentive to continue producing affordable housing. It is a noncompetitive 
grant opportunity without a matching fund requirement. 

OPTIONS: 

Option 1: Adopt Resolution No. 2016-7665 that authorizes the complete submittal of the 
Senior Center HRP grant application. 

\\Colb-vm02\e\citywide_files\CITY COUNCIL\Staff Reports\CDD-DIR\2016 Staff Reports\021716 Senior Center HRP 
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City Council Staff Report 
Senior Center HRP grant 

February 17, 2016 
Page 2 of 2 

Option 2: Do not adopt Resolution No. 2016-7665 and provide further direction to city staff. 

BACKGROUND: 

HCD launched the Housing-Related Parks (HRP) Program with a Notice of Funding Availability 
(NOFA) on October 26, 2015. The objective of the program is to reward local governments that 
approve housing for lower-income households and are in compliance with State Housing 
Element Law by providing funds to create or rehabilitate parks and/or recreational facilities. 
Eligible units that would qualify a parks project would be those affordable units that are 
permitted, substantially rehabilitated, converted and/or preserved from January 1, 2010 to 
December 31 , 2015. $30 million is available for the 2015 funding round. The deadline for the 
grant is February 4, 2016. 

PROJECT EVALUATION: 

This is a unique grant opportunity to obtain entitlement-like funding to make park related 
improvements as an incentive to continue producing affordable housing. It is noncompetitive 
without a matching fund requirement. If the total requested funds by the qualified grantees 
exceed the $30 million available, the grant amounts would be apportioned among the awardees. 

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) DETERMINATION: 

The submission of this Senior Center HRP grant application would be exempt from CEQA as it 
is not a project as defined in § 15378 of the CEQA Guidelines. However, any subsequent 
discretionary permits needed to perform construction on the Senior Center would be subject to 
CEQA review. 

COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT (COP) JURISDICTION DETERMINATION: 

The Senior Center is located in the non-appealable area of the coastal zone and jurisdiction for 
any discretionary COP would be with the City. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

There would not be any direct fiscal impact to the City (except for staff time preparing the grant 
application) as no matching funds are required for this grant. 

Attachments: 
1. Resolution No. 2016-7665 
2. HRP Grant Guidelines 
3. HRP Grant application 

cc: file MF 1171 
Tania Moshirian, Planning Intern, City of Imperial Beach, Community Development 

Department tmoshirian@imperialbeachca.gov 
Rostom Sarkissian, Project Manager/Grant Writer, California Consulting, LLC, 214 Mail 

Street, Suite 102, El Segundo, CA 90245 rostom@californiaconsulting.org 
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Attachment 1 
RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7665 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH, 
CALIFORNIA, AUTHORIZING THE SUBMITTAL OF A SENIOR CENTER GRANT 
APPLICATION FUNDED BY THE CALIFORNIA HOUSING AND COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT'S HOUSING-RELATED PARKS (HRP) PROGRAM. 

APPLICANT: CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 

WHEREAS, on February 17, 2016, the City Council of the City of Imperial Beach held a 
duly-noticed meeting to consider the merits of approving or denying the submittal of a Senior 
Center HRP grant application; and 

WHEREAS, funding in the amount of $30 million would be available to qualified grantees 
state-wide; and 

WHEREAS, the grant would provide funding to make improvements to the Senior 
Center; and 

WHEREAS, a sufficient number of permits for affordable housing units were issued by 
the City of Imperial Beach during the Designated Program Year (DPY) from January 1, 2010 to 
December 31, 2015 to make the grant application eligible for approval; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the Imperial Beach general plan/ local coastal 
plan is consistent with the regional plan San Diego Forward (adopted by the San Diego 
Association of Governments in October of 2015) as Imperial Beach is a built-out community but 
directs redevelopment and additional growth along its major transportation corridors which is 
consistent with the Smart Growth principles of the regional blueprint plan; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the Senior Center HRP grant project is consistent 
with the General Plan designation of Public Facility (PF) pursuant to Government Code § 
65401;and 

WHEREAS, this grant application would not be subject to the requirements of the 
California Environmental Quality (CEQA) as it would not be defined as a project pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines § 15378; and 

WHEREAS, any required coastal development permit (CDP) for this project would be 
processed through the City of Imperial Beach. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Imperial 
Beach that the submittal of the Senior Center HRP grant application to the Housing and 
Community Development (HCD) Department is hereby authorized. 

Appeal Process under the California Code of Civil Procedure (CCP): The time within which 
judicial review of a City Council decision must be sought is governed by Section 1 094.6 of the 
CCP. A right to appeal a City Council decision is governed by CCP Section 1094.5 and Chapter 
1.18 of the Imperial Beach Municipal Code. 
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Resolution No. 2016-7665 
Page 2 of 2 

PROTEST PROVISION: The 90-day period in which any party may file a protest, pursuant to 
Government Code Section 66020, of the fees, dedications or exactions imposed on this 
development project begins on the date of the final decision. 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Imperial 
Beach at its meeting held on the 1 ih day of February 2016, by the following vote: 

AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ATTEST: 

JACQUELINE M. HALO, MMC 
CITY CLERK 

SERGE DEDINA, MAYOR 
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Housing-Related Parks Program 
Program Guidelines 

Revised November 2015 

Section 100 
Introduction and Program Background 

The Department of Housing and Community Development (Department) is pleased to release 
revised program guidelines (Guidelines) for funding through the Housing-Related Parks (HRP) 
Program (Program). The HRP Program is designed to encourage cities and counties to develop 
new residential housing by rewarding those jurisdictions that approve housing affordable to 
lower-income households and are in compliance with State housing element law. 

The HRP Program was funded through Proposition 1 C, the Housing and Emergency Shelter 
Trust Fund Act of 2006, Health and Safety Code Section 53545, subdivision (d) and originally 
established pursuant to Chapter 641, Statutes of 2008 (AB 2494, Caballero), at Chapter 8 of 
Part 2 of Division 31 of the Health and Safety Code (commencing with Section 50700) and 
subsequently amended pursuant to Chapter 779, Statutes 2012 (AB 1672, Torres). The 
Program awards funds on a per-bedroom basis for each residential unit affordable to very low
and low-income households permitted during the designated Program year. The Program 
provides funds for parks and recreation projects that benefit the community and add to the 
quality of life. 

The Department reserves the right, at its sole discretion, to suspend or amend the provisions of 
these Guidelines, including, but not limited to, grant award amounts. 
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I Section 101 
Definitions 

Capitalized terms used in these Guidelines shall have the meanings set forth below: 

A. "Building Permit" means a permit issued by a city or a county to construct any building or 
structure regulated by the Uniform Building Code. 

B. "Converted" means multifamily rental units converted from market rate to affordable by 
acquisition of the units or purchase of affordability covenants and restrictions as described 
in paragraph (2) of subdivision (c) of Section 65583.1 of the Government Code, except 
that the city, county, or city and county may have committed assistance at any time during 
the projection period. 

C. "Disadvantaged Community" means an area within a city, county, or city and county that is 
composed solely of those census tracts designated by the United States Department of 
Housing and Urban Development as having at least 51 percent of its residents at low- or 
moderate-income levels, using the most recent decennial United States Census data 
available. 

D. "Department" means the California Department of Housing and Community Development 

E. "Designated Program Year" means the designated time period as indicated in the Notice of 
Funding Availability ("NOFA") issued by the Department for each funding round. 

F. "Eligible Subcontractor" means a recreation and park district formed under Chapter 4 
(commencing with Section 5780 of Division 5 of the Public Resources Code, a district 
formed pursuant to Section 5500 or 35100 of the Public Resources Code for the creation 
or improvement of a park or recreational facility, or any nonprofit organization described in 
Section 501 (c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code (26 U.S.C. Sec 501 (c)(3)), that is exempt 
from taxation and that has among its purposes the conservation of natural or cultural 
resources. 

G. "Eligible Unit" means a housing unit that qualifies for the base grant award. Only Eligible 
Units can qualify for the bonus criteria awards. 

H. "Extremely Low-Income Households" has the meaning set forth in Health and Safety Code 
Section 50106. 

I. "lnfill Project" means a residential or mixed-use residential project located within an 
Urbanized Area on a site that has been previously developed or on a vacant site where at 
least 75 percent of the perimeter of the site adjoins parcels that are developed with Urban 
Uses. In calculating this percentage, perimeters bordering navigable bodies of water and 
improved parks shall not be included. For these purposes, a property is adjoining the side 
of a project site if the property is separated from the project site only by an improved public 
right-of-way. 
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Section 101 
Definitions 
-continued-

J. "Low-Income Households" has the meaning set forth for lower-income households in 
Health and Safety Code Section 50079.5. 

K. "Park and Recreation Facility" means a facility that provides benefits to the community 
and includes, but is not limited to, places for organized team sports, outdoor recreation, 
and informal turf play; non-motorized recreational trails; permanent play structures; 
landscaping; community gardens; places for passive recreation; multipurpose structures 
designed to meet the special recreational, educational, vocational, and social needs of 
youth, senior citizens, and other population groups; recreation areas created by the 
redesign and retrofit of urban freeways; community swim centers; regional recreational 
trails; and infrastructure and other improvements that support these facilities. 

L. "Parks Deficient Community" means an area within a city, county, or city and county that 
has less than three acres of usable parkland per 1 ,000 residents. 

M. "Preserved" means units preserved at affordable housing costs to lower-income 
households by acquisition of the units or the purchase of affordability covenants and 
restrictions as described in paragraph (2) of subdivision (c) of Section 65583.1 of the 
Government Code, except that the city, county, or city and county may have committed 
assistance at any time during the projection period. 

N. "Program" means the Housing-Related Parks Program implemented by these Guidelines. 

0. "Qualifying Park Project" means that Park and Recreation Facility designated in the 
Program Application that meets the eligible use criteria for funding through the Program, 
as set for in Section 1 08 of these Guidelines. 

P. "Regional Blueprint Plan" means a regional plan that implements statutory requirements 
intended to foster comprehensive planning as defined in Section 65041.1 of Chapter 2.5 
(commencing with Section 65080) of Division 1 of Title 7 and Article 10.6 (commencing 
with Section 65580) of Chapter 3 of Division 1 of Title 7 of the Government Code. 

0. "Substantially Rehabilitated" means units at imminent risk of loss to the housing stock 
which are substantially rehabilitated and therefore represent a net increase in the 
community's affordable housing stock as described in paragraph (2) of subdivision (c) of 
Section 65583.1 of the Government Code, except that the city, county, or city and county 
may have committed assistance at any time during the projection period. 
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I Section 101 
Definitions 
~continued~ 

R. "Urbanized Area" means an incorporated city or urbanized area or urban cluster as defined 
by the United States Census Bureau. For unincorporated areas outside of an urban area 
or urban cluster, the area shall be within a designated urban service area that is 
designated in the local general plan for urban development and is served by public sewer 
and water. 

S. "Urban Uses" means any residential, commercial, industrial, transit, transportation 
passenger facility, or retail use, or any combination of those uses. Urban uses do not 
include lands used for agricultural uses or parcels in excess of 15,000 square feet in size 
and containing only one single-family residence. 

T. "Very Low-Income Households" has the meaning set forth in Health and Safety Code 
Section 50105. 
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Section 102 
Eligibility and Threshold Criteria 

The Program does not use a competitive process to award funds; all cities and counties that 
meet the eligibility requirements outlined below will be funded as provided in these Guidelines. 

A. Eligible Applicants 

Cities, counties, and cities and counties are eligible to apply to the Department for funds for 
eligible costs and activities under the Program. 

B. Threshold Criteria 

Applicants must meet all of the following threshold requirements for participation in the 
Program: 

1. Housing Element Compliance: The applicant must have a housing element that has 
been adopted by the jurisdiction's governing body and determined to be in substantial 
compliance with State housing element law pursuant to Government Code Section 65585 
by the deadline specified in the NOFA. The jurisdiction's adopted housing element will be 
deemed to have met this requirement if the adopted element is submitted to the 
Department on or prior to the date specified in the NOFA and the Department determines 
the submitted adopted housing element to be in substantial compliance pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65585 without further amendment. A jurisdiction's current 
housing element compliance status can be obtained by referencing the Department's 
website at http://www.hcd.ca.gov/hpd/hrpp/ or by contacting the Program representative 
for your region. 

2. Annual Progress Report on the housing element submitted to the Department: 
Government Code Section 65400 requires local governments to submit reports to the 
Department on the jurisdictionjs progress in implementing the housing element. To 
qualify for the Program funding round, an applicant must submit to the Department the 
Annual Progress Report (APR) required by Government Code Section 65400 for the 
Designated Program Year. For the purposes of the Program, required Annual Progress 
Reports must be submitted by the date established in the NOFA. Charter cities are not 
exempt from this specific program requirement and must submit an Annual Progress 
Report to be eligible for the Program. 

The reports must cover the prior calendar year(s) that immediately precedes the 
Calendar Year for wllich eligible units are being claimed and meet all the requirements 
for the report set forth in Section 65400. If the Designated Program Year covers more 
than one calendar or fiscal year, the jurisdiction must submit an Annual Progress Report 
for each of the reporting years in which the jurisdiction has documented eligible units for 
the purposes of qualifying for funds. 
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Section 102 
Eligibility and Threshold Criteria 

~continued~ 

Please be advised that the Department will not accept other reports in lieu of the APR. 
Housing Authority Financial Reports, Redevelopment Reports, and other similar reports 
will not be accepted as meeting this requirement. If uncertain of the status of the report 
submittal for a jurisdiction, please contact the Department for more information. 

3. Eligible Units must meet the following Census Bureau definition: 

"A house, an apartment, a mobile home or trailer, a group of rooms, or a single room that 
is occupied as separate living quarters, or if vacant is intended for occupancy as 
separate living quarters. Separate living quarters are those in which the occupants live 
separately from any other individuals in the building and which have a direct access from 
the outside of the building or through a common hall." 

4. Minimum Grant Amount: To be eligible for funding, an applicant must meet a minimum 
grant amount of $75,000, including any bonus awards, based on Eligible Units for the 
Designated Program Year. If an applicant is unable to meet the minimum threshold 
amount, it may combine Eligible Units from the Designated Program Year with Eligible 
Units from one or more subsequent funding rounds and apply once it is able to meet the 
minimum qualification amount. 

If the applicant intends to combine Eligible Units from multiple funding rounds in order to 
apply in a later funding round, all threshold criteria must be met by the close of each 
Designated Program Year for the respective funding rounds in which qualifying units are 
being utilized. However, in order to qualify using this method, an applicant must submit 
an application once it can meet the minimum $75,000 threshold requirement. 
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Section 103 
Required Threshold Criteria Documentation 

A. Applicants will be required to submit, at minimum, the following documents to the 
Department as part of the application: 

1. For new affordable units: building permits for Eligible Units or installation approvals for 
manufactured homes issued during the Designated Program Year. 

For units Substantially Rehabilitated, Converted, or Preserved: a certificate of occupancy 
or other evidence of readiness for occupancy within the Designated Program Year. 
Documentation must also be included to demonstrate the units meet all requirements of 
paragraph (2) of subdivision (c) of Section 65583.1 of the Government Code, except that 
the local government may have committed assistance at any time during the projection 
period. 

2. Documentation of the affordability deed restrictions or covenants associated with each 
eligible housing unit, including restriction by income level. 

3. Documentation showing the total number of bedrooms by income level for each eligible 
housing unit. Documentation of affordability and bedroom counts must contain a project 
identifier, such as an assessor's parcel number (APN), address or other similar identifier 
that clearly ties the affordability and bedroom count documentation to the Eligible Unit. 

B. Applicants are encouraged to track Eligible Units as they are issued throughout the year and 
document the affordability and bedroom counts of those untts eligible for the Program. 
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Section 104 
Affordability Requirements 

The occupancy of Eligible Units must be for households whose incomes are within the 
published income limits for Very Low- or Low-Income Households. For the purpose of the 
Program, the units shall be considered affordable if the rent or housing payment is restricted by 
a regulatory agreement or deed restriction, and does not exceed amounts allowed by common 
Federal or State housing assistance programs, as determined by the Department. 

A. New Construction Units 

1. Rental Units: Eligible rental units must be subject to an affordability covenant or 
agreement recorded on the property that requires the owner to maintain rents on the 
restricted units at levels affordable to very low- or low-income households for at least 55 
years. 

For manufactured housing rental units, affordability is determined by the rental amount 
for the manufactured housing only and does not include the rental amount for the space 
where the manufactured housing is located. 

Specifically, Eligible Units must include: 

a. Affordable rents for Very Low- and Low-income Households 1, and 

b. Covenants restricting occupancy to eligible households and affordable rents for a 
minimum of 55 years, which begins with the recording date of the instrument used to 
ensure repayment, typically a deed restriction. 

Please note that if the primary funding source for an affordable unit requires a shorter 
period of affordability, such as 30 years, the applicant must further restrict the Eligible Unit 
for a minimum of 55 years to be eligible for the Program. 

2. Ownership Units: Eligible Units must be initially reserved for sale to a very low- or low
income household and ensure the repayment of the public funds and reuse of those funds 
for affordable housing for a period of at least 20 years. The 20-year time period for 
ownership units begins with the recording date of the instrument used to ensure 
repayment, typically a deed restriction. 

a. If no public funds are used for an ownership unit affordable to a Very Low- or Low
Income Household, the local jurisdiction may count the unit if it can demonstrate that 
the unit has been or will be initially sold to an income-eligible household at an 
affordable housing cost. 

1 Affordability in rents can be met with or without a subsidy to the tenant or to the unit; rents may be restricted by 
project or by unit. 
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Section 104 
Affordability Requirements 

- continued-

b. All ownership units must be within tile applicable sales price limits for new construction 
as published by the California Housing Finance Agency (CaiHFA). The sales price 
limits can be obtained on the CaiHFA website at 
http://www.calhfa.ca.gov/homeownership/limits/index.htm. 

3. In mixed-income developments, only those units that meet the Program income and 
affordability requirements will qualify for an award. Housing units in a mixed-use 
commercial development that meet the eligibility requirements may be counted in this 
Program, as well as second units or units that are converted from non-residential to 
residential uses. 

B. Units Substantially Rehabilitated, Converted, and/or Preserved 

Pursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision (c) of Section 65583.1 of the Government Code, the 
affordability requirements for each type of project are as follows: 

Project Type Minimum Affordability Term 

Substantial Rehabilitation 
20 years, or the time period required by any 
applicable federal or state law or regulation 

Conversion (multifamily rental 
55 years 

units only) 

Preservation 40 years 
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I Section 105 
Base Grant Award 

A. Funds will be awarded on a per-bedroom basis for each documented Eligible Unit. Studio 
and efficiency units are counted as one-bedroom units. 

B. Awards will be distributed on the following basis: 

1. $500 per bedroom for each unit affordable to Low-Income Households 
2. $750 per bedroom for each unit affordable to Very Low-Income Households 

C. The minimum grant amount of $75,000, including the calculation of any bonus awards, 
must be achieved through Eligible Units. 
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Section 106 
Bonus Criteria Awards and Required Supporting Documentation 

In addition to the base grant award, substan1ial bonus funds will be awarded for New 
Construction and Qualifying Park Projects serving Disadvantaged and/or Park-Deficient 
Communities. 

Additional bonus funds will be awarded for Extremely Low-Income Units, lnfill Projects, lnfiii
Supporting Park and Recreation Facility Projects or Regional Blueprint Conformance, and 
RHNA Bonus. 

Eligibility criteria for each of the bonus awards are as follows: 

A. New Construction: A $300 bonus will be awarded per bedroom for qualifying new 
housing units based on building permits submitted with the application. 

B. Extremely Low-Income Units: A $250 bonus wi ll be awarded per bedroom for each unit 
to be occupied by and affordable to Extremely Low-Income Households. 

1. The application must include documentation of the affordability deed restrictions or 
covenants associated with the specific number of units and clearly identify that the 
units are restricted at the Extremely Low-Income level. 

C. lnfill Projects: A $250 bonus will be awarded per bedroom for each Eligible Unit that is 
built in an lnflll Project. 

1. lnfill units must be part of a lnfill Project located within an Urbanized Area as 
determined by ONE of the following: 

a. located within an incorporated city, OR 
b. located within an urbanized area or urban cluster as defined by the U.S. 

Census Bureau at http://www.census.gov/201 Ocensus/, OR 
c. for unincorporated areas outside an urbanized area or urban cluster, the area 

shall be within a designated urban service area that is designated in the local 
general plan for urban development and is served by public sewer and water. 

2. The lnfill Project must meet ONE of the following requirements: 

a. the site has been previously developed, OR 
b. at least 75 percent of the perimeter of the site adjoins parcels that are 

currently developed with Urban Uses (refer to definition of Urban Uses in 
Section 1 02), or is separated from parcels that are developed with Urban 
Uses only by an improved public right-of-way. In calculating this percentage, 
perimeters bordering navigable bodies of water and improved parks shall not 
be included. 
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Section 106 
Bonus Criteria Awards and Required Supporting Documentation 

- continued-

3. Documentation must be submitted to support units are in an lnfill Project meeting 
the criteria above. Documentation can include, but is not limited to: 

a. engineer's calculations; 
b. aerial photos; 

c. historical Documents (to show previously developed status of the site); and 

d. other documentation acceptable to the Department that sufficiently identifies 
the project as meeting the definition of an lnfill Project. 

Note: if aerial photographs are provided, the image must clearly identify the lnfill 
Project site boundaries. In addition, if not easily identifiable, the application should 
provide a description of the adjacent uses to demonstrate the uses meet the 
definition of "Urban Uses." If no description is provided, the Department will mal<e a 
determination to the best of its ability. 

D. Disadvantaged Community: A $500 bonus will be awarded per bedroom for each Eligible 
Unit if the applicant can evidence that all Program funds will be spent to create or 
rehabilitate a park or community recreational facility that will serve a Disadvantaged 
Community. 

1. The applicant must demonstrate that all the Program funds will be utilized for a 
Qualifying Park Project that meets the definition of a Disadvantaged Community 
demonstrated through at least ONE of the following: 

HRP Program Guidelines 

a. Any portion of the Qualifying Park Project is located within or bordered 
by at least one qualified census tract (QCT) as determined the by U.S. 
Department of Housing and Urban Development. Documentation to 
support this identification will be obtained by all applicants tl1rough the 
HUD-User GIS Service OCT 
Locater available at http://www.huduser.gov/gct/gctmap.html 

b. The Qualifying Park Project is located within a census tract determined 
by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development having at 
least 51 percent of its residents at low- or moderate-income levels. 
Documentation to support this identification will be obtained by all 
applicants from the dataset available at . 
https://www.hudexchange.info/onecpdlassets/File/ACS 2006 lowmod 
blockgroup ca 2015.xlsx 
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Section 106 
Bonus Criteria Awards and Required Supporting Documentation 

- continued,... 

E. Park-Deficient Community: A $500 bonus will be awarded per bedroom for each Eligible 
Unit if the applicant can demonstrate all Program funds will be utilized for a Qualifying 
Park Project located in an area wit11in the jurisdiction that qualifies as a Pari~-Deficient 
Community. 

1. For the purposes of this section, the area within the jurisdiction that must qualify as a 
Park-Deficient Community will be that which is within a half mile radius of any point 
within the Qualifying Park Project. 

2. The ratio of useable park space {in acres) per 1 ,000 residents within a half mile 
radius of the identified Qualifying Park Project site must be less than three. 

3. Documentation to support this identification will be obtained by all applicants from 
http://www.parkinfo.org/factfinder2011/qrantee.html. 

F. lnfiii-Supporting Park and Recreation Facility or Regional Blueprint Conformance: A 
$100 bonus will be awarded per bedroom for each Eligible Unit if the applicant can 
demonstrate all Program funds will be utilized for a Qualifying Park Project located in an 
area within the jurisdiction that qualifies as infill-supportive with eitller (1) or (2) below: 

1. Grant funds will be spent to create or improve a Park and Recreational Facility that 
supports at least one current or previously developed lnfill Project. Support of an lnfil l 
Project can be evidenced by meeting at least one of the following criteria: 

a. The Pari~ and Recreational Facility to be created or improved is accessible within 
a quarter mile radius from a current or previously developed lnfill Project, OR 

b. The Park and Recreational Facility to be created or improved is accessible within 
a half mile walkable route from a current or previously developed lnfill Project. For 
the purposes of this section, a "walkable route" is a route which after completion 
of the Qualifying Park Project shall be tree of negative environmental conditions 
that deter pedestrian circulation. 
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Section 106 
Bonus Criteria Awards and Required Supporting Documentation 

~continued~ 

2. The jurisdiction shall provide documentation that it has conformed applicable sections 
of its adopted General Plan, including the land-use and open space elements in 
particular, to the land-use provisions of the applicable adopted Regional Blueprint 
Plan, as may be verified by the Department. This documentation shall include all of 
the following, in a manner specific to the grant application for the proposed park 
improvements: 

a. copies of relevant text, diagrams, or maps from both the General Plan and the 
Regional Blueprint Plan; 

b. a resolution from the elected body of the applicant jurisdiction describing the basis 
of the conformity between the two plans; and 

c. a letter or resolution from the Council of Governments (COG) having jurisdiction 
over the Regional Blueprint Plan attesting to the conformity of the General Plan 
with the adopted Regional Blueprint Plan. 

G. Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA): A $50 bonus will be awarded per bedroom 
in units restricted to Low-Income Households and $75 bonus per bedroom in units 
restricted to Very Low- or Extremely Low-Income households for jurisdictions that have 
made significant progress in permitting the housing needed to meet the overall RHNA for 
the current planning period for the jurisdiction. To qualify for the RHNA bonus, eligible 
jurisdictions must have met a target percentage as established by the Department, of 
their overall RHNA, by the end of the Designated Program Year. 

The target percentage will be prorated for the number of years completed in each 
jurisdiction's respective planning cycle. The applicant must meet the target percentage 
based on new housing units relative to their total RHNA. The Department will calculate 
each jurisdiction's eligibility for the RHNA bonus award based on the overall number of 
building permits issued during the current planning period as a percentage of its total 
RHNA compared to the overall average of new housing units permitted within that county 
as a whole. For example, if a jurisdiction has met 70 percent of its total RHNA and the 
average RHNA production of all jurisdictions within that County including the 
unincorporated County area is 68 percent, that jurisdiction would be eligible for the 
RHNA bonus. 

The bonus will be applied to all Eligible Units. The Department will calculate a 
jurisdiction's eligibility for the RHNA bonus after the application has been received. 
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I Section 107 
Award Calculation 

A. Based on the number of qualifying units and documented bonus award eligibility, eligible 
applicants may receive up to: 

1. $2,200 per bedroom in qualifying low-income units 

2. $2,725 per bedroom in qualifying very low-income units 

Bonus Awards Per Bedroom 

Unit-Based Park-Based Other 

Qualifying Base New Ell In fill Disadvantaged Park Regional RHNA 
Unit Award per Construction Units Units Community Deficient Blueprint/ Progress• 

bedroom Units Community Supporting 
lnfill 

Low 
$500 Income $300 N/A $250 $500 $500 $100 $50 

Very-Low 
$750 $300 $250 $250 $500 $500 $100 $75 Income 

*to be determined by the Department after application submittal 

B. There is no maximum award, however, if eligibility for funds exceeds the amount of funding 
available in any round, the Department may reduce all grants proportionally or, in the event 
the Program is undersubscribed, roll over unused funds to the next funding round. 

HRP Program Guidelines Page 15 of 22 Revised October 2015 

I 



I Section 108 
Eligible Use of Funds 

A. Grant funds shall be used for the costs of Park and Recreation Facility creation, 
development, or rehabilitation, including, but not limited to, the acquisition of land for the 
purposes of those activities consistent with the requirements set forth in Section 16727 of 
the Government Code. Program grant funds may be used for the following types of projects: 

1. Costs to construct, rehabilitate, or acquire capital assets, meaning: 

a. Physical property with an expected useful life of 15 years or more. 

b. Major maintenance, reconstruction, or demolition for purposes of reconstruction of 
facilities, and retrofitting work that is ordinarily done no more often than once every 5 
to 15 years, or expenditures that continue or enhance the useful life of the capital 
asset. 

c. Equipment with an expected useful life of two years or more. 

2. Costs incidental to but directly related to the construction or acquisition of a capital asset 
are allowable. 

PLEASE NOTE: QUALIFYING PARK PROJECTS ARE NOT REQUIRED TO BE 
TIED TO THE HOUSING UNITS USED TO QUALIFY FOR THE BASE GRANT 
AWARD. 

B. Program grant funds may not be used for administrative costs of persons employed by the 
grantee, such as grant administration, or for other costs not directly related to the 
acquisition, rehabilitation or construction of a capital asset. 

C. A jurisdiction that receives funds under this Program may subcontract with an Eligible 
Subcontractor. The subcontract shall be subject to the approval of the Department and shall 
provide for compliance with all the requirements of the Program. The subcontract shall not 
relieve the jurisdiction of its responsibilities under the Program. 

D. Successful Program applicants will enter into a State Standard Agreement (Standard 
Agreement) for distribution of funds. Program grant funds must be spent within two years of 
the date of award announcement. 

E. No costs incurred prior to the execution date of the Standard Agreement may be charged to 
Program funds. After the contract has been executed by the State, eligible expenditures 
may be incurred and expended for the project(s) subject to the terms and conditions of the 
Standard Agreement. 

Requests for fund disbursements must be for at least 25 percent of the total grant amount 
awarded. 
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Section 109 
Anticipated Application and Expenditure Timelines 

Note: sample timeline based on a 2015 program year 

Release NOFA, Program Guidelines and Application ..................... October 2015 

Applications Due ................................................................. February 4, 2016 

Awards Announced ...................................................................... June 2016 

Standard Agreements .............................................. August- September 2016 

Requests for Fund Disbursement.. ........................................... from August 2016 

Final Fund Disbursements * ....................................................... April 30, 2018 

Final Expenditure of Funds** ..................................................... June 30, 2018 

Final Reports*** ............................ Within 60 days of End of Standard Agreement 

Final requests for funds may be in advance of anticipated expenditures. This would be considered an advance 
payment and must be supported with the "final" invoice based on actual expenditures in order to clear the 
advance payment of funds to the contractor (to show that everything that was advanced, was in fact spent, or 
the final invoice which could be for less funds, would be accompanied by a check returning the unused funds to 
the Department. Any advanced funds not allowed, or used, must be returned to HCD, Cashiering Office within 
60 days of End of Standard Agreement 

** Based on this example, while all Program funds must be requested by April 30, 2018 and expended no later 
June 30, 2018, the qualifying park project is not required to be completed by that date. The grantee must, 
however, report on the anticipated completion date of the park project in its final report. 
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I Attachment A 

Enabling Legislation 

CHAPTER 8. Housing-Related Parks Program [50700. - 50704.5.] 
(Chapter 8 added by Stats. 2008, Ch. 641, Sec. 1.) 

50700. 
For the purposes of this chapter, the following terms have the following meanings, unless 
the context clearly requires otherwise: 

(a) "Designated time period" means the time period designated in the Notice of Funding 
Availability required under subdivision (b) of Section 50702. 

(b) "Disadvantaged community," for the purposes of this program, means an area within a 
city, county, or city and county that is composed solely of those census tracts designated 
by the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development as having at least 51 
percent of its residents of low- or moderate-income levels, using the most recent United 
States Department of Census data available at the time of the Notice of Funding 
Availability. 

(c) "In fill project" means a residential or mixed-use residential project located within an 
urbanized area on a site that has been previously developed, or on a vacant site where at 
least 75 percent of the perimeter of the site adjoins parcels that are developed with urban 
uses. For these purposes, a property is adjoining the side of a project site if the property is 
separated from the project site only by an improved public right-of-way. 

(d) "Park and recreation facility" means a facility that provides benefits to the community 
and includes, but is not limited to, places for organized team sports, outdoor recreation, 
and informal turf play; nonmotorized recreational trails; permanent play structures; 
landscaping; community gardens; places for passive recreation; multipurpose structures 
designed to meet the special recreational, educational, vocational, and social needs of 
youth, senior citizens, and other population groups; recreation areas created by the 
redesign and retrofit of urban freeways; community swim centers; regional recreational 
trails; and infrastructure and other improvements that support these facilities. 

(e) "Parks deficient community" means a community that has less than three acres of 
usable parkland per 1,000 residents. 

(f) "Regional blueprint plan" means a regional plan that implements statutory requirements 
intended to foster comprehensive planning, as defined in Section 65041.1 of, Chapter 2.5 
(commencing with Section 65080) of Division 1 of Title 7 of, and Article 10.6 (commencing 
with Section 65580) of Chapter 3 of Division 1 of Title 7 of, the Government Code. The 
regional blueprint plan articulates regional consensus and performance outcomes on a 
more efficient land use pattern that supports improved mobility and reduces dependency 
on single-occupant vehicle trips; accommodates an adequate supply of housing for all 
income levels; reduces impacts on valuable farmland, natural resources, and air quality; 
includes the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions; increases water and energy 
conservation and efficiency; and promotes a prosperous economy and safe, healthy, 
sustainable, and vibrant neighborhoods. 
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(g) "Urbanized area" means an incorporated city or an urbanized area or urban cluster as 
defined by the United States Census Bureau. For unincorporated areas outside of an urban 
area or urban cluster, the area shall be within a designated urban service area that is 
designated in the local general plan for urban development and is served by public sewer 
and water. 

(h) "Urban use" means any residential, commercial, industrial, public institutional, transit, 
transportation passenger facility, or retail use, or any combination of those uses. 

50701. 
There is hereby established in state government the Housing-Related Parks Program, to be 
administered by the department, using funds allocated, upon appropriation, under 
subdivision (d) of Section 53545, for the purpose of providing grants for the creation, 
development, or rehabilitation of park and recreation facilities to cities, counties, and cities 
and counties based on the issuance of building permits for new housing units, or housing 
units substantially rehabilitated, acquired, or preserved with committed assistance from the 
city, county, or city and county, that are affordable to very low or low-income households. 

50702. 
(a) To the extent that funds are available for this purpose, the department shall determine 
a base grant amount to be provided under this chapter to any city, county, or city and 
county that meets all of the following criteria: 

(1) On or before the end of the period covered by the Notice of Funding Availability 
required under subdivision (b), the jurisdiction has adopted a housing element that the 
department, pursuant to Section 65585 of the Government Code, has found to be in 
substantial compliance with the requirements of Article 10.6 (commencing with Section 
65580) of Chapter 3 of Division 1 of Title 7 of the Government Code, and the jurisdiction 
submitted to the department the annual progress report required under Section 65400 of 
the Government Code for the preceding 12-month calendar year. 

(2) The jurisdiction can document either of the following: 

(A) The issuance of building permits for new housing units that are affordable to very low 
or low-income households within the designated time period and that meet either of the 
following criteria: 

(i) In the case of rental units, the development is subject to a regulatory agreement 
recorded against the property that obligates the owner to maintain rents on the restricted 
units at levels affordable to very low or low-income households for at least 55 years. 

(ii) In the case of ownership housing, units in the development are initially sold to 
households of very low or low income at an affordable housing cost. If public funds are 
used to achieve an affordable housing cost, then upon the sale of an assisted unit to a very 
low or low-income household, the public entity shall ensure the repayment of the public 
funds and reuse of those funds for affordable housing for a period of at least 20 years. The 
proposed mechanism for restrictions of ownership units shall be consistent with criteria 
established by the department and specified in the Notice of Funding Availability. 

(B) The issuance of a certificate of occupancy or other evidence of readiness for occupancy 
within the designated time period for units that meet the requirements of paragraph (2) of 
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subdivision (c) of Section 65583.1 of the Government Code, except that the city, county, or 
city and county may have committed assistance at any time during the projection period. 

(b) For each year that funds are available, the department shall issue a Notice of Funding 
Availability for building permits issued during the designated time period. The department 
shall accept applications at the close of the designated period. Grant amounts shall be 
based on a per-bedroom incentive for each unit restricted for very low and low-income 
households. For the purposes of this section, single-room occupancies and studio 
apartments shall be considered one-bedroom units. 

(c) If eligibility for funds exceeds the amount of funding available for the program, the 
department shall reduce all grants proportionally. 

50703. 
(a) The department shall award bonus funds in addition to the base grant award for 
applicants that meet the requirements under Section 50702. The department shall 
determine the amount of the bonus funds to be awarded pursuant to this chapter. 
(b) The amount of the bonus funds to be awarded shall be established in the Notice of 
Funding Availability. 

(c) Substantial bonus funds shall be awarded for any of the following: 

(1) Jurisdictions that demonstrate that grant funds will be spent to improve a park or 
community recreational facility that will serve a disadvantaged community, as defined in 
subdivision (b) of Section 50700. 

(2) Jurisdictions that demonstrate that grant funds will be spent to create a new park or 
community recreational facility that will serve a disadvantaged community, as defined in 
subdivision (b) of Section 50700. 

(3) Jurisdictions that meet the definition of a park deficient community, as defined in 
subdivision (e) of Section 50700. 

(4) Qualifying new housing units. 

(d) Additional bonus funds shall be awarded for any of the following: 

(1) Qualifying units that are affordable to extremely low income households. 

(2) Qualifying units that are developed in infill projects. 

(3) Jurisdictions that have met or exceeded housing production thresholds established by 
the department, in consultation with the Department of Finance. 

(4) Those jurisdictions that can demonstrate that grant funds will be spent to create or 
improve a park or community recreational facility to support infill development, or 
development within a jurisdiction that has conformed its general plan to the regional 
blueprint, as determined by the council of governments. 

50704. 
(a) (1) Except as authorized under paragraph (2), a city, county, or city and county shall 
not receive a grant unless it qualifies, based on building permits issued during the period 
designated in the Notice of Funding Availability, for a grant in an amount of seventy-five 
thousand dollars ($75,000) or more. 
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(2) If a city, county, or city and county is not able to meet the minimum qualification 
amount under paragraph (1), it may delay application, combine the number of building 
permits issued during the designated period described in paragraph (1) with the number of 
building permits issued during one or more subsequent Notice of Funding Availability 
periods, and apply once it is able to meet the minimum qualification amount by using the 
combined amount of building permits issued. 

(b) Grants provided pursuant to this chapter shall be used for the costs of park and 
recreation facility creation, development, or rehabilitation, including, but not limited to, the 
acquisition of land for the purposes of those activities, consistent with the requirements set 
forth in Section 16727 of the Government Code. 

(c) Funds awarded pursuant to this chapter shall supplement, not supplant, other available 
funding. 

(d) A city, county, or city and county that receives funds under this chapter may 
subcontract through a recreation and park district formed under Chapter 4 (commencing 
with Section 5780) of Division 5 of the Public Resources Code, or a district formed pursuant 
to Section 5500 or 35100 of the Public Resources Code, for the creation or improvement of 
a park or recreational facility, or any nonprofit organization described in Section 501(c)(3) 
of the Internal Revenue Code (26 U.S.C. Sec. 501(c)(3)), that is exempt from taxation 
under Section 501(a) of that code (26 U.S.C. Sec. 501(a)), and that has among its 
purposes the conservation of natural or cultural resources. 

(Amended by Stats. 2012, Ch. 779, Sec. 5. Effective January 1, 2013.) 
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Attachment 3 
Comprehensive Unit Listing 

(Applicant: (City of Imperial Beach 

Please provide a listing, by unique pro!ec! ldantllier ysed In lhe Housing Protect Coyer Sheet, or all units contained In this application. The Department will 
use this listing In both reviewing the application tq determine eligibility or each project and calculating the flnill grant award amount. Tllore should be a 

separate line entry for each of the Housing Project Cover Sheets Included In the application. Please list the projects In the same order as they appear In the 
application to facilitate the oppllcallon review process • 

.. If necessal)', please odd eddl/lon111 rows to accommodate all eligible projects but be sure to copy formt~lllng to c.ny ronv11rd ttssoclated formu/11s' • 

I 
~ 

1 .j. Project Nameltdeni!Rer from 
llr. .. Houslno ProJect Cover Slleet 

,SAMPLE PROJEC,T 

11Amerlcan l egion-The Post 

2l Habllat • Donax . 

3,Habllal - Flortda 
~ I 
151 

61 
"7j. 

· ~ 

Unit Count 
A B C D e· F G 

84 

29 

18 

121 

0 

0 

o' 
0 

0 

0 

o' 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

o: 
0 

0, 

o! 
o' 
0 

0 

0~ 
o' 
0 

69 

Bonus Awuds 

I 
$56,000 No No Yes No No 

$16,250 yes yes lvesfves. yes I 
$9,000 yes , yes Yes yes yes 
$0,750 yes yes Y~; !yo~ y~~ I 

so I I I 
$0 I .. 1 I _ I ..1 
f: __ ,_ ll:r -~ 

:~ II .. , 

:~ 1 ·r I 
$0 I I I 
:~ I I I I 
:~ I I l' I l 
$0 . I · . I I ·I I 
$0 I I 
$0 . . I I· I 
$0 I 
$0 1· - I I 
$0 ~ • I ~- ~~ _-_0 1 
$0 1 ~ .1 ~I 
$O "~1 I 

$31 ~~ - ·- ·W~'~ ... , --.. , 

2014 DPY Housing-Related Park• Program Applicallon 

Total 
Bonus 
Funds 

TOTAL 

Total Award Amount 

~8,400~1------...:1$:.::;84;:.;~:..:::0~0 

$47,8501------'$""16.::.&3 ..:.:1009 

$29,7001-----~''-=':3::...8 7~0'-=10 

$19,8001------''""28.::.&6;:.::690 

sol------....l:'~'o 

sot-------"''-=-t'o 
$01------- ·%.:1[0 

$01-------'%.:1'0 

$01------~s.,o 

$Ot------""''-=-t'o 
soi------...J:'-=-t'o 

sot-------"''-=-t'o 
$01------....%·~(0 

sot-------'%.:1'0 

so~-------~•.,o 
$01-------'%.:110 

sol-------------l':=to 
$01--------''90 
$01----------l$'-=10 

$01---------"$90 

sot------.......::s-,o 

$01-------'9(0 
$o._ _____ _..s""~o 

$0t-_____ _.$.,10 

$0._ _____ __._!1""10 

$01-------"'$'-=-tiO 

$01----------l'r.::f'o 
$0 $0 

$97 350 $1 28 350 



Housing Project Cover Sheet- 1 

"** Please complete and submit a separate Project Cover Sheet for each Residential Project ..... 

Applicant: ICily of Imperial Beach 
Proje<:t Name, Address and/or other - ,~ Ill 

ldenl!fier: (please nola, Ills critical that project 
The Post · American Legion 1252 & 1268 Palm Ave & 655 Florence Identifier Is consistent or readily idenliliable 

across all required documentation) Street· Imperial Beach CA 91932 
Type of Project: 0 New Construction 

0 Substantial Rehabllltallon, Conversion, or Preservallon• 
'Note: Applicant must also 1111 out Housing Project Attachment 

Building Permlt(s) Issuance Date(s): 
(for now construction units} See attached building permits 
Date(s) of Certincate(s) of Occupancy: 
units rehabilitated converted or preserved). 10/3/2013 

Are EIIQible Units considered lnfill pursuant to Section 106(C)(1)-(3)? lves 
If yes, please Identify how units determined 0 site previously developed 
to be lnfill (refer to Seclion 106(C) of 
Program Guidelines) and Include supporting 0 75 percent of perimeter adjoins parcels currently developed 
documentation. with urban uses 

Af f d bll or a I ty Documentation (Marl< appropriate box and prov de supporting d ocumentatlon 

Rental Units 

0 Deed-Restricted 

Method or Restriction/ 129 rental units restricted occupancy Ll & VLI Households. Authority gave 
Type of Subsidy Used: developer $3 949 000.000 to pay for a position of the Proiect Costs 

Length of Deed Restrlcllon: Iss ''Rental units musl be restricted ror a minimum or 55 years except 
for preservation which requires <40 years. 

Ownership Units 
0 Deed-Restricted 

Method or Restrlcllonl I 
Type or Subsidy Used: 

Length of Deed Restriclion: I l·ownetshlp units must be re&lrlcted lor a fl\lnlmum or 20 years 

D Non-Restricted Units 
Sales Price & Initial 1 ~-~~ I~ [I I Occupant's Income = 

• Please note If counllng non-restricted ownership units, supporting documontatlon must Include both the Initial aalea price nnd household 
income or Initial occupant considering household size. 

Project Summary Table 
Number of Bedrooms By Unit Type and Affordablllty 

•extremely Low-Income Units Verv Low-Income Units Low-Income Units 
Total Total Total 

Number of Units Bdrms Unit Type Number of Units Bdrms Unit Type Number of Units Bdrms 
0 0 Studio 0 0 Studio 0 0 
0 0 . 1-Bed 3 3 1-Bed 26 26 
0 0 2-Bed 0 0 2-Bed 0 0 
0 0 3·Bed 0 0 3-Bed 0 0 
0 0 4·Bed 0 0 4-Bed 0 0 
0 0 5-Bed 0 0 5-Bed 0 0 
0 0 Totals 3 3 Totals 26 26 

Three separate lots subdivided Into two ground lots and two air space lots. 4 project 3,600 square foot American 
Legion veteran organization lounge, bar, kitchen, and patio on the ground floor on the southeast portion of the site, 
and 30 residential dwelling units (29 affordable units, and one manager unit) that Is locate above the first floor on the 
southern portion of the site and on the rou or o t n rt n o ion of I e 'te .. 



Housing Project Cover Sheet ~ 2 

•u Please complete and submit a separate Project Cover Sheet for each Residential Project -*• 

Applicant: ICilY of Imperial Beach 
Project Name, Address andfor other 

~ 

Identifier: (please note, It Is crlllcalthat project -
Identifier Is consistent or readily Identifiable Habitat for Humanity 
across all reQuired documentation) 988-998 Donax Avenue (776 10th Street), Imperial Beach CA 91932 
Type of Project: 0 New Construction 

0 Substantial Rehabilitalion, Conversion, or Preservation• 
•Nolo: Applicant must olso fill out Housing ProjuctAttachmunt 

Building Permlt(s) Issuance Date(s): 
[_(for new construcllon units) See attached building permits 
Date(s) of Certificale(s) of Occupancy: 
runlls rehabllllaled, converted or preserved) Not Issued yet 

Are Eligible Units considered lnfill pursuant to Section 106{C)(1)-(3)? lves 
I'JUSO 1ne1uae supporting documenlal•Qn 

If yes, please Identify how units determined 0 slle previously developed 
to be In fill (refer to Section 1 06(C) of 
Program Guidelines) and Include supporting 0 75 percent of perimeter adjoins parcels currently developed 
documentation. with urban uses 

Affordablllty Documentation (Mark appropriate box and provide supporting documentation) 

Rental Units 

0 Deed-Restricted 
Method or Restriction/ I s- I Type or Subsidy Used: 

Length of Deed Res!rlcllon: I ~·Rental units must be restricted ror a minimum or 65 yeara except 
for preservation Which requires 40 years. 

Ownerslllp Units 
0 Deed-Restricted 

Melhod or Restriction/ Sold to first-time homebuyerflow-lncome household.Authority purchased Type or Subsidy Used: site wf certain tax-exepmt bond fund used for construclion 

Length of Deed Restriction: 145 !·ownership units rnust be restricted for a minimum or 20 yeara 

0 Non-Restricted Units 
Solos Prfco & Initial 

I 
u 

I Occupant's Income 

• Please note II counting non-reslrlcled ownership units, aupportlng documenlollon must include both tho Initial sales prlco and household 
Income or Initial occupant considering household size. 

Project Summary Table 
Number of Bedrooms By Unit Type and Affordablllty 

•Extremely Low-Income Units Very Low-Income Units Low-Income Units 
Total Total Total 

Number of Units · Bdrms Unit Type Number of Units Bdrms Unit Type Number of Units Bdrms 
0 0 Studio 0 0 Studio 0 0 
0 0 1-Bed 0 0 1-Bed 0 0 
0 0 2-Bed 0 0 2-Bed 0 0 
0 0 3-Bed 0 0 3-Bed 6 18 
0 0 4-Bed 0 0 4-Bed 0 0 
0 0 5-Bed 0 0 5-Bed 0 0 
0 0 Totals 0 0 Totals 6 18 

Project Description: 
The Habitat for Humanity project Is a 6 unit for sale development for first-time low Income buyers. Also known as 776 
10th Street. Project Is in Its final phase. 

. .. 



Housing Project Cover Sheet - 3 

flu Please complete and submit a separate Project Cover Sheet for each Residential Project flu 

Applicant: I City of Imperial Beach 
Project Name, Address and/or other ~-qs 

~ 

Identifier: (please note, it is critical that project 
Identifier Is consistent or readily Identifiable 
across all required documentation) IMF 1180) Habitat for Humanity 1174-1180 Florida Street 
Type of Project: 0 New Construction 

0 Substantial Rehabilitation, Conversion, or Preservation* 
'Noto: Applicant must also 1111 out Housing Projocl Attachmonf 

Building Permlt(s) Issuance Date(s): 
' (lor new conslrucllon units) See attached building permits 
Date(s) of Certificate(s) of Occupancy: ~. -~-. 

lunils rehabilitated converted or preserved) 

Jves 
Pit l i D IOCIUOD aupponlng dcx:umentollon 

Are Eligible Unlls considered lnfill pursuant to Section 106(C)(1)-(3)? 
If yes, please Identify how unlls determined 0 site previously developed 
to be lnfill (refer to Secllon 106(C) of 
Program G~Jidellnes) and Include supporting 0 75 percent of perimeter adjoins parcels currently developed 
doc1.1mentatlon. with urban uses 

Afford ability Documentation (Mark appropriate box and provide supporting documentation) 

Rente' Units 
0 Deed-Restricted 

Method ol Restriction/ I I Type ol Subsidy Used: 

Length of Deed Restriction: I j'Rcntel units must be restricted lor • minimum ol 55 years except 
tor pre&ervallon which requires o40 yeara. 

Ownership Units 
0 Deed-Restricted 

Method of Restriction/ Purchasers have an AMI at or below 80%. Families got loan through I Type of Subsidy Used: 
HabilaVsilenllv/ Federal Home Loan Bank of SF 

Length of Deed Restriction: 135 !•Ownership units must be reslilcted lor a minimum of 20 yoars 

0 Non-Restricted Units 
Sales Price & Initial 

I 
IJ (~~: I Occupant's Income 

• Please note If counting non-restricted ownership units, supporting documentation must Include both tho lnlllal sales price end household 
Income of Initial occupant considering household slzo. 

Project Summary Table 
Number of Bedrooms By Unit Typ_e ahd Affordablllty 

•Extremely Low-Income Units Very Low-Income Unlls Low-Income Units 
Total Total Total 

Number of Units Bdrms Unit Type Number of Units Bdrms Unit Type Number of Units Bdrms 
0 Studio 0 Studio 0 
0 1·Bed 0 1-Bed 0 
0 2-Bed 0 2-Bed 0 
0 3-Bed 1 3 3-Bed 3 9 
0 4-Bed 0 4-Bed 0 
0 5-Bed 0 5-Bed 0 

0 0 Totals 1 3 Totals 3 9 

Project Description: 
Four new detached residential units each with a attached 2 car garage and lot consolidation at 1174, 1176, 1178, 1180 
Florida Street. 

I 

~)flf.d_nDV o. 



TO: 

FROM: 

MEETING DATE: 

ORIGINATING DEPT.: 

SUBJECT: 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

AGENDA ITEM NO. ( t~ • ~ 
STAFF REPORT 

CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 

HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

ANDY HALL, CITY MANAGER~ 
FEBRUARY 17, 2016 

ERIKA N. CORTEZ, HUMAN RESOURCES MANAGER 

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7663 ADOPTING THE CITY'S SALARY 
SCHEDULE PLAN FOR FY 2015-2017 AND AMENDING THE 
CITY'S SALARY SCHEDULE PLANS FOR FY 2011-2013 & 
2013-2015 

Staff is seeking that the City Council approve Resolution No. 2016-7663 which will amend and 
adopt the City's Salary Schedule Plan for Fiscal Years (FY) 2011-2013, FY 2013-2015, and FY 
2015-2017 to include a cost of living adjustment (COLA) resulting from the meet and confer 
process for employees represented by the Imperial Beach Fire Association (I BFA) as specified 
in the approved Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) effective July 1, 2015, and pursuant to 
the California Public Em lo ees' Retirement S stem CaiPERS a enc review re uirements. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Approve Resolution No. 2016-7663 which will amend and adopt the City's Salary Schedule 
Plans for FY 2011-2013, FY 2013-2015, and FY 2015-2017. 

RATIONALE: 

The City Council approved and adopted the MOU with the members of the I BFA group which 
includes a 2% COLA, effective January 1, 2015, and the City obtained the final public agency 
review from CaiPERS with specific requirements that must be included in the City's Salary 
Schedule Plans. 

OPTIONS: 

• Adopt Resolution No. 2016-7663 which will approve the recommendation. 
• Provide direction to the City Manager to take a specific action. 

BACKGROUND: 

On June 17, 2015, the City Council adopted Resolution No . .2015-7592 adopting the FY 2015-
2017 City's Budget. This budget allocates funding for employee wages in accordance with 
prepared salary schedule and employment agreements as contained in the Salary & 
Compensation Plan for FY 2015-2017. 



City of Imperial Beach Staff Report 
Salary Schedule Plan 

Page 2 of 2 

At the July 15, 2015 meeting, the City Council approved and adopted the MOU with the 
members of the IBFA group. The salary adjustments within the attached FY 2015-2017 Salary 
Schedule Plan implement the approved MOU with the lBFA group. 

In addition, the City received the final agency review from CaiPERS with specific government 
code requirements that must be included in the attached FY 2015-2017 Salary Schedule Plan, 
and the amended FY 2011-2013 and FY 2013-2015 Salary Schedule Plans. 

ANALYSIS: 

The City Manager maintains the authority under Ordinance No. 41 and under current adopted 
City Personnel Rules to establish or revise wages, salaries and materials for appointive staff 
and City employees for business and operational necessity subsequently approved by the City 
Council. 

The approved MOU with IBFA resulting from the meet and confer process includes a 2% COLA 
effective January 1, 2016, which is reflected in the attached amended FY 2015-2017 Salary 
Schedule Plan. 

The City must meet CaiPERS requirements as specified in the Government Code for the current 
FY 2015-2017 Salary Schedule Plan, as well as amend the FY 2011-2013 and FY 2013-2015 
Salary Schedule Plans. Therefore, pursuant to CalPERS direction, the City Manager's salary will 
be included in the City's Salary Schedule Plans. Future Salary Schedule Plans will comply with 
this requirement. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: 

Not a project as defined by CEQA. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

As adopted by Resolution No. 2015-7592, the adopted FY 2015-2017 City's Budget contains 
fiscal appropriations for all employee groups in all City Departments. The appropriations have 
been included in the attached FY 2015-2017 Salary Schedule Plan, and fall within the FY 2015-
2017 Budget. The amendments to the FY 2011-2013 and FY 2013-2015 Salary Schedule 
Plans do not have any fiscal impact. 

Attachments: 
1. Resolution No. 2016-7663 
2. Salary Schedule Plan FY 2015-2017 
3. Salary Schedule Plan FY 2013-2015, effective 8/19/14 
4. Salary Schedule Plan FY 2013-2015, effective 8/16/13 
5. Salary Schedule Plan FY 2011-2013 



ATTACHMENT 1 

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7663 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH, 
CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING THE CITY'S SALARY SCHEDULE PLAN FOR FISCAL YEARS 
(FY) FY 2015-2017 AND AMENDING THE CITY'S SALARY SCHEDULE PLANS FOR FY 
2011-2013 & 2013-2015 

WHEREAS, the FY 2015-2017 City's Budget allocates funding for employee wages in 
accordance with prepared salary schedules and benefits as contained in the Salary Schedule 
Plan for FY 2015-2017; and 

WHEREAS, the provisions of Ordinance No. 41 of the City of Imperial Beach provides 
that the City Manager maintains the authority under Ordinance No. 41 and under current 
adopted City Personnel Rules to establish or revise wages, salaries and materials, etc., for 
appointive staff and City employees as business and operational necessity subsequently 
approved by the City Council; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council must approve a Salary Schedule Plan for all employees; 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Resolution No. 2015-7607 at the July 15, 2015 meeting, the 
City Council approved and adopted the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the 
members of the Imperial Beach Firefighters' Association Local 4692 (I BFA); and 

WHEREAS, the FY 2015-2017 City's Salary Schedule Plan has been updated as part of 
the process to implement the terms of the new MOU with the I BFA; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the review by the California Public Employee's Retirement 
System (CaiPERS) and the requirements per Government Code, the City must include the City 
Manager's salary in the City's Salary Schedule Plans; and 

WHEREAS, the City's Salary Schedule Plans for FY 2011-2013, 2013-2015 and 2015-
2017 have been updated to comply with CaiPERS requirements as specified in the Government 
Code. 

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

1. The above recitals are true and correct. 

2. The City Council hereby adopts the Salary Schedule Plan for FY 2015-2017 to 
include the 2% cost of living adjustment effective January 1, 2016, resulting from the 
meet and confer process with the I BFA labor union group. 

3. The City Council hereby amends and adopts the Salary Schedule Plans for FY 2011-
2013,FY 2013-2015 & FY 2015-2017 to include the CaiPERS agency review 
requirements. 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Imperial 
Beach at its meeting held on the 17th day of February 2016, by the following vote: 



AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ATTEST: 

JACQUELINE M. HALO, MMC 
CITY CLERK 

Resolution No. 2016-7663 
Page 2 of 2 

SERGE DEDINA, MAYOR 



City o{Imperial Beach 

FY 2015-2017 
SALARY SCHEDULE PLAN 

Adopted by Resolution No. 2015-7637; 
Amended by Resolution No. 2016-7663 

ATTACHMENT 2 



CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
POSITION CLASSIFICATIONS AND MONTHLY COMPENSATION SCHEDULE 

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2015 ·JUNE 30, 2017 
Approved by Reso. No. 2015-7637; Amended by Reso. No. 2016-7663 

2% COLA for Fire effective 111116 
Job No. General Employees Range Monthly Sala[Y 

LOW HIGH 
5010 ACCOUNT/CLERK TECHNICIAN 49 3,871 - 4,943 
5014 ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 45 3,488 - 4,452 
5015 ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT (CIP) 41 3,249 - 4,147 
5020 ADMINISTRATIVE INTERN 29 2,477 - 3,164 
5025 ADMINISTRATIVE INTERN-GIS 29 2,477 - 3,164 
5030 ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY I 39 3,129 - 3,993 
5040 ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY II 43 3,379 - 4,312 
5050 ASSISTANT PLANNER 46 3,588 - 4,579 
5060 ASSOCIATE PLANNER 52 4,154 - 5,303 
5065 ASSISTANT PROJECT MANAGER 52 4,154 - 5,303 
8010 BEACH LIFEGUARD I 30 2,575 - 3,287 
8020 BEACH LIFEGUARD II (Part-Time) 37 2,980 - 3,803 
8020 BEACH LIFEGUARD II (Full-Time) 37L 3,024 - 3,860 
8030 BEACH LIFEGUARD LIEUTENANT 50 4,054 - 5,173 
8040 BEACH LIFEGUARD SERGEANT 50 4,054 - 5,173 
8040 BEACH LIFEGUARD SERGEANT 50L 4,114 - 5,250 
9010 BEACH MAINTENANCE WORKER 18 1,854 - 2,367 
5068 BUILDING/CODE COMPLIANCE SPECIALIST 32 2,725 3,478 
5070 BUILDING & PLANNING TECHNICIAN 42 3,289 - 4,199 
5080 BUILDING/HOUSING INSPECTOR I 51 4,093 - 5,224 
5090 BUILDING/HOUSING INSPECTOR II 55 4,498 - 5,741 
6010 CLERK TYPIST 29 2,477 - 3,164 
6020 CODE COMPLIANCE OFFICER 48 3,777 - 4,822 
9020 CUSTODIAN 29 2,477 - 3,164 
6050 CUSTOMER SERVICE SPECIALIST 41 3,249 - 4,147 
6060 DEPUTY BUILDING OFFICIAL 74 7,086 - 9,045 
9000 ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAM SPECIALIST 48 3,777 - 4,822 
6065 FIRE SAFETY INSPECTOR II 64 5,533 - 7,062 
9030 FLEET SUPERVISOR 57 4,726 - 6,030 
6066 GIS FIRE MAPPING INTERN 27 2,345 - 2,993 
9040 GRAFFITI PROGRAM COORDINATOR 44 3,456 - 4,412 
9050 GROUNDS & FACILITIES SUPERVISOR 57 4,726 - 6,030 
9060 HEAVY EQUIPMENT OPERATOR 41 3,249 - 4,147 
6070 JUNIOR CLERK TYPIST 19 1,906 - 2,432 
6072 LEAD MAINTENANCE WORKER 46 3,588 - 4,579 
9070 MAINTENANCE WORKER 33 2,775 - 3,542 
9080 MAINTENANCE WORKER I 36 2,945 - 3,760 
9090 MAINTENANCE WORKER II 41 3,249 - 4,147 
11110 MECHANIC HELPER 15 1,717 - 2,190 
11120 MECHANIC I 40 3,165 - 4,040 
11130 MECHANIC II 48 3,777 - 4,822 
6073 NETWORK SYSTEMS TECHNICIAN (Part-Time) 38 3,077 - 3,927 
6075 OFFICE SPECIALIST 29 2,477 - 3,164 
11140 PIER/BEACH MAINTENANCE WORKER 32 2,725 - 3,478 
6080 PROGRAM AIDE 10 1,539 - 1,965 
11153 PUBLIC WORKS INSPECTOR 50 4,054 - 5,173 
6090 PROGRAM COORDINATOR 30 2,575 - 3,287 
11150 PROJECT MANAGER TECHNICIAN 45 3,488 - 4,452 
7000 RECREATION LEADER 17 1,803 - 2,302 
7010 RECREATION PROGRAM AIDE 10 1,539 - 1,965 
7020 RECREATION PROGRAM COORDINATOR 34 2,803 - 3,578 
7025 RESIDENTIAL FIRE/SAFETY INSPECTOR 39 3,129 - 3,993 



CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
POSITION CLASSIFICATIONS AND MONTHLY COMPENSATION SCHEDULE 

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2015- JUNE 30, 2017 
Approved by Reso. No. 2015-7637; Amended by Reso. No. 2016-7663 

2% COLA for Fire effective 111116 
Job No. General Employees (cont.) Range Monthly Sala[V 

LOW HIGH 
7030 SENIOR ACCOUNT/CLERK TECHNICIAN 38 3,077 - 3,927 
7040 SENIOR PLANNER 69 6,264 - 7,994 
11155 SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS SUPERVISOR 64 5,533 - 7,062 
11160 SEWER SUPERVISOR 57 4,726 - 6,030 
11170 STREET SUPERVISOR 57 4,726 - 6,030 
11180 TIDELANDS SUPERVISOR 50 4,054 - 5,173 

Job No. Fire Department (sworn) Range Monthly Sala[Y 
LOW HIGH 

8080 FIREFIGHTER 6 4,202 - 5,631 
8085 FIREFIGHTER/PARAMEDIC RECRUIT FP9 4,367 
8090 FIREFIGHTER/PARAMEDIC FP6 4,677 - 6,267 
8090 FIREFIGHTER/PARAMEDIC (SAFER) FPS 4,585 
8060 FIRE ENGINEER 7 4,676 - 6,267 
8070 FIRE ENGINEER/PARAMEDIC FP7 5,027 - 6,737 
8050 FIRE CAPTAIN 8 5,534 - 7,417 
8055 FIRE CAPTAIN/PARAMEDIC FP8 5,812 - 7,787 

Job No. Confidential Range Monthly Sala[Y 
LOW HIGH 

4005 ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY II (CM Office) 43 3,379 - 4,312 
4020 FINANCIAL SERVICES ASSISTANT 48 3,777 - 4,822 
6067 HUMAN RESOURCES TECHNICIAN 41 3,249 4,147 
4050 OFFICE SPECIALIST (HR) 29 2,477 - 3,164 
4060 NETWORK SYSTEMS TECHNICIAN (Full-Time) 38 3,077 - 3,927 
4030 PERSONNEL SERVICES ASSISTANT 51 4,093 - 5,224 
4040 SENIOR ACCOUNTANT 63 5,399 - 6,890 

Job No. Management and Mid-management Range Monthly Sala[V 
LOW HIGH 

2010 ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES/FINANCE DIRECTOR BAND 6,161 - 11,090 
2020 ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER/COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIR. BAND 11,493 - 14,168 
6000 BUILDING OFFICIAL BAND 6,107 - 9,014 
9015 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM MANAGER BAND 5,424 - 6,913 
2030 CITY CLERK BAND 6,161 - 11,090 
3010 CITY PLANNER BAND 6,580 - 8,399 
2040 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR BAND 11,493 - 14,168 
4010 DEPUTY CITY CLERK BAND 4,225 - 5,142 
3022 EMERGENCY SERVICES COORDINATOR BAND 6,015 - 7,643 
3025 ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAM MANAGER BAND 4,929 - 6,777 
3040 FINANCE SUPERVISOR BAND 4,929 - 6,777 
8045 FIRE CHIEF BAND 6,161 - 11,090 
9035 GIS ADMINISTRATOR BAND 5,150 - 7,003 
3042 HUMAN RESOURCES ANALYST BAND 4,313 - 5,545 
3045 HUMAN RESOURCES MANAGER BAND 7,349 - 9,435 
3047 INFORMATION SYSTEMS MANAGER BAND 4,929 - 6,777 
3060 MANAGEMENT ANALYST (CM) BAND 4,882 - 6,395 
3060 MANAGEMENT ANALYST (FIRE) BAND 4,313 - 5,545 
3050 MARINE SAFETY CAPTAIN BAND 5,239 - 7,246 
2050 PUBLIC SAFETY DIRECTOR/FIRE CHIEF BAND 6,161 - 11,090 
2060 PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR BAND 6,161 - 11,090 
3070 PUBLIC WORKS SUPERINTENDENT BAND 4,929 - 6,777 
3075 PUBLIC WORKS OPERATIONS & CONSTRUCTION MANAGER BAND 6,386 - 8,781 
11165 SPECIAL PROJECTS MANAGER BAND 5,981 - 10,766 



CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
POSITION CLASSIFICATIONS AND MONTHLY COMPENSATION SCHEDULE 

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2015- JUNE 30, 2017 
Approved by Reso. No. 2015-7637; Amended by Reso. No. 2016-7663 

2% COLA for Fire effective 111116 

Job No. Elected and City Manager 
1010 CITY COUNCILMEMBER 
1020 CITY MANAGER 
1030 MAYOR 

Range 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 

Monthly Salarv 
300 

15,600 
1,100 



City of Imperial Beach 
Salary Ranges and Steps 

Effective July 1, 2015 by Reso. NO 2015-7637 
Amended by Reso. NO. 2016-7663-2% COLA Fire 1-1-16 

RANGE 09 09/01 09/02 09/03 09/04 09/05 09/06 
Hourly 8.6650 9.1000 9.5590 10.0390 10.5420 11.0670 
BI-WEEKLY 693.20 728.00 764.72 803.12 843.36 885.36 
ANNUAL 18023.20 18928.00 19882.72 20881.12 21927.36 23019.36 

RANGE10 10/01 10/02 10/03 10/04 10/05 10/06 
Hourly 8.8790 9.3230 9.7890 10.2770 10.7930 11.3340 
BI-WEEKLY 710.32 745.84 783.12 822.16 863.44 906.72 
ANNUAL 18468.32 19391.84 20361.12 21376.16 22449.44 23574.72 

RANGE11 11/01 11/02 11/03 11/04 11/05 11/06 
Hourly 9.1000 9.5590 10.0390 10.5420 11.0670 11.6220 
BI-WEEKLY 728.00 764.72 803.12 843.36 885.36 929.76 
ANNUAL 18928.00 19882.72 20881.12 21927.36 23019.36 24173.76 

RANGE12 12/01 12/02 12/03 12/04 12/05 12/06 
Hourly 9.3300 9.7950 10.2850 10.8010 11.3410 11.9110 
BI-WEEKLY 746.40 783.60 822.80 864.08 907.28 952.88 
ANNUAL 19406.40 20373.60 21392.80 22466.08 23589.28 24774.88 

RANGE 13 13/01 13/02 13/03 13/04 13/05 13/06 
Hourly 9.5680 10.0470 10.5490 11.0750 11.6300 12.2130 
BI-WEEKLY 765.44 803.76 843.92 886.00 930.40 977.04 
ANNUAL 19901.44 20897.76 21941.92 23036.00 24190.40 25403.04 

RANGE14 14/01 14/02 14/03 14/04 14/05 14/06 
Hourly 9.8040 10.2910 10.8100 11.3490 11.9180 12.5170 
BI-WEEKLY 784.32 823.28 864.80 907.92 953.44 1001.36 
ANNUAL 20392.32 21405.28 22484.80 23605.92 24789.44 26035.36 

RANGE15 15/01 15/02 15/03 15/04 15/05 15/06 
Hourly 9.9040 10.3950 10.9130 11.4590 12.0360 12.6350 
BI-WEEKLY 792.32 831.60 873.04 916.72 962.88 1010.80 
ANNUAL 20600.32 21621.60 22699.04 23834.72 25034.88 26280.80 

RANGE16 16/01 16/02 16/03 16/04 16/05 16/06 
Hourly 10.1510 10.6620 11.1940 11.7540 12.3470 12.9680 
BI-WEEKLY 812.08 852.96 895.52 940.32 987.76 1037.44 
ANNUAL 21114.08 22176.96 23283.52 24448.32 25681.76 26973.44 

RANGE17 17/01 17/02 17/03 17/04 17/05 17/06 
Hourly 10.4020 10.9200 11.4670 12.0440 12.6420 13.2780 
BI-WEEKLY 832.16 873.60 917.36 963.52 1011.36 1062.24 
ANNUAL 21636.16 22713.60 23851.36 25051.52 26295.36 27618.24 

RANGE18 18/01 18/02 18/03 18/04 18/05 18/06 
Hourly 10.6950 11.2300 11.7930 12.3840 13.0050 13.6550 
BI-WEEKLY 855.60 898.40 943.44 990.72 1040.40 1092.40 
ANNUAL 22245.60 23358.40 24529.44 25758.72 27050.40 28402.40 



City of Imperial Beach 
Salary Ranges and Steps 

Effective July 1, 2015 by Reso. NO 2015-7637 
Amended by Reso. NO. 2016-7663- 2% COLA Fire 1-1-16 

RANGE19 19/01 19/02 19/03 19/04 19/05 19/06 
Hourly 10.9950 11.5480 12.1250 12.7310 13.3660 14.0320 
BI-WEEKLY 879.60 923.84 970.00 1018.48 1069.28 1122.56 
ANNUAL 22869.60 24019.84 25220.00 26480.48 27801.28 29186.56 

RANGE 20 20/01 20/02 20/03 20/04 20/05 20/06 
Hourly 11.2670 11.8300 12.4200 13.0420 13.6910 14.3800 
BI-WEEKLY 901.36 946.40 993.60 1043.36 1095.28 1150.40 
ANNUAL 23435.36 24606.40 25833.60 27127.36 28477.28 29910.40 

RANGE 21 21/01 21/02 21/03 21/04 21/05 21/06 
Hourly 11.5480 12.1250 12.7310 13.3660 14.0320 14.7350 
BI-WEEKLY 923.84 970.00 1018.48 1069.28 1122.56 1178.80 
ANNUAL 24019.84 25220.00 26480.48 27801.28 29186.56 30648.80 

RANGE 22 22/01 22/02 22/03 22/04 22/05 22/06 
Hourly 11.8370 12.4270 13.0490 13.6990 14.3870 15.1050 
BI-WEEKLY 946.96 994.16 1043.92 1095.92 1150.96 1208.40 
ANNUAL 24620.96 25848.16 27141.92 28493.92 29924.96 31418.40 

RANGE 23 23/01 23/02 23/03 23/04 23/05 23/06 
Hourly 12.1320 12.7380 13.3740 14.0400 14.7420 15.4820 
BI-WEEKLY 970.56 1019.04 1069.92 1123.20 1179.36 1238.56 
ANNUAL 25234.56 26495.04 27817.92 29203.20 30663.36 32202.56 

RANGE 24 24/01 24/02 24/03 24/04 24/05 24/06 
Hourly 12.5560 13.1820 13.8390 14.5340 15.2600 16.0210 
BI-WEEKLY 1004.48 1054.56 1107.12 1162.72 1220.80 1281.68 
ANNUAL 26116.48 27418.56 28785.12 30230.72 31740.80 33323.68 

RANGE 25 25/01 25/02 25/03 25/04 25/05 25/06 
Hourly 12.8710 13.5150 14.1870 14.8970 15.6440 16.4290 
BI-WEEKLY 1029.68 1081.20 1134.96 1191.76 1251.52 1314.32 
ANNUAL 26771.68 28111.20 29508.96 30985.76 32539.52 34172.32 

RANGE 26 26/01 26/02 26/03 26/04 26/05 26/06 
Hourly 13.1960 13.8560 14.5490 15.2740 16.0360 16.8340 
BI-WEEKLY 1055.68 1108.48 1163.92 1221.92 1282.88 1346.72 
ANNUAL 27447.68 28820.48 30261.92 31769.92 33354.88 35014.72 

RANGE 27 27/01 27/02 27/03 27/04 27/05 27/06 
Hourly 13.5290 14.2100 14.9200 15.6650 16.4490 17.2700 
BI-WEEKLY 1082.32 1136.80 1193.60 1253.20 1315.92 1381.60 
ANNUAL 28140.32 29556.80 31033.60 32583.20 34213.92 35921.60 

RANGE 28 28/01 28/02 28/03 28/04 28/05 28/06 
Hourly 13.8690 14.5640 15.2980 16.0580 16.8640 17.7060 
BI-WEEKLY 1109.52 1165.12 1223.84 1284.64 1349.12 1416.48 
ANNUAL 28847.52 30293.12 31819.84 33400.64 35077.12 36828.48 



City of Imperial Beach 
Salary Ranges and Steps 

Effective July 1, 2015 by Reso. NO 2015-7637 
Amended by Reso. NO. 2016-7663-2% COLA Fire 1-1-16 

RANGE 29 29/01 29/02 29/03 29/04 29/05 29/06 
Hourly 14.2930 15.0070 15.7620 16.5530 17.3810 18.2540 
BI-WEEKLY 1143.44 1200.56 1260.96 1324.24 1390.48 1460.32 
ANNUAL 29729.44 31214.56 32784.96 34430.24 36152.48 37968.32 

RANGE 30 30/01 30/02 30/03 30/04 30/05 30/06 
Hourly 14.8550 15.5990 16.3820 17.2040 18.0620 18.9630 
BI-WEEKLY 1188.40 1247.92 1310.56 1376.32 1444.96 1517.04 
ANNUAL 30898.40 32445.92 34074.56 35784.32 37568.96 39443.04 

RANGE 31 31/01 31/02 31/03 31/04 31/05 31/06 
Hourly 15.2310 15.9910 16.7900 17.6330 18.5120 19.4370 
BI-WEEKLY 1218.48 1279.28 1343.20 1410.64 1480.96 1554.96 
ANNUAL 31680.48 33261.28 34923.20 36676.64 38504.96 40428.96 

RANGE 32 32/01 32/02 32/03 32/04 32/05 32/06 
Hourly 15.7240 16.5090 17.3370 18.2020 19.1110 20.0640 
BI-WEEKLY 1257.92 1320.72 1386.96 1456.16 1528.88 1605.12 
ANNUAL 32705.92 34338.72 36060.96 37860.16 39750.88 41733.12 

RANGE 33 33/01 33/02 33/03 33/04 33/05 33/06 
Hourly 16.0080 16.8120 17.6540 18.5350 19.4580 20.4340 
BI-WEEKLY 1280.64 1344.96 1412.32 1482.80 1556.64 1634.72 
ANNUAL 33296.64 34968.96 36720.32 38552.80 40472.64 42502.72 

RANGE 34 34/01 34/02 34/03 34/04 34/05 34/06 
Hourly 16.1690 16.9740 17.8240 18.7190 19.6590 20.6410 
BI-WEEKLY 1293.52 1357.92 1425.92 1497.52 1572.72 1651.28 
ANNUAL 33631.52 35305.92 37073.92 38935.52 40890.72 42933.28 

RANGE 35 35/01 35/02 35/03 35/04 35/05 35/06 
Hourly 16.5750 17.4030 18.2760 19.1930 20.1530 21.1590 
BI-WEEKLY 1326.00 1392.24 1462.08 1535.44 1612.24 1692.72 
ANNUAL 34476.00 36198.24 38014.08 39921.44 41918.24 44010.72 

RANGE 36 36/01 36/02 36/03 36/04 36/05 36/06 
Hourly 16.9890 17.8410 18.7340 19.6720 20.6560 21.6910 
BI-WEEKLY 1359.12 1427.28 1498.72 1573.76 1652.48 1735.28 
ANNUAL 35337.12 37109.28 38966.72 40917.76 42964.48 45117.28 

RANGE 37 37/01 37/02 37/03 37/04 37/05 37/06 
Hourly 17.1920 18.0550 18.9550 19.9020 20.9000 21.9420 
BI-WEEKLY 1375.36 1444.40 1516.40 1592.16 1672.00 1755.36 
ANNUAL 35759.36 37554.40 39426.40 41396.16 43472.00 45639.36 

RANGE 38 38/01 38/02 38/03 38/04 38/05 38/06 
Hourly 17.7530 18.6380 19.5690 20.5450 21.5730 22.6530 
BI-WEEKLY 1420.24 1491.04 1565.52 1643.60 1725.84 1812.24 
ANNUAL 36926.24 38767.04 40703.52 42733.60 44871.84 47118.24 



City of Imperial Beach 
Salary Ranges and Steps 

Effective July 1, 2015 by Reso. NO 2015-7637 
Amended by Reso. NO. 2016-7663-2% COLA Fire 1-1-16 

RANGE 39 39/01 39/02 39/03 39/04 39/05 39/06 
Hourly 18.0530 18.9550 19.9020 20.9000 21.9420 23.0360 
BI-WEEKLY 1444.24 1516.40 1592.16 1672.00 1755.36 1842.88 
ANNUAL 37550.24 39426.40 41396.16 43472.00 45639.36 47914.88 

RANGE 40 40/01 40/02 40/03 40/04 40/05 40/06 
Hourly 18.2600 19.1770 20.1400 21.1440 22.2020 23.3100 
BI-WEEKLY 1460.80 1534.16 1611.20 1691.52 1776.16 1864.80 
ANNUAL 37980.80 39888.16 41891.20 43979.52 46180.16 48484.80 

RANGE 41 41/01 41/02 41/03 41/04 41/05 41/06 
Hourly 18.7460 19.6800 20.6640 21.6990 22.7850 23.9250 
BI-WEEKLY 1499.68 1574.40 1653.12 1735.92 1822.80 1914.00 
ANNUAL 38991.68 40934.40 42981.12 45133.92 47392.80 49764.00 

RANGE 42 42/01 42/02 42/03 42/04 42/05 42/06 
Hourly 18.9770 19.9230 20.9220 21.9710 23.0750 24.2270 
BI-WEEKLY 1518.16 1593.84 1673.76 1757.68 1846.00 1938.16 
ANNUAL 39472.16 41439.84 43517.76 45699.68 47996.00 50392.16 

RANGE 43 43/01 43/02 43/03 43/04 43/05 43/06 
Hourly 19.4950 20.4720 21.4920 22.5630 23.6940 24.8780 
BI-WEEKLY 1559.60 1637.76 1719.36 1805.04 1895.52 1990.24 
ANNUAL 40549.60 42581.76 44703.36 46931.04 49283.52 51746.24 

RANGE 44 44/01 44/02 44/03 44/04 44/05 44/06 
Hourly 19.9400 20.9370 21.9870 23.0890 24.2420 25.4540 
BI-WEEKLY 1595.20 1674.96 1758.96 1847.12 1939.36 2036.32 
ANNUAL 41475.20 43548.96 45732.96 48025.12 50423.36 52944.32 

RANGE 45 45/01 45/02 45/03 45/04 45/05 45/06 
Hourly 20.1210 21.1310 22.1860 23.2970 24.4640 25.6830 
BI-WEEKLY 1609.68 1690.48 1774.88 1863.76 1957.12 2054.64 
ANNUAL 41851.68 43952.48 46146.88 48457.76 50885.12 53420.64 

RANGE 46 46/01 46/02 46/03 46/04 46/05 46/06 
Hourly 20.6980 21.7360 22.8230 23.9620 25.1580 26.4150 
BI-WEEKLY 1655.84 1738.88 1825.84 1916.96 2012.64 2113.20 
ANNUAL 43051.84 45210.88 47471.84 49840.96 52328.64 54943.20 

RANGE 47 47/01 47/02 47/03 47/04 47/05 47/06 
Hourly 21.2180 22.2820 23.4000 24.5680 25.7930 27.0810 
BI-WEEKLY 1697.44 1782.56 1872.00 1965.44 2063.44 2166.48 
ANNUAL 44133.44 46346.56 48672.00 51101.44 53649.44 56328.48 

RANGE 48 48/01 48/02 48/03 48/04 48/05 48/06 
Hourly 21.7900 22.8820 24.0270 25.2330 26.4970 27.8200 
BI-WEEKLY 1743.20 1830.56 1922.16 2018.64 2119.76 2225.60 
ANNUAL 45323.20 47594.56 49976.16 52484.64 55113.76 57865.60 



City of Imperial Beach 
Salary Ranges and Steps 

Effective July 1, 2015 by Reso. NO 2015-7637 
Amended by Reso. NO. 2016-7663-2% COLA Fire 1-1-16 

RANGE 49 49/01 49/02 49/03 49/04 49/05 49/06 
Hourly 22.3350 23.4510 24.6260 25.8600 27.1550 28.5150 
BI-WEEKLY 1786.80 1876.08 1970.08 2068.80 2172.40 2281.20 
ANNUAL 46456.80 48778.08 51222.08 53788.80 56482.40 59311.20 

RANGE 50 50/01 50/02 50/03 50/04 50/05 50/06 
Hourly 23.3890 24.5600 25.7870 27.0740 28.4260 29.8450 
BI-WEEKLY 1871.12 1964.80 2062.96 2165.92 2274.08 2387.60 
ANNUAL 48649.12 51084.80 53636.96 56313.92 59126.08 62077.60 

RANGE 51 51/01 51/02 51/03 51/04 51/05 51/06 
Hourly 23.6130 24.7950 26.0380 27.3400 28.7070 30.1410 
Overtime 35.4195 37.1925 39.0570 41.0100 43.0605 45.2115 
BI-WEEKLY 1889.04 1983.60 2083.04 2187.20 2296.56 2411.28 
ANNUAL 49115.04 51573.60 54159.04 56867.20 59710.56 62693.28 

RANGE 52 52/01 52/02 52/03 52/04 52/05 52/06 
Hourly 23.9660 25.1660 26.4230 27.7460 29.1370 30.5920 
BI-WEEKLY 1917.28 2013.28 2113.84 2219.68 2330.96 2447.36 
ANNUAL 49849.28 52345.28 54959.84 57711.68 60604.96 63631.36 

RANGE 53 53/01 53/02 53/03 53/04 53/05 53/06 
Hourly 24.5680 25.7930 27.0810 28.4330 29.8540 31.3460 
BI-WEEKLY 1965.44 2063.44 2166.48 2274.64 2388.32 2507.68 
ANNUAL 51101.44 53649.44 56328.48 59140.64 62096.32 65199.68 

RANGE 54 54/01 54/02 54/03 54/04 54/05 54/06 
Hourly 25.1800 26.4380 27.7610 29.1500 30.6090 32.1370 
BI-WEEKLY 2014.40 2115.04 2220.88 2332.00 2448.72 2570.96 
ANNUAL 52374.40 54991.04 57742.88 60632.00 63666.72 66844.96 

RANGE 55 55/01 55/02 55/03 55/04 55/05 55/06 
Hourly 25.9500 27.2520 28.6110 30.0460 31.5470 33.1220 
BI-WEEKLY 2076.00 2180.16 2288.88 2403.68 2523.76 2649.76 
ANNUAL 53976.00 56684.16 59510.88 62495.68 65617.76 68893.76 

RANGE 56 56/01 56/02 56/03 56/04 56/05 56/06 
Hourly 26.6000 27.9310 29.3280 30.7930 32.3300 33.9490 
BI-WEEKLY 2128.00 2234.48 2346.24 2463.44 2586.40 2715.92 
ANNUAL 55328.00 58096.48 61002.24 64049.44 67246.40 70613.92 

RANGE 57 57/01 57/02 57/03 57/04 57/05 57/06 
Hourly 27.2650 28.6270 30.0600 31.5610 33.1350 34.7910 
BI-WEEKLY 2181.20 2290.16 2404.80 2524.88 2650.80 2783.28 
ANNUAL 56711.20 59544.16 62524.80 65646.88 68920.80 72365.28 

RANGE 58 58/01 58/02 58/03 58/04 58/05 58/06 
Hourly 27.9460 29.3430 30.8060 32.3450 33.9630 35.6650 
BI-WEEKLY 2235.68 2347.44 2464.48 2587.60 2717.04 2853.20 
ANNUAL 58127.68 61033.44 64076.48 67277.60 70643.04 74183.20 



City of Imperial Beach 
Salary Ranges and Steps 

Effective July 1, 2015 by Reso. NO 2015-7637 
Amended by Reso. NO. 2016-7663-2% COLA Fire 1-1-16 

RANGE 59 59/01 59/02 59/03 59/04 59/05 59/06 
Hourly 28.6470 30.0820 31.5830 33.1650 34.8210 36.5660 
BI-WEEKLY 2291.76 2406.56 2526.64 2653.20 2785.68 2925.28 
ANNUAL 59585.76 62570.56 65692.64 68983.20 72427.68 76057.28 

RANGE 60 60/01 60/02 60/03 60/04 60/05 60/06 
Hourly 29.3640 30.8360 32.3810 34.0010 35.7010 37.4830 
BI-WEEKLY 2349.12 2466.88 2590.48 2720.08 2856.08 2998.64 
ANNUAL 61077.12 64138.88 67352.48 70722.08 74258.08 77964.64 

RANGE 61 61/01 61/02 61/03 61/04 61/05 61/06 
Hourly 30.0970 31.6060 33.1880 34.8440 36.6030 38.4370 
BI-WEEKLY 2407.76 2528.48 2655.04 2787.52 2928.24 3074.96 
ANNUAL 62601.76 65740.48 69031.04 72475.52 76134.24 79948.96 

RANGE 62 62/01 62/02 62/03 62/04 62/05 62/06 
Hourly 30.8510 32.3970 34.0150 35.7150 37.5050 39.3830 
BI-WEEKLY 2468.08 2591.76 2721.20 2857.20 3000.40 3150.64 
ANNUAL 64170.08 67385.76 70751.20 74287.20 78010.40 81916.64 

RANGE 63 63/01 63/02 63/03 63/04 63/05 63/06 
Hourly 31.1470 32.7080 34.3410 36.0560 37.8610 39.7520 
BI-WEEKLY 2491.76 2616.64 2747.28 2884.48 3028.88 3180.16 
ANNUAL 64785.76 68032.64 71429.28 74996.48 78750.88 82684.16 

RANGE 64 64/01 64/02 64/03 64/04 64/05 64/06 
Hourly 31.9240 33.5190 35.1980 36.9570 38.8050 40.7430 
BI-WEEKLY 2553.92 2681.52 2815.84 2956.56 3104.40 3259.44 
ANNUAL 66401.92 69719.52 73211.84 76870.56 80714.40 84745.44 

RANGE 65 65/01 65/02 65/03 65/04 65/05 65/06 
Hourly 32.7210 34.3560 36.0710 37.8740 39.7680 41.7560 
BI-WEEKLY 2617.68 2748.48 2885.68 3029.92 3181.44 3340.48 
ANNUAL 68059.68 71460.48 75027.68 78777.92 82717.44 86852.48 

RANGE 66 66/01 66/02 66/03 66/04 66/05 66/06 
Hourly 33.5420 35.2210 36.9800 38.8290 40.7730 42.8140 
BI-WEEKLY 2683.36 2817.68 2958.40 3106.32 3261.84 3425.12 
ANNUAL 69767.36 73259.68 76918.40 80764.32 84807.84 89053.12 

RANGE 67 67/01 67/02 67/03 67/04 67/05 67/06 
Hourly 34.3770 36.1010 37.9040 39.7970 41.7860 43.8780 
BI-WEEKLY 2750.16 2888.08 3032.32 3183.76 3342.88 3510.24 
ANNUAL 71504.16 75090.08 78840.32 82777.76 86914.88 91266.24 

RANGE 68 68/01 68/02 68/03 68/04 68/05 68/06 
Hourly 35.2340 36.9950 38.8420 40.7870 42.8270 44.9730 
BI-WEEKLY 2818.72 2959.60 3107.36 3262.96 3426.16 3597.84 
ANNUAL 73286.72 76949.60 80791.36 84836.96 89080.16 93543.84 



City of Imperial Beach 
Salary Ranges and Steps 

Effective July 1, 2015 by Reso. NO 2015-7637 
Amended by Reso. NO. 2016-7663-2% COLA Fire 1-1-16 

RANGE 69 69/01 69/02 69/03 69/04 69/05 69/06 
Hourly 36.1380 37.9410 39.8410 41.8290 43.9220 46.1170 
BI-WEEKLY 2891.04 3035.28 3187.28 3346.32 3513.76 3689.36 
ANNUAL 75167.04 78917.28 82869.28 87004.32 91357.76 95923.36 

RANGE 70 70/01 70/02 70/03 70/04 70/05 70/06 
Hourly 37.0390 38.8950 40.8400 42.8800 45.0230 47.2780 
BI-WEEKLY 2963.12 3111.60 3267.20 3430.40 3601.84 3782.24 
ANNUAL 77041.12 80901.60 84947.20 89190.40 93647.84 98338.24 

RANGE 71 71/01 71/02 71/03 71/04 71/05 71/06 
Hourly 37.9640 39.8630 41.8590 43.9510 46.1470 48.4540 
BI-WEEKLY 3037.12 3189.04 3348.72 3516.08 3691.76 3876.32 
ANNUAL 78965.12 82915.04 87066.72 91418.08 95985.76 100784.32 

RANGE 72 72/01 72/02 72/03 72/04 72/05 72/06 
Hourly 38.9090 40.8530 42.8940 45.0390 47.2940 49.6580 
BI-WEEKLY 3112.72 3268.24 3431.52 3603.12 3783.52 3972.64 
ANNUAL 80930.72 84974.24 89219.52 93681.12 98371.52 103288.64 

RANGE 73 73/01 73/02 73/03 73/04 73/05 73/06 
Hourly 39.8850 41.8810 43.9750 46.1700 48.4760 50.9010 
BI-WEEKLY 3190.80 3350.48 3518.00 3693.60 3878.08 4072.08 
ANNUAL 82960.80 87112.48 91468.00 96033.60 100830.08 105874.08 

RANGE 74 74/01 74/02 74/03 74/04 74/05 74/06 
Hourly 40.8830 42.9300 45.0760 47.3300 49.6950 52.1800 
BI-WEEKLY 3270.64 3434.40 3606.08 3786.40 3975.60 4174.40 
ANNUAL 85036.64 89294.40 93758.08 98446.40 103365.60 108534.40 

RANGE 75 75/01 75/02 75/03 75/04 75/05 75/06 
Hourly 41.9040 43.9950 46.1990 48.5060 50.9290 53.4750 
BI-WEEKLY 3352.32 3519.60 3695.92 3880.48 4074.32 4278.00 
ANNUAL 87160.32 91509.60 96093.92 100892.48 105932.32 111228.00 

RANGE 76 76/01 76/02 76/03 76/04 76/05 76/06 
Hourly 42.9540 45.1060 47.3590 49.7250 52.2090 54.8190 
BI-WEEKLY 3436.32 3608.48 3788.72 3978.00 4176.72 4385.52 
ANNUAL 89344.32 93820.48 98506.72 103428.00 108594.72 114023.52 

RANGE 77 77/01 77/02 77/03 77/04 77/05 77/06 
Hourly 44.0250 46.2290 48.5430 50.9680 53.5180 56.1940 
BI-WEEKLY 3522.00 3698.32 3883.44 4077.44 4281.44 4495.52 
ANNUAL 91572.00 96156.32 100969.44 106013.44 111317.44 116883.52 

RANGE 78 78/01 78/02 78/03 78/04 78/05 78/06 
Hourly 45.1260 47.3820 49.7480 52.2310 54.8410 57.5840 
BI-WEEKLY 3610.08 3790.56 3979.84 4178.48 4387.28 4606.72 
ANNUAL 93862.08 98554.56 103475.84 108640.48 114069.28 119774.72 



City of Imperial Beach 
Salary Ranges and Steps 

Effective July 1, 2015 by Reso. NO 2015-7637 
Amended by Reso. NO. 2016-7663-2% COLA Fire 1-1-16 

RANGE 79 79/01 79/02 79/03 79/04 79/05 79/06 
Hourly 46.2580 48.5730 51.0050 53.5550 56.2310 59.0420 
BI-WEEKLY 3700.64 3885.84 4080.40 4284.40 4498.48 4723.36 
ANNUAL 96216.64 101031.84 106090.40 111394.40 116960.48 122807.36 

RANGE 80 80/01 80/02 80/03 80/04 80/05 80/06 
Hourly 47.4120 49.7850 52.2760 54.8930 57.6360 60.5190 
BI-WEEKLY 3792.96 3982.80 4182.08 4391.44 4610.88 4841.52 
ANNUAL 98616.96 103552.80 108734.08 114177.44 119882.88 125879.52 

RANGE 81 81/01 81/02 81/03 81/04 81/05 81/06 
Hourly 48.5940 51.0270 53.5780 56.2540 59.0630 62.0130 
BI-WEEKLY 3887.52 4082.16 4286.24 4500.32 4725.04 4961.04 
ANNUAL 101075.52 106136.16 111442.24 117008.32 122851.04 128987.04 

RANGE 82 82/01 82/02 82/03 82/04 82/05 82/06 
Hourly 49.8070 52.2980 54.9170 57.6570 60.5410 63.5650 
BI-WEEKLY 3984.56 4183.84 4393.36 4612.56 4843.28 5085.20 
ANNUAL 103598.56 108779.84 114227.36 119926.56 125925.28 132215.20 

RANGE 83 83/01 83/02 83/03 83/04 83/05 83/06 
Hourly 51.2530 53.8130 56.5050 59.3290 62.2940 65.4070 
BI-WEEKLY 4100.24 4305.04 4520.40 4746.32 4983.52 5232.56 
ANNUAL 106606.24 111931.04 117530.40 123404.32 129571.52 136046.56 

RANGE 84 84/01 84/02 84/03 84/04 84/05 84/06 
Hourly 52.5350 55.1600 57.9170 60.8150 63.8540 67.0470 
BI-WEEKLY 4202.80 4412.80 4633.36 4865.20 5108.32 5363.76 
ANNUAL 109272.80 114732.80 120467.36 126495.20 132816.32 139457.76 

RANGE 85 85/01 85/02 85/03 85/04 85/05 85/06 
Hourly 53.8520 56.5420 59.3660 62.3380 65.4590 68.7330 
BI-WEEKLY 4308.16 4523.36 4749.28 4987.04 5236.72 5498.64 
ANNUAL 112012.16 117607.36 123481.28 129663.04 136154.72 142964.64 

RANGE 86 86/01 86/02 86/03 86/04 86/05 86/06 
Hourly 55.7440 58.5310 61.4580 64.5340 67.7580 71.1430 
BI-WEEKLY 4459.52 4682.48 4916.64 5162.72 5420.64 5691.44 
ANNUAL 115947.52 121744.48 127832.64 134230.72 140936.64 147977.44 

RANGE 87 87/01 87/02 87/03 87/04 87/05 87/06 
Hourly 57.0200 59.8690 62.8630 66.0060 69.3030 72.7710 
BI-WEEKLY 4561.60 4789.52 5029.04 5280.48 5544.24 5821.68 
ANNUAL 118601.60 124527.52 130755.04 137292.48 144150.24 151363.68 

RANGE 88 88/01 88/02 88/03 88/04 88/05 88/06 
Hourly 58.4420 61.3620 64.4310 67.6540 71.0390 74.5890 
BI-WEEKLY 4675.36 4908.96 5154.48 5412.32 5683.12 5967.12 
ANNUAL 121559.36 127632.96 134016.48 140720.32 147761.12 155145.12 



City of Imperial Beach 
Salary Ranges and Steps 

Effective July 1, 2015 by Reso. NO 2015-7637 
Amended by Reso. NO. 2016-7663- 2% COLA Fire 1-1-16 

RANGE 89 89/01 89/02 89/03 89/04 89/05 89/06 
Hourly 59.9060 62.9000 66.0430 69.3460 72.8140 76.4520 
BI-WEEKLY 4792.48 5032.00 5283.44 5547.68 5825.12 6116.16 
ANNUAL 124604.48 130832.00 137369.44 144239.68 151453.12 159020.16 

RANGE 90 90/01 90/02 90/03 90/04 90/05 90/06 
Hourly 61.4060 64.4740 67.6980 71.0830 74.6400 78.3730 
BI-WEEKLY 4912.48 5157.92 5415.84 5686.64 5971.20 6269.84 
ANNUAL 127724.48 134105.92 140811.84 147852.64 155251.20 163015.84 

RANGE 91 91/01 91/02 91/03 91/04 91/05 91/06 
Hourly 62.9430 66.0940 69.3970 72.8660 76.5110 80.3330 
BI-WEEKLY 5035.44 5287.52 5551.76 5829.28 6120.88 6426.64 
ANNUAL 130921.44 137475.52 144345.76 151561.28 159142.88 167092.64 

RANGE 92 92/01 92/02 92/03 92/04 92/05 92/06 
Hourly 64.5200 67.7420 71.1280 74.6840 78.4190 82.3360 
BI-WEEKLY 5161.60 5419.36 5690.24 5974.72 6273.52 6586.88 
ANNUAL 134201.60 140903.36 147946.24 155342.72 163111.52 171258.88 

RANGE 93 93/01 93/02 93/03 93/04 93/05 93/06 
Hourly 66.1300 69.4350 72.9110 76.5550 80.3840 84.4060 
BI-WEEKLY 5290.40 5554.80 5832.88 6124.40 6430.72 6752.48 
ANNUAL 137550.40 144424.80 151654.88 159234.40 167198.72 175564.48 

RANGE 94 94/01 94/02 94/03 94/04 94/05 94/06 
Hourly 67.7870 71.1730 74.7290 78.4620 82.3880 86.5050 
BI-WEEKLY 5422.96 5693.84 5978.32 6276.96 6591.04 6920.40 
ANNUAL 140996.96 148039.84 155436.32 163200.96 171367.04 179930.40 

RANGE 95 95/01 95/02 95/03 95/04 95/05 95/06 
Hourly 69.1690 72.6290 76.2600 80.0730 84.0810 88.2880 
BI-WEEKLY 5533.52 5810.32 6100.80 6405.84 6726.48 7063.04 
ANNUAL 143871.52 151068.32 158620.80 166551.84 174888.48 183639.04 

RANGE 96 96/01 96/02 96/03 96/04 96/05 96/06 
Hourly 70.8990 74.4470 78.1740 82.0850 86.1870 90.4980 
BI-WEEKLY 5671.92 5955.76 6253.92 6566.80 6894.96 7239.84 
ANNUAL 147469.92 154849.76 162601.92 170736.80 179268.96 188235.84 

RANGE 97 97/01 97/02 97/03 97/04 97/05 97/06 
Hourly 72.6740 76.3110 80.1260 84.1330 88.3390 92.7540 
BI-WEEKLY 5813.92 6104.88 6410.08 6730.64 7067.12 7420.32 
ANNUAL 151161.92 158726.88 166662.08 174996.64 183745.12 192928.32 

RANGE 98 98/01 98/02 98/03 98/04 98/05 98/06 
Hourly 74.4920 78.2180 82.1300 86.2330 90.5420 95.0660 
BI-WEEKLY 5959.36 6257.44 6570.40 6898.64 7243.36 7605.28 
ANNUAL 154943.36 162693.44 170830.40 179364.64 188327.36 197737.28 



City of Imperial Beach 
Salary Ranges and Steps 

Effective July 1, 2015 by Reso. NO 2015-7637 
Amended by Reso. NO. 2016-7663-2% COLA Fire 1-1-16 

RANGE 99 99/01 99/02 99/03 99/04 99/05 99/06 
Hourly 76.3550 80.1690 84.1770 88.3830 92.8040 97.4470 
BI-WEEKLY 6108.40 6413.52 6734.16 7070.64 7424.32 7795.76 
ANNUAL 158818.40 166751.52 175088.16 183836.64 193032.32 202689.76 

100 RANGE 100/01 100/02 100/03 100/04 100/05 100/06 
Hourly 78.2630 82.1730 86.2830 90.6020 95.1330 99.8870 
BI-WEEKLY 6261.04 6573.84 6902.64 7248.16 7610.64 7990.96 
ANNUAL 162787.04 170919.84 179468.64 188452.16 197876.64 207764.96 

FIRE/SAFETY INSPECTOR Fl/01 
Hourly 37.3120 
Overtime 55.9680 
BI-WEEKLY 1492.48 
ANNUAL 38804.48 

RANGE 37F 37F/01 37F/02 37F/03 37F/04 37F/05 37F/06 
Hourly 17.4500 18.6260 19.2390 20.2010 21.2140 22.2710 
BI-WEEKLY 1396.00 1466.08 1539.12 1616.08 1697.12 1781.68 
ANNUAL 36296.00 38118.08 40017.12 42018.08 44125.12 46323.68 

RANGE SOL 50/01 50/02 50/03 50/04 50/05 50/06 
Hourly 23.7400 24.9280 26.1740 27.4800 28.8520 30.2930 
BI-WEEKLY 1899.20 1994.24 2093.92 2198.40 2308.16 2423.44 
ANNUAL 49379.20 51850.24 54441.92 57158.40 60012.16 63009.44 



City of Imperial Beach Salary Ranges and Steps 
Effective January 1, 2016 Reso. NO. 2016-7663 

2% COLA effective 111116 

FIRE RANGE 06-40 HRS 6/01 6/02 6/03 6/04 6/05 6/06 6/07 
Hourly 24.2420 25.4540 26.7260 28.0640 29.4670 30.9420 32.4890 
BI-WEEKLY 1939.36 2036.32 2138.08 2245.12 2357.36 2475.36 2599.12 
ANNUAL 50423.36 52944.32 55590.08 58373.12 61291.36 64359.36 67577.12 

FIRE RANGE 07-40 HRS 7/01 7/02 7/03 7/04 7/05 7/06 7/07 
Hourly 26.9790 28.3290 29.7430 31.2320 32.7950 34.4330 36.1550 
BI-WEEKLY 2158.32 2266.32 2379.44 2498.56 2623.60 2754.64 2892.40 
ANNUAL 56116.32 58924.32 61865.44 64962.56 68213.60 71620.64 75202.40 

FIRE RANGE 08-40 HRS 8/01 8/02 8/03 8/04 8/05 8/06 8/07 
Hourly 31.9300 33.5260 35.2010 36.9640 38.8100 40.7520 42.7890 
BI-WEEKLY 2554.40 2682.08 2816.08 2957.12 3104.80 3260.16 3423.12 
ANNUAL 66414.40 69734.08 73218.08 76885.12 80724.80 84764.16 89001.12 

FIRE RANGE GP-40 HRS OGP/01 OGP/02 OGP/03 OGP/04 OGP/05 OGP/06 OGP/07 
Hourly 26.9830 28.3320 29.7490 31.2360 32.7980 34.4360 36.1600 
BI-WEEKLY 2158.64 2266.56 2379.92 2498.88 2623.84 2754.88 2892.80 
ANNUAL 56124.64 58930.56 61877.92 64970.88 68219.84 71626.88 75212.80 

FIRE RANGE 7P-40 HRS 07P/01 07P/02 07P/03 07P/04 07P/05 07P/06 07P/07 
Hourly 29.0040 30.4540 31.9760 33.5750 35.2540 37.0170 38.8680 
BI-WEEKLY 2320.32 2436.32 2558.08 2686.00 2820.32 2961.36 3109.44 
ANNUAL 60328.32 63344.32 66510.08 69836.00 73328.32 76995.36 80845.44 

FIRE RANGE 8P-40 HRS 08P/01 OBP/02 08P/03 08P/04 08P/05 08P/06 08P/07 
Hourly 33.5260 35.2020 36.9610 38.8120 40.7510 42.7900 44.9280 
BI-WEEKLY 2682.08 2816.16 2956.88 3104.96 3260.08 3423.20 3594.24 
ANNUAL 69734.08 73220.16 76878.88 80728.96 84762.08 89003.20 93450.24 

FIRE RANGE FOG-56 HRS FOG/01 FOG/02 FOG/03 FOG/04 FOG/05 FOG/06 FOG/07 
Hourly 17.3170 18.1830 19.0920 20.0450 21.0480 22.1000 23.2060 
BI-WEEKLY 1939.50 2036.50 2138.30 2245.04 2357.38 2475.20 2599.07 
ANNUAL 50427.10 52948.90 55595.90 58371.04 61291.78 64355.20 67575.87 

FIRE RANGE F07-56 HRS F07/01 F07/02 F07/03 F07/04 F07/05 F07/06 F07/07 
Hourly 19.2710 20.2350 21.2480 22.3070 23.4250 24.5950 25.8240 
BI-WEEKLY 2158.35 2266.32 2379.78 2498.38 2623.60 2754.64 2892.29 
ANNUAL 56117.15 58924.32 61874.18 64957.98 68213.60 71620.64 75199.49 

FIRE RANGE F08-56 HRS F08/01 F08/02 F08/03 F08/04 FOB/05 F08/06 F08/07 
Hourly 22.8070 23.9470 25.1460 26.4020 27.7230 29.1070 30.5640 
BI-WEEKLY 2554.38 2682.06 2816.35 2957.02 3104.98 3259.98 3423.17 
ANNUAL 66413.98 69733.66 73225.15 76882.62 80729.38 84759.58 89002.37 

FIRE RANGE FPG-56 HRS FPG/01 FPG/02 FPG/03 FPG/04 FPG/05 FPG/06 FPG/07 
Hourly 19.2730 20.2380 21.2490 22.3110 23.4270 24.5970 25.8270 
BI-WEEKLY 2158.58 2266.66 2379.89 2498.83 2623.82 2754.86 2892.62 
ANNUAL 56122.98 58933.06 61877.09 64969.63 68219.42 71626.46 75208.22 

FIRE RANGE FP7-56 HRS FP7/01 FP7/02 FP7/03 FP7/04 FP7/05 FP7/06 FP7/07 
Hourly 20.7170 21.7530 22.8400 23.9810 25.1810 26.4390 27.7620 
BI-WEEKLY 2320.30 2436.34 2558.08 2685.87 2820.27 2961.17 3109.34 
ANNUAL 60327.90 63344.74 66510.08 69832.67 73327.07 76990.37 80842.94 

FIRE RANGE FP8-56 HRS FP8/01 FP8/02 FP8/03 FP8/04 FP8/05 FP8/06 FP8/07 
Hourly 23.9490 25.1440 26.4030 27.7230 29.1090 30.5630 32.0910 
BI-WEEKLY 2682.29 2816.13 2957.14 3104.98 3260.21 3423.06 3594.19 
ANNUAL 69739.49 73219.33 76885.54 80729.38 84765.41 88999.46 93448.99 

FIRE RANGE 9P-40HRS 9P/01 
Hourly 25.194 
BI-WEEKLY 2015.52 
ANNUAL 52403.52 

FIRE RANGE FP9-56 HRS FP9/01 
Hourly 17.995 
BI-WEEKLY 2015.44 
ANNUAL 52401.44 

FIRE RANGE FPS-56 HRS FPS/01 
Hourly 18.895 
BI-WEEKLY 2116.24 
ANNUAL 55022.24 



City o{Imperial Beach 

FY 2013-2015 
SALARY SCHEDULE PLAN 

Adopted by Resolution No. 2013-7422; 
Amended by Resolution No. 2016-7663 

Effective 8/19/2014 

ATTACHMENT 3 



CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
POSITION CLASSIFICATIONS AND MONTHLY COMPENSATION SCHEDULE 

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2013- JUNE 30, 2015 
Approved by Reso. No. 2013-7422; Amended by Reso. No. 2016-7663 

Effective 8/19/2014 

Job No. General Employees Range Monthly Sala[Y 
LOW HIGH 

5010 ACCOUNT/CLERK TECHNICIAN 49 3,871 - 4,943 
5014 ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 45 3,488 - 4,452 
5015 ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT (CIP) 41 3,249 - 4,147 
5020 ADMINISTRATIVE INTERN 29 2,477 - 3,164 
5025 ADMINISTRATIVE INTERN-GIS 29 2,477 - 3,164 
5030 ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY I 39 3,129 - 3,993 
5040 ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY II 43 3,379 - 4,312 
5050 ASSISTANT PLANNER 46 3,588 - 4,579 
5060 ASSOCIATE PLANNER 52 4,154 - 5,303 
5065 ASSISTANT PROJECT MANAGER 52 4,154 - 5,303 
8010 BEACH LIFEGUARD I 30 2,575 - 3,287 
8020 BEACH LIFEGUARD II 37 2,980 - 3,803 
8030 BEACH LIFEGUARD LIEUTENANT 50 4,054 - 5,173 
8040 BEACH LIFEGUARD SERGEANT 49 3,871 4,943 
9010 BEACH MAINTENANCE WORKER 18 1,854 - 2,367 
5068 BUILDING/CODE COMPLIANCE SPECIALIST 32 2,725 3,478 
5070 BUILDING & PLANNING TECHNICIAN 42 3,289 - 4,199 
5080 BUILDING/HOUSING INSPECTOR I 51 4,093 - 5,224 
5090 BUILDING/HOUSING INSPECTOR II 55 4,498 - 5,741 
9015 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM MANAGER 56 4,611 - 5,884 
6010 CLERK TYPIST 29 2,477 - 3,164 
6020 CODE COMPLIANCE OFFICER 48 3,777 - 4,822 
9020 CUSTODIAN 29 2,477 - 3,164 
6050 CUSTOMER SERVICE SPECIALIST 41 3,249 - 4,147 
6060 DEPUTY BUILDING OFFICIAL 74 7,086 - 9,045 
9000 ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAM SPECIALIST 46 3,588 - 4,579 
6065 FIRE SAFETY INSPECTOR II 64 5,533 - 7,062 
9030 FLEET SUPERVISOR 52 4,154 - 5,303 
6066 GIS FIRE MAPPING INTERN 27 2,345 - 2,993 
9040 GRAFFITI PROGRAM COORDINATOR 44 3,456 - 4,412 
9050 GROUNDS & FACILITIES SUPERVISOR 56 4,611 - 5,884 
9060 HEAVY EQUIPMENT OPERATOR 41 3,249 - 4,147 
6070 JUNIOR CLERK TYPIST 19 1,906 - 2,432 
9070 MAINTENANCE WORKER 33 2,775 - 3,542 
9080 MAINTENANCE WORKER I 36 2,945 - 3,760 
9090 MAINTENANCE WORKER II 41 3,249 - 4,147 
11110 MECHANIC HELPER 15 1,717 - 2,190 
11120 MECHANIC I 40 3,165 - 4,040 
11130 MECHANIC II 45 3,488 - 4,452 
6073 NETWORK SYSTEMS TECHNICIAN (PT) 38 3,077 - 3,927 
6075 OFFICE SPECIALIST 29 2,477 - 3,164 
11140 PIER/BEACH MAINTENANCE WORKER 32 2,725 - 3,478 
6080 PROGRAM AIDE 10 1,539 - 1,965 
11153 PUBLIC WORKS INSPECTOR 50 4,054 - 5,173 
6090 PROGRAM COORDINATOR 30 2,575 - 3,287 
11150 PROJECT MANAGER TECHNICIAN 45 3,488 - 4,452 
7000 RECREATION LEADER 17 1,803 - 2,302 
7010 RECREATION PROGRAM AIDE 10 1,539 - 1,965 
7020 RECREATION PROGRAM COORDINATOR 34 2,803 - 3,578 
7025 RESIDENTIAL FIRE/SAFETY INSPECTOR 39 3,129 - 3,993 



CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
POSITION CLASSIFICATIONS AND MONTHLY COMPENSATION SCHEDULE 

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2013 -JUNE 30, 2015 
Approved by Reso. No. 2013-7422; Amended by Reso. No. 2016-7663 

Effective 8/19/2014 

Job No. General Employees (cont.) Range Monthly Sala[V 
LOW HIGH 

7030 SENIOR ACCOUNT/CLERK TECHNICIAN 38 3,077 - 3,927 
7040 SENIOR PLANNER 69 6,264 - 7,994 
11155 SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS SUPERVISOR 64 5,533 - 7,062 
11160 SEWER SUPERVISOR 50 4,054 - 5,173 
11170 STREET SUPERVISOR 50 4,054 - 5,173 
11180 TIDELANDS SUPERVISOR 50 4,054 - 5,173 

Job No. Fire Department (sworn) Range Monthly Sala[V 
LOW HIGH 

8080 FIREFIGHTER 6 4,120 - 5,521 
8085 FIREFIGHTER/PARAMEDIC RECRUIT FP9 4,367 
8090 FIREFIGHTER/PARAMEDIC FP6 4,585 - 6,145 
8060 FIRE ENGINEER 7 4,585 - 6,144 
8070 FIRE ENGINEER/PARAMEDIC FP7 4,929 - 6,605 
8050 FIRE CAPTAIN 8 5,426 - 7,272 
8055 FIRE CAPTAIN/PARAMEDIC FP8 5,698 - 7,635 

Job No. Confidential Range Monthly Sala[V 
LOW HIGH 

4005 ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY II (CM Office) 43 3,379 - 4,312 
4020 FINANCIAL SERVICES ASSISTANT 48 3,777 - 4,822 
6067 HUMAN RESOURCES TECHNICIAN 41 3,249 4,147 
4050 OFFICE SPECIALIST (HR/CM) 29 2,477 - 3,164 
4060 NETWORK SYSTEMS TECHNICIAN 38 3,077 - 3,927 
4030 PERSONNEL SERVICES ASSISTANT 51 4,093 - 5,224 
4040 SENIOR ACCOUNTANT 63 5,399 - 6,890 

Job No. Management and Mid-management Range Monthly Sala[V 
LOW HIGH 

2010 ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES/FINANCE DIRECTOR BAND 6,161 - 11,090 
2020 ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER/COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIR. BAND 11,493 - 14,168 
6000 BUILDING OFFICIAL BAND 6,107 - 9,014 
2030 CITY CLERK BAND 6,161 - 11,090 
3010 CITY PLANNER BAND 6,580 - 8,399 
2040 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR BAND 11,493 - 14,168 
4010 DEPUTY CITY CLERK BAND 4,225 - 5,142 
3022 EMERGENCY SERVICES COORDINATOR BAND 6,015 - 7,643 
3025 ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAM MANAGER BAND 4,929 - 6,777 
3040 FINANCE SUPERVISOR BAND 4,929 - 6,777 
9035 GIS ADMINISTRATOR BAND 4,929 - 6,777 
3042 HUMAN RESOURCES ANALYST BAND 4,313 - 5,545 
3045 HUMAN RESOURCES MANAGER BAND 7,349 - 9,435 
3047 INFORMATION SYSTEMS MANAGER BAND 4,929 - 6,777 
3050 LIFEGUARD CAPTAIN BAND 4,929 - 6,777 
3060 MANAGEMENT ANALYST (CM) BAND 4,882 - 6,395 
3060 MANAGEMENT ANALYST (FIRE) BAND 4,313 - 5,545 
2050 PUBLIC SAFETY DIRECTOR/FIRE CHIEF BAND 6,161 - 11,090 
2060 PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR BAND 6,161 - 11,090 
3070 PUBLIC WORKS SUPERINTENDENT BAND 4,929 - 6,777 
3075 PUBLIC WORKS OPERATIONS & CONSTRUCTION MANAGER BAND 6,386 - 8,781 
11165 SPECIAL PROJECTS MANAGER BAND 5,981 - 10,766 



CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
POSITION CLASSIFICATIONS AND MONTHLY COMPENSATION SCHEDULE 

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2013- JUNE 30, 2015 
Approved by Reso. No. 2013-7422; Amended by Reso. No. 2016-7663 

Effective 811912014 
Job No. Elected and City Manager 

1010 CITY COUNCILMEMBER 
1020 CITY MANAGER 
1030 MAYOR 

Range 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 

Monthly Salary 
300 

15,238 
1,100 



City of Imperial Beach 

FY 2013-2015 
SALARY SCHEDULE PLAN 

Adopted by Resolution No. 2013-7422; 
Amended by Resolution No. 2016-7663 

Effective 8/16/2013 

ATTACHMENT 4 



CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
POSITION CLASSIFICATIONS AND MONTHLY COMPENSATION SCHEDULE 

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2013 -JUNE 30, 2015 
Approved by Reso. No. 2013-7422; Amended by Reso. No. 2016-7663 

Effective 8/16/2013 

Job No. General Employees Range Monthly Salary 
LOW HIGH 

5010 ACCOUNT/CLERK TECHNICIAN 49 3,871 - 4,943 
5014 ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 45 3,488 - 4,452 
5015 ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT (CIP) 41 3,249 - 4,147 
5020 ADMINISTRATIVE INTERN 29 2,477 - 3,164 
5025 ADMINISTRATIVE INTERN-GIS 29 2,477 - 3,164 
5030 ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY I 39 3,129 - 3,993 
5040 ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY II 43 3,379 - 4,312 
5050 ASSISTANT PLANNER 46 3,588 - 4,579 
5060 ASSOCIATE PLANNER 52 4,154 - 5,303 
5065 ASSISTANT PROJECT MANAGER 52 4,154 - 5,303 
8010 BEACH LIFEGUARD I 30 2,575 - 3,287 
8020 BEACH LIFEGUARD II 37 2,980 - 3,803 
8030 BEACH LIFEGUARD LIEUTENANT 50 4,054 - 5,173 
8040 BEACH LIFEGUARD SERGEANT 49 3,871 - 4,943 
9010 BEACH MAINTENANCE WORKER 18 1,854 - 2,367 
5068 BUILDING/CODE COMPLIANCE SPECIALIST 32 2,725 3,478 
5070 BUILDING & PLANNING TECHNICIAN 42 3,289 - 4,199 
5080 BUILDING/HOUSING INSPECTOR I 51 4,093 - 5,224 
5090 BUILDING/HOUSING INSPECTOR II 55 4,498 - 5,741 
9015 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM MANAGER 56 4,611 - 5,884 
6010 CLERK TYPIST 29 2,477 - 3,164 
6020 CODE COMPLIANCE OFFICER 48 3,777 - 4,822 
9020 CUSTODIAN 29 2,477 - 3,164 
6050 CUSTOMER SERVICE SPECIALIST 41 3,249 - 4,147 
6060 DEPUTY BUILDING OFFICIAL 74 7,086 - 9,045 
9000 ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAM SPECIALIST 46 3,588 - 4,579 
6065 FIRE SAFETY INSPECTOR II 64 5,533 - 7,062 
9030 FLEET SUPERVISOR 52 4,154 - 5,303 
6066 GIS FIRE MAPPING INTERN 27 2,345 - 2,993 
9040 GRAFFITI PROGRAM COORDINATOR 44 3,456 - 4,412 
9050 GROUNDS & FACILITIES SUPERVISOR 56 4,611 - 5,884 
9060 HEAVY EQUIPMENT OPERATOR 41 3,249 - 4,147 
6070 JUNIOR CLERK TYPIST 19 1,906 - 2,432 
9070 MAINTENANCE WORKER 33 2,775 - 3,542 
9080 MAINTENANCE WORKER I 36 2,945 - 3,760 
9090 MAINTENANCE WORKER II 41 3,249 - 4,147 
11110 MECHANIC HELPER 15 1,717 - 2,190 
11120 MECHANIC I 40 3,165 - 4,040 
11130 MECHANIC II 45 3,488 - 4,452 
6073 NETWORK SYSTEMS TECHNICIAN (PT) 38 3,077 - 3,927 
6075 OFFICE SPECIALIST 29 2,477 - 3,164 
11140 PIER/BEACH MAINTENANCE WORKER 32 2,725 - 3,478 
6080 PROGRAM AIDE 10 1,539 - 1,965 
11153 PUBLIC WORKS INSPECTOR 50 4,054 - 5,173 
6090 PROGRAM COORDINATOR 30 2,575 - 3,287 
11150 PROJECT MANAGER TECHNICIAN 45 3,488 - 4,452 
7000 RECREATION LEADER 17 1,803 - 2,302 
7010 RECREATION PROGRAM AIDE 10 1,539 - 1,965 
7020 RECREATION PROGRAM COORDINATOR 34 2,803 - 3,578 
7025 RESIDENTIAL FIRE/SAFETY INSPECTOR 39 3,129 - 3,993 



CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
POSITION CLASSIFICATIONS AND MONTHLY COMPENSATION SCHEDULE 

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2013- JUNE 30, 2015 
Approved by Reso. No. 2013-7422; Amended by Reso. No. 2016-7663 

Effective 811612013 

Job No. General Employees (cont.) Range Monthly Sala[y 
LOW HIGH 

7030 SENIOR ACCOUNT/CLERK TECHNICIAN 38 3,077 - 3,927 
7040 SENIOR PLANNER 69 6,264 - 7,994 
11155 SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS SUPERVISOR 64 5,533 - 7,062 
11160 SEWER SUPERVISOR 50 4,054 - 5,173 
11170 STREET SUPERVISOR 50 4,054 - 5,173 
11180 TIDELANDS SUPERVISOR 50 4,054 - 5,173 

Job No. Fire Department (sworn) Range Monthly Sala[y 
LOW HIGH 

8080 FIREFIGHTER 6 4,120 - 5,521 
8085 FIREFIGHTER/PARAMEDIC RECRUIT FP9 4,367 
8090 FIREFIGHTER/PARAMEDIC FP6 4,585 - 6,145 
8060 FIRE ENGINEER 7 4,585 - 6,144 
8070 FIRE ENGINEER/PARAMEDIC FP7 4,929 - 6,605 
8050 FIRE CAPTAIN 8 5,426 - 7,272 
8055 FIRE CAPTAIN/PARAMEDIC FP8 5,698 - 7,635 

Job No. Confidential Range Monthly Sala[y 
LOW HIGH 

4005 ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY II (CM Office) 43 3,379 - 4,312 
4020 FINANCIAL SERVICES ASSISTANT 48 3,777 - 4,822 
6067 HUMAN RESOURCES TECHNICIAN 41 3,249 4,147 
4050 OFFICE SPECIALIST (HRICM) 29 2,477 - 3,164 
4060 NETWORK SYSTEMS TECHNICIAN 38 3,077 - 3,927 
4030 PERSONNEL SERVICES ASSISTANT 51 4,093 - 5,224 
4040 SENIOR ACCOUNTANT 63 5,399 - 6,890 

Job No. Management and Mid-management Range Monthly Sala[y 
LOW HIGH 

2010 ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES/FINANCE DIRECTOR BAND 6,161 - 11,090 
2020 ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER/COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIR. BAND 11,493 - 14,168 
6000 BUILDING OFFICIAL BAND 6,107 - 9,014 
2030 CITY CLERK BAND 6,161 - 11,090 
3010 CITY PLANNER BAND 6,580 - 8,399 
2040 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR BAND 11,493 - 14,168 
4010 DEPUTY CITY CLERK BAND 4,225 - 5,142 
3022 EMERGENCY SERVICES COORDINATOR BAND 6,015 - 7,643 
3025 ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAM MANAGER BAND 4,929 - 6,777 
3040 FINANCE SUPERVISOR BAND 4,929 - 6,777 
9035 GIS ADMINISTRATOR BAND 4,929 - 6,777 
3042 HUMAN RESOURCES ANALYST BAND 4,313 - 5,545 
3045 HUMAN RESOURCES MANAGER BAND 7,349 - 9,435 
3047 INFORMATION SYSTEMS MANAGER BAND 4,929 - 6,777 
3050 LIFEGUARD CAPTAIN BAND 4,929 - 6,777 
3060 MANAGEMENT ANALYST (CM) BAND 4,882 - 6,395 
3060 MANAGEMENT ANALYST (FIRE) BAND 4,313 - 5,545 
2050 PUBLIC SAFETY DIRECTOR/FIRE CHIEF BAND 6,161 - 11,090 
2060 PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR BAND 6,161 - 11,090 
3070 PUBLIC WORKS SUPERINTENDENT BAND 4,929 - 6,777 
3075 PUBLIC WORKS OPERATIONS & CONSTRUCTION MANAGER BAND 6,386 - 8,781 
11165 SPECIAL PROJECTS MANAGER BAND 5,981 - 10,766 



CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
POSITION CLASSIFICATIONS AND MONTHLY COMPENSATION SCHEDULE 

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2013- JUNE 30, 2015 
Approved by Reso. No. 2013-7422; Amended by Reso. No. 2016-7663 

Effective 8/16/2013 
Job No. Elected and City Manager 

1010 CITY COUNCILMEMBER 
1020 CITY MANAGER 
1030 MAYOR 

Range 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 

Monthly Salarv 
300 

14,583 
1,100 



City o{lmperial Beach 

FY 2011-2013 
SALARY SCHEDULE PLAN 

Adopted by Resolution No. 2011-7074; 
Amended by Resolution No. 2016-7663 

ATTACHMENT 5 



CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
POSITION CLASSIFICATIONS AND MONTHLY COMPENSATION SCHEDULE 

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2011 -JUNE 30, 2013 
Amended by Reso. 2016-7663, Effective 7/1/11 

Job No. Miscellaneous Employees Range Monthly Sala~ 
LOW HIGH 

5010 ACCOUNT/CLERK TECHNICIAN 32 2,569 - 3,278 
5015 ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT (CIP) 41 3,063 - 3,909 
5020 ADMINISTRATIVE INTERN 29 2,335 - 2,982 
5025 ADMINISTRATIVE INTERN-GIS 29 2,335 - 2,982 
5030 ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY I 39 2,949 - 3,764 
5040 ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY II 43 3,185 - 4,064 
5045 ANIMAL CONTROUCOMMUNITY SERVICES OFFICER 46 3,382 - 4,316 
5050 ASSISTANT PLANNER 46 3,382 - 4,316 
5065 ASSISTANT PROJECT MANAGER 52 3,916 - 4,998 
5060 ASSOCIATE PLANNER 52 3,916 - 4,998 
8010 BEACH LIFEGUARD I 30 2,427 - 3,098 
8020 BEACH LIFEGUARD II 37 2,809 - 3,585 
8030 BEACH LIFEGUARD LIEUTENANT 50 3,821 - 4,876 
8040 BEACH LIFEGUARD SERGEANT 49 3,649 - 4,659 
9010 BEACH MAINTENANCE WORKER 18 1,747 - 2,231 
5068 BUILDING/CODE COMPLIANCE SPECIALIST 32 2,569 3,278 
5070 BUILDING & PLANNING TECHNICIAN 42 3,100 - 3,958 
5080 BUILDING INSPECTOR I 51 3,858 - 4,925 
5090 BUILDING/HOUSING INSPECTOR II 55 4,240 - 5,411 
9015 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM MANAGER 56 4,346 - 5,547 
6010 CLERK TYPIST 29 2,335 - 2,982 
6020 CODE COMPLIANCE OFFICER 48 3,560 - 4,545 
6030 COPIER CLERK 9 1,416 - 1,808 
6040 CRAFT INSTRUCTOR 9 1,416 - 1,808 
9020 CUSTODIAN 24 2,051 - 2,618 
6050 CUSTOMER SERVICE SPECIALIST 41 3,063 - 3,909 
6060 DEPUTY BUILDING OFFICIAL 74 6,679 - 8,525 
9000 ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAM SPECIALIST 46 3,382 - 4,316 
6065 FIRE SAFETY INSPECTOR II 55 4,240 - 5,411 
6060 FIRE SAFETY INSPECTOR II (PT) 64 5,216 - 6,657 
9030 FLEET SUPERVISOR 52 3,916 - 4,998 
9040 GRAFFITI PROGRAM COORDINATOR 44 3,258 - 4,159 
9050 GROUNDS & FACILITIES SUPERVISOR 56 4,346 - 5,547 
9060 HEAVY EQUIPMENT OPERATOR 41 3,063 - 3,909 
6070 JUNIOR CLERK TYPIST 19 1,796 - 2,293 
9070 MAINTENANCE WORKER 33 2,615 - 3,339 
9080 MAINTENANCE WORKER I 36 2,776 - 3,544 
9090 MAINTENANCE WORKER II 41 3,063 - 3,909 
11110 MECHANIC HELPER 15 1,618 - 2,064 
11120 MECHANIC I 40 2,983 - 3,808 
11130 MECHANIC II 45 3,287 - 4,196 
6073 NETWORK SYSTEMS TECHNICIAN 38 2,901 - 3,701 
6075 OFFICE SPECIALIST 29 2,335 - 2,982 
11140 PIER/BEACH MAINTENANCE WORKER 32 2,569 - 3,278 
6080 PROGRAM AIDE 10 1,451 1,852 
11153 PUBLIC WORKS INSPECTOR 50 3,821 - 4,876 
6090 PROGRAM COORDINATOR 30 2,427 - 3,098 
11150 PROJECT MANAGER TECHNICIAN 45 3,287 - 4,196 
7000 RECREATION LEADER 17 1,700 - 2,169 
7010 RECREATION PROGRAM AIDE 10 1,451 1,852 
7020 RECREATION PROGRAM COORDINATOR 34 2,642 - 3,372 
7025 RESIDENTIAL FIRE/SAFETY INSPECTOR 39 2,949 - 3,764 
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CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
POSITION CLASSIFICATIONS AND MONTHLY COMPENSATION SCHEDULE 

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2011 -JUNE 30, 2013 
Amended by Reso. 2012-7278 December 12, 2012 

Job No. Miscellaneous Employees Range Monthly Salary 
LOW HIGH 

7030 SENIOR ACCOUNT/CLERK TECHNICIAN 38 2,901 - 3,701 
11155 SENIOR PUBLIC WORKS SUPERVISOR 64 5,216 - 6,657 
11160 SEWER SUPERVISOR 50 3,821 - 4,876 
11165 SPECIAL PROJECTS MANAGER BAND 5,807 - 10,452 
11170 STREET SUPERVISOR 50 3,821 - 4,876 
11180 TIDELANDS SUPERVISOR 50 3,821 - 4,876 

Job No. Fire Department (sworn) Range Monthly Salary 
LOW HIGH 

8080 FIREFIGHTER 6 3,769 5,051 
8085 FIREFIGHTER/PARAMEDIC RECRUIT FP9 3,995 
8090 FIREFIGHTER/PARAMEDIC FP6 4,195 5,622 
8060 FIRE ENGINEER 7 4,195 5,622 
8070 FIRE ENGINEER/PARAMEDIC FP7 4,509 6,043 
8050 FIRE CAPTAIN 8 4,964 6,653 

Job No. Confidential Range Monthly Salary 
5040 ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY II (CM Office) 43 3,185 4,064 
4010 DEPUTY CITY CLERK (Records Technician) 43 3,185 4,064 
4020 FINANCIAL SERVICES ASSISTANT 48 3,560 4,545 
6067 HUMAN RESOURCES TECHNICIAN 41 3,063 3,909 
4030 PERSONNEL SERVICES ASSISTANT 51 3,858 4,925 

Job No. Management and Mid-management Range Monthly Salary 
LOW HIGH 

2010 ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES DIRECTOR BAND 5,807 - 10,452 
2020 ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER BAND 10,833 - 12,916 
6000 BUILDING OFFICIAL BAND 5,757 - 8,496 
2030 CITY CLERK BAND 5,807 - 10,452 
3010 CITY PLANNER BAND 4,646 - 6,388 
2040 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR BAND 5,807 - 10,452 
3025 ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAM MANAGER BAND 4,646 - 6,388 
3040 FINANCE SUPERVISOR BAND 4,646 - 6,388 
9035 GIS ADMINISTRATOR BAND 4,646 - 6,388 
3042 HUMAN RESOURCES ANALYST BAND 4,065 - 5,227 
3045 HUMAN RESOURCES MANAGER BAND 4,646 - 6,388 
3047 INFORMATION SYSTEMS MANAGER BAND 4,646 - 6,388 
3050 LIFEGUARD CAPTAIN BAND 4,646 - 6,388 
3060 MANAGEMENT ANALYST BAND 4,065 - 5,227 
6071 NETWORK SYSTEMS ADMINISTRATOR BAND 4,646 - 6,388 
2050 PUBLIC SAFETY DIRECTOR/FIRE CHIEF BAND 5,807 - 10,452 
2060 PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR BAND 5,807 - 10,452 
3070 PUBLIC WORKS SUPERINTENDENT BAND 4,646 - 6,388 
3080 REDEVELOPMENT COORDINATOR BAND 5,757 - 7,347 

Job No. Elected and City Manager Range Monthly Salary 
1010 CITY COUNCILMEMBER N/A 300 
1020 CITY MANAGER N/A 13,795 
1030 MAYOR N/A 1,100 
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TO: 

FROM: 

MEETING DATE: 

ORIGINATING DEPT.: 

SUBJECT: 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

AGENDA ITEM NO. ~ • 5 

STAFF REPORT 

CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 

HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

ANDY HALL, CITY MANAGERIW

FEBRUARY 17, 2016 

DOUG BRADLEY ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES DEPARTMENT1$ 

RECEIVE DECEMBER 2015 TREASURER'S REPORT 

The monthly treasurer's report for December 2015 is submitted for review. Contained in this 
report is a complete listing of assets, monthly transactions, portfolio summary, statement of 
compliance with investment policy and a statement that the city has adequate funds to meet 
cash flow needs. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends that the City Council receive the monthly treasurer's report. 

RATIONALE: 

In compliance with the Investment Policy, staff is providing a monthly Treasurers Report which 
details the City's investment portfolio. 

OPTIONS: 

1. Receive the monthly treasurer's report. 

BACKGROUND: 

The City staff has been directed to provide a monthly treasurers report. Within this report is a 
detailed asset listing, monthly transaction history, a portfolio summary, a statement of 
compliance with the investment policy and a statement that the city has adequate funds to meet 
cash flow needs. 

ANALYSIS: 
The City has funds invested by Chandler Asset Management, in the Local Area Investment 
Fund, our checking account is with Union Bank , and has cash in an Escrow Account reserved 
for the gth and Palm project. The total amount of cash deposits equal $29,689,880. The 
estimated annual income from this investment is $200,000. 



City of Imperial Beach Staff Report 
Page 2 of,.3 

The funds in which this cash belongs to are listed in the table below. Within each of these funds, 
the cash is categorized as unassigned, assigned, or restricted. The details of these designations 
can be found in the City's Financial Statements. 

City of Imperial Beach 
Trtruuru Rtport Cosh by FWld =Deposit AccoWlt 

Currentru of 1213!120 15 

CASH BY FUND (cash belongs here) CASH DEPOSIT ACCOUNTS {cash deposited here) 

• GENERAL FUND 

• HOUSING AUTIIORITY 

• 2010 DONO FUND 

• OTHER GOVERNMENT FUNDS 

• SEWER FUND 

• INTERNALSERVICES 

• AGENCY FUNDS 

• SUCESSOR AGENCY 

Grand Total 

Cash by Fund 

Actual 

s 13,922,176 

s 540,647 

s 4,107,9)2 

$ 1,719,241 

s 1.427,127 

s 4,688,296 

s 389,456 

s 2,875,121 

$ 29,689,997 < 

,-~ 

OIANOLER ASSET MANAGEMENT 

LOCAL AREA INVESTMENT FUND 

UNION BANK 

2010 BONO RESERVES 

W ORKERS COMP ACCOUNT 

9TH AND PALM ESCROW ACCOUNT 

Grand Total 

Chadler ASset M anagem ent Reconciliation 

Book Balance 

Market Appreciat ion 

Statement Balance 

UN lOIN Bank Reconciliation 

Book Balance 

Outstanding Checks & Deposits 

Statement Balance 

workers 

Bond 

Union Bank, 

$1,684,363 

Actual 

$ 21,761,172 

$ 1,128,647 

$ 1,684,361 

$ 2,8)5,725 

$ 27,500 

$ 52,471 

$ 29,689,880 

s 23,761,172 

s !53,562} 

s 23,707,610 

$ 1,684,363 

$ 292,597 

$ 1,976,960 

The transactions and holdings as detailed in the monthly statement are in compliance with the 
City's Investment Policy (see attachment 1 ). The City has adequate funds to meet its cash flow 
requirements for the next six months. 



ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: 

Not a project as defined by CEQA. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

The interest income is included in the fiscal budget. 

Attachments: 

City of Imperial Beach Staff Report 
Page 3 of 3 

1. Chandler Asset Management monthly account statement. 

Note: Other investment statements available upon request. 



Monthly Account Statement

CustodianChandler Team
 ,

City of Imperial Beach

December 1, 2015 through December 31, 2015

Information contained herein is confidential.  We urge you to compare this statement to the one you receive from your 
qualified custodian.  Prices are provided by IDC, an independent pricing source.

6225 Lusk Boulevard     |     San Diego, CA 92121     |     Phone  800.317.4747     |     Fax  858.546.3741     |     www.chandlerasset.com



ACCOUNT SUMMARY

Beg. Values
as of 11/30/15

End Values
as of 12/31/15

Market Value 23,688,920 23,650,506
Accrued Interest 43,988 57,105
Total Market Value 23,732,908 23,707,610

Income Earned 30,967 22,200
Cont/WD -2,125

Par 23,684,742 23,692,117
Book Value 23,668,213 23,675,171
Cost Value 23,693,654 23,701,030

TOP ISSUERS

Issuer % Portfolio

Government of United States 20.7 %

Federal National Mortgage Assoc 14.9 %

Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corp 13.5 %

JP Morgan Chase & Co 8.5 %

Federal Home Loan Bank 6.3 %

Federal Farm Credit Bank 5.1 %

Berkshire Hathaway 4.3 %

Honda ABS 2.9 %

76.1 %

PORTFOLIO CHARACTERISTICS

Average Duration 1.65

Average Coupon 1.14 %

Average Purchase YTM 1.12 %

Average Market YTM 1.13 %

Average S&P/Moody Rating AA/Aa1

Average Final Maturity 1.91 yrs

Average Life 1.77 yrs

CREDIT QUALITY (S&P)MATURITY DISTRIBUTIONSECTOR ALLOCATION

PERFORMANCE REVIEW

Total Rate of Return Current Latest Year Annualized Since
As of 12/31/2015 Month 3 Months To Date 1 Yr 3 Yrs 5 Yrs 10 Yrs 7/31/2013 7/31/2013

City of Imperial Beach -0.10 % -0.30 % 0.77 % 0.77 % N/A N/A N/A 0.78 % 1.90 %

BAML 1-3 Yr US Treasury Index -0.09 % -0.44 % 0.54 % 0.54 % N/A N/A N/A 0.56 % 1.36 %

Portfolio Summary
As of 12/31/2015

City of Imperial Beach
Account #10188

Execution Time: 1/4/2016 9:09:27 PMChandler Asset Management - CONFIDENTIAL Page 1



Category Standard Comment

Treasury Issues No limitations Complies
Federal Agencies 20% max callable notes Complies
Municipal Securities "A" rated; 5% max per issuer Complies
Banker’s Acceptances "A-1" rated; "A"-rated issuer; 40% maximum; 5% 

max per issuer; <180 days maturity
Complies 

Commercial Paper "A-1" rated; "A"-rated issuer; 25% maximum; 5% 
max per issuer; <270 days maturity

Complies

Medium Term Notes "A" rated; 30% maximum; 5% max per issuer; 5 
years maximum maturity

Complies*

Negotiable Certificates of Deposit "A" or "A-1" rated issuers; 30% maximum; 5% max 
per issuer; 5 years max maturity

Complies

Bank/Time Deposits 20% maximum; 5% max per issuer;
FDIC Insured or Collateralized

Complies

Mortgage Pass-throughs, CMOs and 
Asset Backed Securities

"AA"-rated issue; "A"-rated issuer;
20% maximum; 5% max per ABS issuer

Complies

Repurchase Agreements 1 year maximum maturity Complies
Money Market Mutual Funds "AAA" rated or SEC adviser; 20% maximum; 10% 

max per fund
Complies

Local Government Investment Pools not used by adviser Complies
Local Agency Investment Fund $50 million per account Complies
Weighted Average Maturity 3 years Complies
Maximum Maturity 5 years Complies

City of Imperial Beach
December 31, 2015

COMPLIANCE WITH INVESTMENT POLICY
Assets managed by Chandler Asset Management are in full compliance with State law and the City's investment 

policy.

*JP Morgan Chase represents 8.5% of the portfolio and is rated A3/A; however, it was purchased prior to November 2012.



BOOK VALUE RECONCILIATION

Beginning Book Value $23,668,212.74

Acquisition

+ Security Purchases $0.00

+ Money Market Fund Purchases $54,531.17

+ Money Market Contributions $0.00

+ Security Contributions $0.00

+ Security Transfers $0.00

   Total Acquisitions $54,531.17

Dispositions

- Security Sales $0.00

- Money Market Fund Sales $0.00

- MMF Withdrawals $2,125.17

- Security Withdrawals $0.00

- Security Transfers $0.00

- Other Dispositions $0.00

- Maturites $0.00

- Calls $0.00

- Principal Paydowns $45,030.56

   Total Dispositions $47,155.73

Amortization/Accretion

+/- Net Accretion ($417.39)

($417.39)

Gain/Loss on Dispositions

+/- Realized Gain/Loss $0.00

$0.00

Ending Book Value $23,675,170.79

CASH TRANSACTION SUMMARY

BEGINNING BALANCE $552,706.43

Acquisition

          Contributions $0.00

          Security Sale Proceeds $0.00

          Accrued Interest Received $0.00

          Interest Received $9,498.15

          Dividend Received $2.46

          Principal on Maturities $0.00

          Interest on Maturities $0.00

          Calls/Redemption (Principal) $0.00

          Interest from Calls/Redemption $0.00

          Principal Paydown $45,030.56

Total Acquisitions $54,531.17

Disposition

          Withdrawals $2,125.17

          Security Purchase $0.00

          Accrued Interest Paid $0.00

Total Dispositions $2,125.17

Ending Book Value $605,112.43

Reconciliation Summary
As of 12/31/2015

City of Imperial Beach 
Account #10188

Execution Time: 1/4/2016 9:09:27 PMChandler Asset Management - CONFIDENTIAL Page 3



Holdings Report
As of 12/31/15

City of Imperial Beach
Account #10188

CUSIP Security Description Par Value/Units
Purchase Date

Book Yield
Cost Value

Book Value
Mkt Price
Mkt YTM

Market Value
Accrued Int.

% of Port.
Gain/Loss

Moody/S&P 
Fitch

Maturity
Duration

ABS

43814CAC3      Honda Auto Receivables 2013-1 A3
0.48% Due 11/21/2016

10,224.05 02/12/2014
0.23 %

10,230.04
10,224.05

99.98
1.07 %

10,221.73
1.36

0.04 %
(2.32)

NR / AAA
AAA

0.89
0.04

89231MAC9      Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2014-A
0.67% Due 12/15/2017

176,496.68 03/11/2014
0.68 %

176,464.07
176,484.64

99.79
1.08 %

176,123.92
52.56

0.74 %
(360.72)

Aaa / AAA
NR

1.96
0.51

89231TAB6      Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-C
0.92% Due 2/15/2018

150,000.00 08/18/2015
0.93 %

149,987.94
149,989.65

99.85
1.14 %

149,772.15
61.33

0.63 %
(217.50)

Aaa / AAA
NR

2.13
0.71

43814GAC4      Honda Auto Receivables 2014-2 A3
0.77% Due 3/19/2018

195,742.39 05/13/2014
0.52 %

195,718.86
195,731.56

99.72
1.21 %

195,196.27
54.43

0.82 %
(535.29)

Aaa / AAA
NR

2.22
0.64

47787VAC5      John Deere Owner Trust 2014-A A3
0.92% Due 4/16/2018

269,541.77 04/02/2014
0.93 %

269,498.59
269,523.35

99.79
1.28 %

268,964.68
110.21

1.13 %
(558.67)

Aaa / NR
AAA

2.29
0.60

43814HAC2      Honda Auto Receivables 2014-3 A3
0.88% Due 6/15/2018

200,000.00 08/12/2014
0.83 %

199,961.42
199,979.58

99.75
1.19 %

199,503.20
78.22

0.84 %
(476.38)

NR / AAA
AAA

2.46
0.80

161571GC2      Chase CHAIT Pool #2013-A8
1.01% Due 10/15/2018

195,000.00 09/03/2015
0.95 %

195,266.60
195,238.70

99.91
1.13 %

194,825.48
87.53

0.82 %
(413.22)

Aaa / AAA
AAA

2.79
0.76

477877AD6      John Deere Owner Trust 2014-B A3
1.07% Due 11/15/2018

265,000.00 Various
1.06 %

265,028.99
265,029.53

99.53
1.53 %

263,765.37
126.02

1.11 %
(1,264.16)

Aaa / NR
AAA

2.88
1.01

89236WAC2      Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-A
1.12% Due 2/15/2019

230,000.00 02/24/2015
1.00 %

229,965.22
229,974.99

99.73
1.31 %

229,384.06
114.49

0.97 %
(590.93)

Aaa / AAA
NR

3.13
1.42

43813NAC0      Honda Auto Receivables 2015-2 A3
1.04% Due 2/21/2019

280,000.00 05/13/2015
1.05 %

279,957.02
279,964.09

99.43
1.42 %

278,411.84
80.89

1.17 %
(1,552.25)

NR / AAA
AAA

3.15
1.51

Total ABS 1,972,004.89 0.90 %
1,972,078.75
1,972,140.14 1.28 %

1,966,168.70
767.04

8.30 %
(5,971.44)

Aaa / AAA
Aaa

2.60
0.92

AGENCY

3133834R9      FHLB Note
0.375% Due 6/24/2016

500,000.00 08/07/2013
0.58 %

497,105.00
499,517.96

99.87
0.64 %

499,373.50
36.46

2.11 %
(144.46)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

0.48
0.48

3133ECWV2      FFCB Note
0.875% Due 12/7/2016

500,000.00 08/07/2013
0.87 %

500,130.00
500,036.43

100.09
0.78 %

500,459.00
291.67

2.11 %
422.57

Aaa / AA+
AAA

0.94
0.93

3130A0C65      FHLB Note
0.625% Due 12/28/2016

485,000.00 12/13/2013
0.72 %

483,666.25
484,563.46

99.78
0.85 %

483,936.88
25.26

2.04 %
(626.58)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

0.99
0.99

3135G0GY3      FNMA Note
1.25% Due 1/30/2017

290,000.00 Various
0.85 %

292,981.88
291,234.65

100.38
0.90 %

291,087.50
1,520.48

1.23 %
(147.15)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.08
1.07

3137EADC0      FHLMC Note
1% Due 3/8/2017

500,000.00 07/26/2013
0.99 %

500,160.00
500,052.44

100.08
0.93 %

500,414.50
1,569.44

2.12 %
362.06

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.19
1.17

3137EADF3      FHLMC Note
1.25% Due 5/12/2017

500,000.00 08/07/2013
1.07 %

503,265.00
501,181.87

100.15
1.14 %

500,773.00
850.69

2.12 %
(408.87)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.36
1.35

3137EADH9      FHLMC Note
1% Due 6/29/2017

190,000.00 01/29/2015
0.72 %

191,271.10
190,786.32

99.99
1.01 %

189,981.19
10.56

0.80 %
(805.13)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.50
1.48

3135G0MZ3      FNMA Note
0.875% Due 8/28/2017

500,000.00 03/06/2014
1.00 %

497,800.00
498,951.97

99.66
1.08 %

498,296.50
1,494.79

2.11 %
(655.47)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.66
1.64

Execution Time: 1/4/2016 9:09:27 PMChandler Asset Management - CONFIDENTIAL Page 4



Holdings Report
As of 12/31/15

City of Imperial Beach
Account #10188

CUSIP Security Description Par Value/Units
Purchase Date

Book Yield
Cost Value

Book Value
Mkt Price
Mkt YTM

Market Value
Accrued Int.

% of Port.
Gain/Loss

Moody/S&P 
Fitch

Maturity
Duration

AGENCY

3135G0ZL0      FNMA Note
1% Due 9/27/2017

420,000.00 Various
1.02 %

419,614.62
419,882.72

99.77
1.13 %

419,053.32
1,096.67

1.77 %
(829.40)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.74
1.71

3137EADL0      FHLMC Note
1% Due 9/29/2017

500,000.00 07/31/2014
1.19 %

497,116.50
498,411.08

99.72
1.16 %

498,623.00
1,277.78

2.11 %
211.92

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.75
1.72

3133EDDV1      FFCB Note
1.16% Due 10/23/2017

185,000.00 01/29/2015
0.87 %

186,443.00
185,956.69

100.21
1.04 %

185,389.98
405.36

0.78 %
(566.71)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.81
1.78

3133EEQM5      FFCB Note
1.11% Due 2/20/2018

510,000.00 08/28/2015
0.94 %

512,065.50
511,784.46

99.77
1.22 %

508,832.61
2,059.98

2.15 %
(2,951.85)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.14
2.10

3137EADP1      FHLMC Note
0.875% Due 3/7/2018

510,000.00 03/06/2014
1.29 %

501,677.31
505,465.53

99.30
1.20 %

506,421.33
1,413.13

2.14 %
955.80

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.18
2.15

3130A4GJ5      FHLB Note
1.125% Due 4/25/2018

500,000.00 05/27/2015
1.02 %

501,467.00
501,166.15

99.74
1.24 %

498,696.50
1,031.25

2.11 %
(2,469.65)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.32
2.27

3135G0WJ8      FNMA Note
0.875% Due 5/21/2018

500,000.00 Various
1.44 %

490,030.70
493,504.63

99.06
1.27 %

495,313.00
486.11

2.09 %
1,808.37

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.39
2.35

3135G0E33      FNMA Note
1.125% Due 7/20/2018

500,000.00 Various
1.20 %

498,934.27
499,120.32

99.59
1.29 %

497,960.51
2,515.62

2.11 %
(1,159.81)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.55
2.49

3135G0E58      FNMA Note
1.125% Due 10/19/2018

495,000.00 Various
1.14 %

494,705.15
494,748.24

99.36
1.36 %

491,844.38
1,113.75

2.08 %
(2,903.86)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.80
2.74

3135G0G72      FNMA Note
1.125% Due 12/14/2018

515,000.00 10/30/2015
1.17 %

514,232.65
514,272.47

99.17
1.41 %

510,709.54
273.59

2.16 %
(3,562.93)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.96
2.89

3137EADK2      FHLMC Note
1.25% Due 8/1/2019

500,000.00 04/29/2015
1.40 %

496,880.00
497,372.21

98.89
1.57 %

494,439.00
2,604.17

2.10 %
(2,933.21)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

3.59
3.47

3137EADM8      FHLMC Note
1.25% Due 10/2/2019

500,000.00 05/27/2015
1.51 %

494,500.00
495,255.04

98.64
1.63 %

493,184.50
1,545.14

2.09 %
(2,070.54)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

3.76
3.64

3135G0ZY2      FNMA Note
1.75% Due 11/26/2019

325,000.00 07/31/2015
1.50 %

328,447.28
328,111.07

100.51
1.61 %

326,668.55
552.95

1.38 %
(1,442.52)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

3.91
3.75

Total Agency 9,425,000.00 1.09 %
9,402,493.21
9,411,375.71 1.17 %

9,391,458.29
22,174.85

39.71 %
(19,917.42)

Aaa / AA+
Aaa

2.07
2.03

MONEY MARKET FUND FI

31846V203      First American Govt Obligation Fund 605,112.43 Various
0.00 %

605,112.43
605,112.43

1.00
0.00 %

605,112.43
0.00

2.55 %
0.00

Aaa / AAA
NR

0.00
0.00

Total Money Market Fund FI 605,112.43 N/A
605,112.43
605,112.43 0.00 %

605,112.43
0.00

2.55 %
0.00

Aaa / AAA
NR

0.00
0.00

US CORPORATE

38259PAC6      Google Inc Note
2.125% Due 5/19/2016

350,000.00 07/26/2013
0.72 %

363,604.50
351,848.51

100.58
0.60 %

352,034.55
867.71

1.49 %
186.04

Aa2 / AA
NR

0.38
0.38

88579YAD3      3M Co. Note
1.375% Due 9/29/2016

350,000.00 08/07/2013
0.83 %

355,827.50
351,385.56

100.26
1.03 %

350,894.60
1,229.86

1.49 %
(490.96)

Aa3 / AA-
NR

0.75
0.74
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Holdings Report
As of 12/31/15

City of Imperial Beach
Account #10188

CUSIP Security Description Par Value/Units
Purchase Date

Book Yield
Cost Value

Book Value
Mkt Price
Mkt YTM

Market Value
Accrued Int.

% of Port.
Gain/Loss

Moody/S&P 
Fitch

Maturity
Duration

US CORPORATE

458140AH3      Intel Corp Note
1.95% Due 10/1/2016

285,000.00 12/19/2013
0.79 %

294,014.55
287,440.70

100.62
1.11 %

286,778.40
1,389.38

1.22 %
(662.30)

A1 / A+
A+

0.75
0.74

084670BD9      Berkshire Hathaway Note
1.9% Due 1/31/2017

1,000,000.00 04/11/2012
1.61 %

1,013,489.00
1,003,041.94

100.87
1.09 %

1,008,677.00
7,969.44

4.29 %
5,635.06

Aa2 / AA
A+

1.09
1.06

48125VLC2      JP Morgan Chase Floating Rate Note
1.36% Due 2/6/2017

2,000,000.00 02/01/2012
1.36 %

2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00

100.90
0.54 %

2,017,926.00
4,004.44

8.53 %
17,926.00

A3 / A-
NR

1.10
0.10

36962G5W0      General Electric Capital Corp Note
2.3% Due 4/27/2017

300,000.00 04/25/2014
1.19 %

309,714.00
304,283.76

101.23
1.36 %

303,681.90
1,226.67

1.29 %
(601.86)

A1 / AA+
NR

1.32
1.30

91159HHD5      US Bancorp Callable Note Cont 
4/15/2017
1.65% Due 5/15/2017

300,000.00 04/29/2014
1.19 %

304,026.00
301,750.43

100.30
1.41 %

300,906.60
632.50

1.27 %
(843.83)

A1 / A+
AA

1.37
1.27

717081DJ9      Pfizer Inc. Note
1.1% Due 5/15/2017

100,000.00 05/12/2014
1.13 %

99,912.00
99,959.85

99.92
1.16 %

99,919.10
140.56

0.42 %
(40.75)

A1 / AA
A+

1.37
1.36

02665WAQ4      American Honda Finance Note
1.55% Due 12/11/2017

215,000.00 12/08/2014
1.58 %

214,800.05
214,870.47

100.02
1.54 %

215,047.09
185.14

0.91 %
176.62

A1 / A+
NR

1.95
1.91

94974BFG0      Wells Fargo Corp Note
1.5% Due 1/16/2018

300,000.00 09/09/2014
1.64 %

298,596.00
299,144.29

99.57
1.71 %

298,722.00
2,062.50

1.27 %
(422.29)

A2 / A
AA-

2.05
1.99

459200HZ7      IBM Corp Note
1.125% Due 2/6/2018

310,000.00 02/03/2015
1.23 %

309,054.50
309,338.32

99.33
1.45 %

307,924.24
1,404.69

1.30 %
(1,414.08)

Aa3 / AA-
A+

2.10
2.05

808513AK1      Charles Schwab Corp Callable Note 
Cont 2/10/2018
1.5% Due 3/10/2018

315,000.00 Various
1.50 %

314,969.60
314,988.63

99.51
1.74 %

313,460.60
1,456.88

1.33 %
(1,528.03)

A2 / A
A

2.19
2.05

24422ESB6      John Deere Capital Corp Note
1.3% Due 3/12/2018

115,000.00 12/03/2014
1.55 %

114,088.05
114,386.16

99.11
1.72 %

113,972.71
452.65

0.48 %
(413.45)

A2 / A
NR

2.20
2.15

747525AG8      Qualcomm Inc Note
1.4% Due 5/18/2018

370,000.00 Various
1.45 %

369,416.00
369,536.04

99.14
1.77 %

366,835.76
589.95

1.55 %
(2,700.28)

A1 / A+
NR

2.38
2.33

594918BF0      Microsoft Note
1.3% Due 11/3/2018

140,000.00 10/29/2015
1.33 %

139,860.00
139,867.54

99.82
1.36 %

139,750.10
293.22

0.59 %
(117.44)

Aaa / AAA
AA+

2.84
2.77

166764BA7      Chevron Corp Note
1.79% Due 11/16/2018

310,000.00 11/09/2015
1.79 %

310,000.00
310,000.00

99.10
2.12 %

307,194.50
678.21

1.30 %
(2,805.50)

Aa1 / AA
NR

2.88
2.78

Total US Corporate 6,760,000.00 1.34 %
6,811,371.75
6,771,842.20 1.11 %

6,783,725.15
24,583.80

28.72 %
11,882.95

A1 / A+
A+

1.42
1.09

US TREASURY

912828RU6      US Treasury Note
0.875% Due 11/30/2016

500,000.00 08/07/2013
0.74 %

502,228.24
500,615.07

100.06
0.81 %

500,293.00
382.51

2.11 %
(322.07)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

0.92
0.91

912828C32      US Treasury Note
0.75% Due 3/15/2017

450,000.00 04/23/2014
0.86 %

448,612.83
449,421.13

99.86
0.87 %

449,349.75
1,001.37

1.90 %
(71.38)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.21
1.20

912828SS0      US Treasury Note
0.875% Due 4/30/2017

485,000.00 10/07/2013
0.90 %

484,509.05
484,816.84

99.96
0.91 %

484,791.45
722.84

2.05 %
(25.39)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.33
1.32
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Holdings Report
As of 12/31/15

City of Imperial Beach
Account #10188

CUSIP Security Description Par Value/Units
Purchase Date

Book Yield
Cost Value

Book Value
Mkt Price
Mkt YTM

Market Value
Accrued Int.

% of Port.
Gain/Loss

Moody/S&P 
Fitch

Maturity
Duration

US TREASURY

912828TW0      US Treasury Note
0.75% Due 10/31/2017

500,000.00 09/11/2014
1.14 %

493,946.99
496,463.35

99.47
1.04 %

497,344.00
638.74

2.10 %
880.65

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.84
1.81

912828UJ7      US Treasury Note
0.875% Due 1/31/2018

500,000.00 10/29/2014
1.01 %

497,775.12
498,576.00

99.50
1.12 %

497,500.00
1,830.84

2.11 %
(1,076.00)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.09
2.05

912828UR9      US Treasury Note
0.75% Due 2/28/2018

500,000.00 12/04/2014
1.09 %

494,611.05
496,399.76

99.15
1.15 %

495,742.00
1,267.17

2.10 %
(657.76)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.16
2.13

912828RH5      US Treasury Note
1.375% Due 9/30/2018

500,000.00 12/04/2014
1.28 %

501,759.49
501,265.07

100.31
1.26 %

501,562.50
1,746.93

2.12 %
297.43

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.75
2.68

912828WD8      US Treasury Note
1.25% Due 10/31/2018

500,000.00 10/29/2014
1.30 %

499,005.58
499,296.70

99.86
1.30 %

499,297.00
1,064.56

2.11 %
0.30

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.84
2.77

912828SX9      US Treasury Note
1.125% Due 5/31/2019

495,000.00 09/29/2015
1.14 %

494,788.96
494,803.62

98.88
1.46 %

489,469.86
486.89

2.07 %
(5,333.76)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

3.42
3.33

912828UB4      US Treasury Note
1% Due 11/30/2019

500,000.00 10/29/2015
1.37 %

492,736.05
493,042.77

97.74
1.60 %

488,691.50
437.16

2.06 %
(4,351.27)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

3.92
3.81

Total US Treasury 4,930,000.00 1.09 %
4,909,973.36
4,914,700.31 1.15 %

4,904,041.06
9,579.01

20.73 %
(10,659.25)

Aaa / AA+
Aaa

2.25
2.21

TOTAL PORTFOLIO 23,692,117.32 1.12 %
23,701,029.50
23,675,170.79 1.13 %

23,650,505.63
57,104.70

100.00 %
(24,665.16)

Aa1 / AA
Aaa

1.91
1.65

TOTAL MARKET VALUE PLUS ACCRUED 23,707,610.33

Execution Time: 1/4/2016 9:09:27 PMChandler Asset Management - CONFIDENTIAL Page 7



Transaction Ledger
11/30/15 Thru 12/31/15

City of Imperial Beach
Account #10188

Transaction 
Type

Settlement 
Date CUSIP Quantity Security Description Price

Acq/Disp
Yield Amount

Interest 
Pur/Sold Total Amount Gain/Loss

ACQUISITIONS

Purchase 12/01/2015 31846V203      2.46 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 2.46 0.00 2.46 0.00

Purchase 12/07/2015 31846V203      2,187.50 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 2,187.50 0.00 2,187.50 0.00

Purchase 12/11/2015 31846V203      1,666.25 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 1,666.25 0.00 1,666.25 0.00

Purchase 12/14/2015 31846V203      659.84 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 659.84 0.00 659.84 0.00

Purchase 12/15/2015 31846V203      164.13 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 164.13 0.00 164.13 0.00

Purchase 12/15/2015 31846V203      146.67 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 146.67 0.00 146.67 0.00

Purchase 12/15/2015 31846V203      236.30 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 236.30 0.00 236.30 0.00

Purchase 12/15/2015 31846V203      15,676.73 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 15,676.73 0.00 15,676.73 0.00

Purchase 12/15/2015 31846V203      15,313.29 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 15,313.29 0.00 15,313.29 0.00

Purchase 12/15/2015 31846V203      115.00 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 115.00 0.00 115.00 0.00

Purchase 12/15/2015 31846V203      214.67 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 214.67 0.00 214.67 0.00

Purchase 12/18/2015 31846V203      4,385.94 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 4,385.94 0.00 4,385.94 0.00

Purchase 12/21/2015 31846V203      242.67 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 242.67 0.00 242.67 0.00

Purchase 12/21/2015 31846V203      10,116.59 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 10,116.59 0.00 10,116.59 0.00

Purchase 12/24/2015 31846V203      937.50 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 937.50 0.00 937.50 0.00

Purchase 12/28/2015 31846V203      1,515.63 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 1,515.63 0.00 1,515.63 0.00

Purchase 12/29/2015 31846V203      950.00 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 950.00 0.00 950.00 0.00

Subtotal 54,531.17 54,531.17 0.00 54,531.17 0.00

TOTAL ACQUISITIONS 54,531.17 54,531.17 0.00 54,531.17 0.00

DISPOSITIONS

Paydown 12/15/2015 161571GC2      0.00 Chase CHAIT Pool #2013-A8
1.01% Due 10/15/2018

100.000 0.00 164.13 164.13 0.00

Paydown 12/15/2015 43814HAC2      0.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-3 A3
0.88% Due 6/15/2018

100.000 0.00 146.67 146.67 0.00

Paydown 12/15/2015 477877AD6      0.00 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-B A3
1.07% Due 11/15/2018

100.000 0.00 236.30 236.30 0.00

Paydown 12/15/2015 47787VAC5      15,458.23 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-A A3
0.92% Due 4/16/2018

100.000 15,458.23 218.50 15,676.73 0.00

Paydown 12/15/2015 89231MAC9      15,206.26 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2014-A
0.67% Due 12/15/2017

100.000 15,206.26 107.03 15,313.29 0.00

Paydown 12/15/2015 89231TAB6      0.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-C
0.92% Due 2/15/2018

100.000 0.00 115.00 115.00 0.00
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Transaction Ledger
11/30/15 Thru 12/31/15

City of Imperial Beach
Account #10188

Transaction 
Type

Settlement 
Date CUSIP Quantity Security Description Price

Acq/Disp
Yield Amount

Interest 
Pur/Sold Total Amount Gain/Loss

DISPOSITIONS

Paydown 12/15/2015 89236WAC2      0.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-A
1.12% Due 2/15/2019

100.000 0.00 214.67 214.67 0.00

Paydown 12/18/2015 43814GAC4      4,257.61 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-2 A3
0.77% Due 3/19/2018

100.000 4,257.61 128.33 4,385.94 0.00

Paydown 12/21/2015 43813NAC0      0.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2015-2 A3
1.04% Due 2/21/2019

100.000 0.00 242.67 242.67 0.00

Paydown 12/21/2015 43814CAC3      10,108.46 Honda Auto Receivables 2013-1 A3
0.48% Due 11/21/2016

100.000 10,108.46 8.13 10,116.59 0.00

Subtotal 45,030.56 45,030.56 1,581.43 46,611.99 0.00

Security 
Withdrawal

12/04/2015 31846V203      2,021.00 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 2,021.00 0.00 2,021.00 0.00

Security 
Withdrawal

12/24/2015 31846V203      104.17 First American Govt Obligation Fund 1.000 104.17 0.00 104.17 0.00

Subtotal 2,125.17 2,125.17 0.00 2,125.17 0.00

TOTAL DISPOSITIONS 47,155.73 47,155.73 1,581.43 48,737.16 0.00

OTHER TRANSACTIONS

Interest 12/07/2015 3133ECWV2      500,000.00 FFCB Note
0.875% Due 12/7/2016

0.000 2,187.50 0.00 2,187.50 0.00

Interest 12/11/2015 02665WAQ4      215,000.00 American Honda Finance Note
1.55% Due 12/11/2017

0.000 1,666.25 0.00 1,666.25 0.00

Interest 12/14/2015 3135G0G72      515,000.00 FNMA Note
1.125% Due 12/14/2018

0.000 659.84 0.00 659.84 0.00

Interest 12/24/2015 3133834R9      500,000.00 FHLB Note
0.375% Due 6/24/2016

0.000 937.50 0.00 937.50 0.00

Interest 12/28/2015 3130A0C65      485,000.00 FHLB Note
0.625% Due 12/28/2016

0.000 1,515.63 0.00 1,515.63 0.00

Interest 12/29/2015 3137EADH9      190,000.00 FHLMC Note
1% Due 6/29/2017

0.000 950.00 0.00 950.00 0.00

Subtotal 2,405,000.00 7,916.72 0.00 7,916.72 0.00

Dividend 12/01/2015 31846V203      552,706.43 First American Govt Obligation Fund 0.000 2.46 0.00 2.46 0.00

Subtotal 552,706.43 2.46 0.00 2.46 0.00

TOTAL OTHER TRANSACTIONS 2,957,706.43 7,919.18 0.00 7,919.18 0.00
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Income Earned
11/30/15 Thru 12/31/15

City of Imperial Beach                            
Account #10188

CUSIP Security Description

Trade Date
Settle Date

Units

Book Value: Begin
Book Value: Acq

Book Value: Disp
Book Value: End

Prior Accrued
Inc. Received

Ending Accrued
Total Interest

Accr. Of Discount
Amort. Of Premium

Net Accret/Amort
Income Earned

Unreal G/L
Total Income

Fixed Income                  
02665WAQ4      American Honda Finance        

Note                          
1.55% Due 12/11/2017

12/08/2014
12/11/2014
215,000.00

214,864.81
0.00
0.00

214,870.47

1,573.68
1,666.25

185.14
277.71

5.66
0.00
5.66

283.37
0.00

283.37

084670BD9      Berkshire Hathaway            
Note                          
1.9% Due 01/31/2017

04/11/2012
04/11/2012

1,000,000.00

1,003,280.07
0.00
0.00

1,003,041.94

6,386.11
0.00

7,969.44
1,583.33

0.00
238.13

(238.13)
1,345.20

0.00
1,345.20

161571GC2      Chase CHAIT                   
Pool #2013-A8                 
1.01% Due 10/15/2018

09/03/2015
09/04/2015
195,000.00

195,245.97
0.00
0.00

195,238.70

87.53
164.13

87.53
164.13

0.00
7.27

(7.27)
156.86

0.00
156.86

166764BA7      Chevron Corp                  
Note                          
1.79% Due 11/16/2018

11/09/2015
11/17/2015
310,000.00

310,000.00
0.00
0.00

310,000.00

215.79
0.00

678.21
462.42

0.00
0.00
0.00

462.42
0.00

462.42

24422ESB6      John Deere Capital Corp       
Note                          
1.3% Due 03/12/2018

12/03/2014
12/08/2014
115,000.00

114,362.40
0.00
0.00

114,386.16

328.07
0.00

452.65
124.58

23.76
0.00

23.76
148.34

0.00
148.34

3130A0C65      FHLB                          
Note                          
0.625% Due 12/28/2016

12/13/2013
12/18/2013
485,000.00

484,526.07
0.00
0.00

484,563.46

1,288.28
1,515.63

25.26
252.61

37.39
0.00

37.39
290.00

0.00
290.00

3130A4GJ5      FHLB                          
Note                          
1.125% Due 04/25/2018

05/27/2015
05/28/2015
500,000.00

501,208.93
0.00
0.00

501,166.15

562.50
0.00

1,031.25
468.75

0.00
42.78

(42.78)
425.97

0.00
425.97

3133834R9      FHLB                          
Note                          
0.375% Due 06/24/2016

08/07/2013
08/08/2013
500,000.00

499,432.57
0.00
0.00

499,517.96

817.71
937.50

36.46
156.25

85.39
0.00

85.39
241.64

0.00
241.64

3133ECWV2      FFCB                          
Note                          
0.875% Due 12/07/2016

08/07/2013
08/08/2013
500,000.00

500,039.74
0.00
0.00

500,036.43

2,114.58
2,187.50

291.67
364.59

0.00
3.31

(3.31)
361.28

0.00
361.28

3133EDDV1      FFCB                          
Note                          
1.16% Due 10/23/2017

01/29/2015
01/30/2015
185,000.00

186,001.56
0.00
0.00

185,956.69

226.52
0.00

405.36
178.84

0.00
44.87

(44.87)
133.97

0.00
133.97
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Income Earned
11/30/15 Thru 12/31/15

City of Imperial Beach                            
Account #10188

CUSIP Security Description

Trade Date
Settle Date

Units

Book Value: Begin
Book Value: Acq

Book Value: Disp
Book Value: End

Prior Accrued
Inc. Received

Ending Accrued
Total Interest

Accr. Of Discount
Amort. Of Premium

Net Accret/Amort
Income Earned

Unreal G/L
Total Income

3133EEQM5      FFCB                          
Note                          
1.11% Due 02/20/2018

08/28/2015
08/31/2015
510,000.00

511,855.29
0.00
0.00

511,784.46

1,588.23
0.00

2,059.98
471.75

0.00
70.83

(70.83)
400.92

0.00
400.92

3135G0E33      FNMA                          
Note                          
1.125% Due 07/20/2018

Various
Various

500,000.00

499,091.02
0.00
0.00

499,120.32

2,046.87
0.00

2,515.62
468.75

29.30
0.00

29.30
498.05

0.00
498.05

3135G0E58      FNMA                          
Note                          
1.125% Due 10/19/2018

Various
Various

495,000.00

494,740.61
0.00
0.00

494,748.24

649.69
0.00

1,113.75
464.06

14.48
6.85
7.63

471.69
0.00

471.69

3135G0G72      FNMA                          
Note                          
1.125% Due 12/14/2018

10/30/2015
11/03/2015
515,000.00

514,251.55
0.00
0.00

514,272.47

450.63
659.84
273.59
482.80

20.92
0.00

20.92
503.72

0.00
503.72

3135G0GY3      FNMA                          
Note                          
1.25% Due 01/30/2017

Various
Various

290,000.00

291,331.54
0.00
0.00

291,234.65

1,218.40
0.00

1,520.48
302.08

0.00
96.89

(96.89)
205.19

0.00
205.19

3135G0MZ3      FNMA                          
Note                          
0.875% Due 08/28/2017

03/06/2014
03/07/2014
500,000.00

498,898.27
0.00
0.00

498,951.97

1,130.21
0.00

1,494.79
364.58

53.70
0.00

53.70
418.28

0.00
418.28

3135G0WJ8      FNMA                          
Note                          
0.875% Due 05/21/2018

Various
Various

500,000.00

493,273.46
0.00
0.00

493,504.63

121.53
0.00

486.11
364.58

231.17
0.00

231.17
595.75

0.00
595.75

3135G0ZL0      FNMA                          
Note                          
1% Due 09/27/2017

Various
Various

420,000.00

419,876.99
0.00
0.00

419,882.72

746.67
0.00

1,096.67
350.00

23.53
17.80

5.73
355.73

0.00
355.73

3135G0ZY2      FNMA                          
Note                          
1.75% Due 11/26/2019

07/31/2015
07/31/2015
325,000.00

328,178.75
0.00
0.00

328,111.07

78.99
0.00

552.95
473.96

0.00
67.68

(67.68)
406.28

0.00
406.28

3137EADC0      FHLMC                         
Note                          
1% Due 03/08/2017

07/26/2013
07/29/2013
500,000.00

500,056.21
0.00
0.00

500,052.44

1,152.78
0.00

1,569.44
416.66

0.00
3.77

(3.77)
412.89

0.00
412.89

3137EADF3      FHLMC                         
Note                          
1.25% Due 05/12/2017

08/07/2013
08/08/2013
500,000.00

501,255.59
0.00
0.00

501,181.87

329.86
0.00

850.69
520.83

0.00
73.72

(73.72)
447.11

0.00
447.11
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Income Earned
11/30/15 Thru 12/31/15

City of Imperial Beach                            
Account #10188

CUSIP Security Description

Trade Date
Settle Date

Units

Book Value: Begin
Book Value: Acq

Book Value: Disp
Book Value: End

Prior Accrued
Inc. Received

Ending Accrued
Total Interest

Accr. Of Discount
Amort. Of Premium

Net Accret/Amort
Income Earned

Unreal G/L
Total Income

3137EADH9      FHLMC                         
Note                          
1% Due 06/29/2017

01/29/2015
01/30/2015
190,000.00

190,831.05
0.00
0.00

190,786.32

802.22
950.00

10.56
158.34

0.00
44.73

(44.73)
113.61

0.00
113.61

3137EADK2      FHLMC                         
Note                          
1.25% Due 08/01/2019

04/29/2015
05/01/2015
500,000.00

497,309.93
0.00
0.00

497,372.21

2,083.33
0.00

2,604.17
520.84

62.28
0.00

62.28
583.12

0.00
583.12

3137EADL0      FHLMC                         
Note                          
1% Due 09/29/2017

07/31/2014
07/31/2014
500,000.00

498,333.76
0.00
0.00

498,411.08

861.11
0.00

1,277.78
416.67

77.32
0.00

77.32
493.99

0.00
493.99

3137EADM8      FHLMC                         
Note                          
1.25% Due 10/02/2019

05/27/2015
05/28/2015
500,000.00

495,147.67
0.00
0.00

495,255.04

1,024.31
0.00

1,545.14
520.83

107.37
0.00

107.37
628.20

0.00
628.20

3137EADP1      FHLMC                         
Note                          
0.875% Due 03/07/2018

03/06/2014
03/07/2014
510,000.00

505,288.94
0.00
0.00

505,465.53

1,041.25
0.00

1,413.13
371.88

176.59
0.00

176.59
548.47

0.00
548.47

36962G5W0      General Electric Capital Corp 
Note                          
2.3% Due 04/27/2017

04/25/2014
04/30/2014
300,000.00

304,559.27
0.00
0.00

304,283.76

651.67
0.00

1,226.67
575.00

0.00
275.51

(275.51)
299.49

0.00
299.49

38259PAC6      Google Inc                    
Note                          
2.125% Due 05/19/2016

07/26/2013
07/31/2013
350,000.00

352,260.77
0.00
0.00

351,848.51

247.92
0.00

867.71
619.79

0.00
412.26

(412.26)
207.53

0.00
207.53

43813NAC0      Honda Auto Receivables        
2015-2 A3                     
1.04% Due 02/21/2019

05/13/2015
05/20/2015
280,000.00

279,963.12
0.00
0.00

279,964.09

80.89
242.67

80.89
242.67

0.97
0.00
0.97

243.64
0.00

243.64

43814CAC3      Honda Auto Receivables        
2013-1 A3                     
0.48% Due 11/21/2016

02/12/2014
02/18/2014

10,224.05

20,332.76
0.00

10,108.46
10,224.05

2.71
8.13
1.36
6.78

0.00
0.25

(0.25)
6.53

0.00
6.53

43814GAC4      Honda Auto Receivables        
2014-2 A3                     
0.77% Due 03/19/2018

05/13/2014
05/21/2014
195,742.39

199,988.25
0.00

4,257.61
195,731.56

55.61
128.33

54.43
127.15

0.92
0.00
0.92

128.07
0.00

128.07

43814HAC2      Honda Auto Receivables        
2014-3 A3                     
0.88% Due 06/15/2018

08/12/2014
08/20/2014
200,000.00

199,978.45
0.00
0.00

199,979.58

78.22
146.67

78.22
146.67

1.13
0.00
1.13

147.80
0.00

147.80
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Income Earned
11/30/15 Thru 12/31/15

City of Imperial Beach                            
Account #10188

CUSIP Security Description

Trade Date
Settle Date

Units

Book Value: Begin
Book Value: Acq

Book Value: Disp
Book Value: End

Prior Accrued
Inc. Received

Ending Accrued
Total Interest

Accr. Of Discount
Amort. Of Premium

Net Accret/Amort
Income Earned

Unreal G/L
Total Income

458140AH3      Intel Corp                    
Note                          
1.95% Due 10/01/2016

12/19/2013
12/24/2013
285,000.00

287,716.84
0.00
0.00

287,440.70

926.25
0.00

1,389.38
463.13

0.00
276.14

(276.14)
186.99

0.00
186.99

459200HZ7      IBM Corp                      
Note                          
1.125% Due 02/06/2018

02/03/2015
02/06/2015
310,000.00

309,311.58
0.00
0.00

309,338.32

1,114.06
0.00

1,404.69
290.63

26.74
0.00

26.74
317.37

0.00
317.37

477877AD6      John Deere Owner Trust        
2014-B A3                     
1.07% Due 11/15/2018

Various
Various

265,000.00

265,030.86
0.00
0.00

265,029.53

126.02
236.30
126.02
236.30

1.31
2.64

(1.33)
234.97

0.00
234.97

47787VAC5      John Deere Owner Trust        
2014-A A3                     
0.92% Due 04/16/2018

04/02/2014
04/09/2014
269,541.77

284,979.24
0.00

15,458.23
269,523.35

116.53
218.50
110.21
212.18

2.34
0.00
2.34

214.52
0.00

214.52

48125VLC2      JP Morgan Chase               
Floating Rate Note            
1.36% Due 02/06/2017

02/01/2012
02/06/2012

2,000,000.00

2,000,000.00
0.00
0.00

2,000,000.00

1,737.78
0.00

4,004.44
2,266.66

0.00
0.00
0.00

2,266.66
0.00

2,266.66

594918BF0      Microsoft                     
Note                          
1.3% Due 11/03/2018

10/29/2015
11/03/2015
140,000.00

139,863.58
0.00
0.00

139,867.54

141.56
0.00

293.22
151.66

3.96
0.00
3.96

155.62
0.00

155.62

717081DJ9      Pfizer Inc.                   
Note                          
1.1% Due 05/15/2017

05/12/2014
05/15/2014
100,000.00

99,957.36
0.00
0.00

99,959.85

48.89
0.00

140.56
91.67

2.49
0.00
2.49

94.16
0.00

94.16

747525AG8      Qualcomm Inc                  
Note                          
1.4% Due 05/18/2018

Various
Various

370,000.00

369,519.47
0.00
0.00

369,536.04

158.28
0.00

589.95
431.67

16.57
0.00

16.57
448.24

0.00
448.24

808513AK1      Charles Schwab Corp           
Callable Note Cont 2/10/2018  
1.5% Due 03/10/2018

Various
Various

315,000.00

314,988.20
0.00
0.00

314,988.63

1,063.13
0.00

1,456.88
393.75

9.44
9.01
0.43

394.18
0.00

394.18

88579YAD3      3M Co.                        
Note                          
1.375% Due 09/29/2016

08/07/2013
08/12/2013
350,000.00

351,543.47
0.00
0.00

351,385.56

828.82
0.00

1,229.86
401.04

0.00
157.91

(157.91)
243.13

0.00
243.13

89231MAC9      Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 
2014-A                        
0.67% Due 12/15/2017

03/11/2014
03/19/2014
176,496.68

191,688.81
0.00

15,206.26
176,484.64

57.08
107.03

52.56
102.51

2.09
0.00
2.09

104.60
0.00

104.60

Execution Time: 1/4/2016 9:09:27 PMChandler Asset Management - CONFIDENTIAL Page 13



Income Earned
11/30/15 Thru 12/31/15

City of Imperial Beach                            
Account #10188

CUSIP Security Description

Trade Date
Settle Date

Units

Book Value: Begin
Book Value: Acq

Book Value: Disp
Book Value: End

Prior Accrued
Inc. Received

Ending Accrued
Total Interest

Accr. Of Discount
Amort. Of Premium

Net Accret/Amort
Income Earned

Unreal G/L
Total Income

89231TAB6      Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 
2015-C                        
0.92% Due 02/15/2018

08/18/2015
08/26/2015
150,000.00

149,989.23
0.00
0.00

149,989.65

61.33
115.00

61.33
115.00

0.42
0.00
0.42

115.42
0.00

115.42

89236WAC2      Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 
2015-A                        
1.12% Due 02/15/2019

02/24/2015
03/04/2015
230,000.00

229,973.99
0.00
0.00

229,974.99

114.49
214.67
114.49
214.67

1.00
0.00
1.00

215.67
0.00

215.67

91159HHD5      US Bancorp                    
Callable Note Cont 4/15/2017  
1.65% Due 05/15/2017

04/29/2014
04/30/2014
300,000.00

301,865.89
0.00
0.00

301,750.43

220.00
0.00

632.50
412.50

0.00
115.46

(115.46)
297.04

0.00
297.04

912828C32      US Treasury                   
Note                          
0.75% Due 03/15/2017

04/23/2014
04/28/2014
450,000.00

449,380.26
0.00
0.00

449,421.13

713.94
0.00

1,001.37
287.43

40.87
0.00

40.87
328.30

0.00
328.30

912828RH5      US Treasury                   
Note                          
1.375% Due 09/30/2018

12/04/2014
12/05/2014
500,000.00

501,304.17
0.00
0.00

501,265.07

1,164.62
0.00

1,746.93
582.31

0.00
39.10

(39.10)
543.21

0.00
543.21

912828RU6      US Treasury                   
Note                          
0.875% Due 11/30/2016

08/07/2013
08/08/2013
500,000.00

500,672.16
0.00
0.00

500,615.07

11.95
0.00

382.51
370.56

0.00
57.09

(57.09)
313.47

0.00
313.47

912828SS0      US Treasury                   
Note                          
0.875% Due 04/30/2017

10/07/2013
10/08/2013
485,000.00

484,805.13
0.00
0.00

484,816.84

361.42
0.00

722.84
361.42

11.71
0.00

11.71
373.13

0.00
373.13

912828SX9      US Treasury                   
Note                          
1.125% Due 05/31/2019

09/29/2015
09/30/2015
495,000.00

494,798.73
0.00
0.00

494,803.62

15.22
0.00

486.89
471.67

4.89
0.00
4.89

476.56
0.00

476.56

912828TW0      US Treasury                   
Note                          
0.75% Due 10/31/2017

09/11/2014
09/12/2014
500,000.00

496,299.47
0.00
0.00

496,463.35

319.37
0.00

638.74
319.37

163.88
0.00

163.88
483.25

0.00
483.25

912828UB4      US Treasury                   
Note                          
1% Due 11/30/2019

10/29/2015
10/30/2015
500,000.00

492,891.85
0.00
0.00

493,042.77

13.66
0.00

437.16
423.50

150.92
0.00

150.92
574.42

0.00
574.42

912828UJ7      US Treasury                   
Note                          
0.875% Due 01/31/2018

10/29/2014
10/30/2014
500,000.00

498,517.99
0.00
0.00

498,576.00

1,462.30
0.00

1,830.84
368.54

58.01
0.00

58.01
426.55

0.00
426.55
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Income Earned
11/30/15 Thru 12/31/15

City of Imperial Beach                            
Account #10188

CUSIP Security Description

Trade Date
Settle Date

Units

Book Value: Begin
Book Value: Acq

Book Value: Disp
Book Value: End

Prior Accrued
Inc. Received

Ending Accrued
Total Interest

Accr. Of Discount
Amort. Of Premium

Net Accret/Amort
Income Earned

Unreal G/L
Total Income

912828UR9      US Treasury                   
Note                          
0.75% Due 02/28/2018

12/04/2014
12/05/2014
500,000.00

496,258.31
0.00
0.00

496,399.76

947.80
0.00

1,267.17
319.37

141.45
0.00

141.45
460.82

0.00
460.82

912828WD8      US Treasury                   
Note                          
1.25% Due 10/31/2018

10/29/2014
10/30/2014
500,000.00

499,275.61
0.00
0.00

499,296.70

532.28
0.00

1,064.56
532.28

21.09
0.00

21.09
553.37

0.00
553.37

94974BFG0      Wells Fargo Corp              
Note                          
1.5% Due 01/16/2018

09/09/2014
09/10/2014
300,000.00

299,108.74
0.00
0.00

299,144.29

1,687.50
0.00

2,062.50
375.00

35.55
0.00

35.55
410.55

0.00
410.55

TOTAL Fixed Income                  23,087,004.89

23,115,506.31
0.00

45,030.56
23,070,058.36

43,988.15
9,498.15

57,104.70
22,614.70

1,646.61
2,064.00
(417.39)

22,197.31
0.00

22,197.31

Cash & Equivalent             
31846V203      First American                

Govt Obligation Fund          Various
Various

605,112.43

552,706.43
54,531.17
2,125.17

605,112.43

0.00
2.46
0.00
2.46

0.00
0.00
0.00
2.46

0.00
2.46

TOTAL Cash & Equivalent             605,112.43

552,706.43
54,531.17
2,125.17

605,112.43

0.00
2.46
0.00
2.46

0.00
0.00
0.00
2.46

0.00
2.46

TOTAL PORTFOLIO 23,692,117.32

23,668,212.74
54,531.17
47,155.73

23,675,170.79

43,988.15
9,500.61

57,104.70
22,617.16

1,646.61
2,064.00
(417.39)

22,199.77
0.00

22,199.77

Execution Time: 1/4/2016 9:09:27 PMChandler Asset Management - CONFIDENTIAL Page 15



Cash Flow Report
From 12/31/2015

City of Imperial Beach
Account #10188

Payment Date
Transaction 
Type CUSIP Quantity Security Description Principal Amount Income Total Amount

01/15/2016 Paydown 43814HAC2      200,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-3 A3
0.88% Due 6/15/2018

0.00 146.67 146.67

01/15/2016 Paydown 477877AD6      265,000.00 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-B A3
1.07% Due 11/15/2018

0.00 236.30 236.30

01/15/2016 Paydown 89231TAB6      150,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-C
0.92% Due 2/15/2018

8,262.38 115.00 8,377.38

01/15/2016 Paydown 89236WAC2      230,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-A
1.12% Due 2/15/2019

11,971.60 214.67 12,186.27

01/15/2016 Paydown 161571GC2      195,000.00 Chase CHAIT Pool #2013-A8
1.01% Due 10/15/2018

0.00 164.13 164.13

01/15/2016 Paydown 47787VAC5      269,541.77 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-A A3
0.92% Due 4/16/2018

21,039.91 206.65 21,246.56

01/15/2016 Paydown 89231MAC9      176,496.68 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2014-A
0.67% Due 12/15/2017

15,529.33 98.54 15,627.87

01/16/2016 Interest 94974BFG0      300,000.00 Wells Fargo Corp Note
1.5% Due 1/16/2018

0.00 2,250.00 2,250.00

01/18/2016 Paydown 43814GAC4      195,742.39 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-2 A3
0.77% Due 3/19/2018

14,636.32 125.60 14,761.92

01/20/2016 Interest 3135G0E33      500,000.00 FNMA Note
1.125% Due 7/20/2018

0.00 2,812.51 2,812.51

01/21/2016 Paydown 43813NAC0      280,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2015-2 A3
1.04% Due 2/21/2019

10,249.61 242.67 10,492.28

01/30/2016 Interest 3135G0GY3      290,000.00 FNMA Note
1.25% Due 1/30/2017

0.00 1,812.50 1,812.50

01/31/2016 Interest 084670BD9      1,000,000.00 Berkshire Hathaway Note
1.9% Due 1/31/2017

0.00 9,500.00 9,500.00

01/31/2016 Interest 912828UJ7      500,000.00 US Treasury Note
0.875% Due 1/31/2018

0.00 2,187.50 2,187.50

Jan 2016 81,689.15 20,112.74 101,801.89

02/01/2016 Interest 3137EADK2      500,000.00 FHLMC Note
1.25% Due 8/1/2019

0.00 3,125.00 3,125.00

02/06/2016 Interest 459200HZ7      310,000.00 IBM Corp Note
1.125% Due 2/6/2018

0.00 1,743.75 1,743.75

02/08/2016 Interest 48125VLC2      2,000,000.00 JP Morgan Chase Floating Rate Note
1.36% Due 2/6/2017

0.00 6,816.94 6,816.94

02/15/2016 Paydown 43814HAC2      200,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-3 A3
0.88% Due 6/15/2018

12,646.68 146.67 12,793.35

02/15/2016 Paydown 477877AD6      265,000.00 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-B A3
1.07% Due 11/15/2018

0.00 236.30 236.30

02/15/2016 Paydown 89231MAC9      176,496.68 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2014-A
0.67% Due 12/15/2017

15,081.81 89.87 15,171.68
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Cash Flow Report
From 12/31/2015

City of Imperial Beach
Account #10188

Payment Date
Transaction 
Type CUSIP Quantity Security Description Principal Amount Income Total Amount

02/15/2016 Paydown 89231TAB6      150,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-C
0.92% Due 2/15/2018

8,064.31 108.67 8,172.98

02/15/2016 Paydown 161571GC2      195,000.00 Chase CHAIT Pool #2013-A8
1.01% Due 10/15/2018

0.00 164.13 164.13

02/15/2016 Paydown 47787VAC5      269,541.77 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-A A3
0.92% Due 4/16/2018

20,483.78 190.52 20,674.30

02/15/2016 Paydown 89236WAC2      230,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-A
1.12% Due 2/15/2019

11,723.88 203.49 11,927.37

02/18/2016 Paydown 43814GAC4      195,742.39 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-2 A3
0.77% Due 3/19/2018

14,247.97 116.21 14,364.18

02/20/2016 Interest 3133EEQM5      510,000.00 FFCB Note
1.11% Due 2/20/2018

0.00 2,830.50 2,830.50

02/21/2016 Paydown 43813NAC0      280,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2015-2 A3
1.04% Due 2/21/2019

10,096.35 233.78 10,330.13

02/28/2016 Interest 3135G0MZ3      500,000.00 FNMA Note
0.875% Due 8/28/2017

0.00 2,187.50 2,187.50

02/29/2016 Interest 912828UR9      500,000.00 US Treasury Note
0.75% Due 2/28/2018

0.00 1,875.00 1,875.00

Feb 2016 92,344.78 20,068.33 112,413.11

03/07/2016 Interest 3137EADP1      510,000.00 FHLMC Note
0.875% Due 3/7/2018

0.00 2,231.25 2,231.25

03/08/2016 Interest 3137EADC0      500,000.00 FHLMC Note
1% Due 3/8/2017

0.00 2,500.00 2,500.00

03/10/2016 Interest 808513AK1      315,000.00 Charles Schwab Corp Callable Note Cont 
2/10/2018
1.5% Due 3/10/2018

0.00 2,362.50 2,362.50

03/12/2016 Interest 24422ESB6      115,000.00 John Deere Capital Corp Note
1.3% Due 3/12/2018

0.00 747.50 747.50

03/15/2016 Interest 912828C32      450,000.00 US Treasury Note
0.75% Due 3/15/2017

0.00 1,687.50 1,687.50

03/15/2016 Paydown 161571GC2      195,000.00 Chase CHAIT Pool #2013-A8
1.01% Due 10/15/2018

0.00 164.13 164.13

03/15/2016 Paydown 47787VAC5      269,541.77 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-A A3
0.92% Due 4/16/2018

19,927.02 174.81 20,101.83

03/15/2016 Paydown 89231MAC9      176,496.68 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2014-A
0.67% Due 12/15/2017

14,633.77 81.45 14,715.22

03/15/2016 Paydown 43814HAC2      200,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-3 A3
0.88% Due 6/15/2018

12,497.17 137.39 12,634.56

03/15/2016 Paydown 477877AD6      265,000.00 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-B A3
1.07% Due 11/15/2018

0.00 236.30 236.30
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03/15/2016 Paydown 89231TAB6      150,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-C
0.92% Due 2/15/2018

7,866.07 102.48 7,968.55

03/15/2016 Paydown 89236WAC2      230,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-A
1.12% Due 2/15/2019

11,475.87 192.55 11,668.42

03/18/2016 Paydown 43814GAC4      195,742.39 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-2 A3
0.77% Due 3/19/2018

13,859.23 107.07 13,966.30

03/21/2016 Paydown 43813NAC0      280,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2015-2 A3
1.04% Due 2/21/2019

9,942.88 225.03 10,167.91

03/27/2016 Interest 3135G0ZL0      420,000.00 FNMA Note
1% Due 9/27/2017

0.00 2,100.00 2,100.00

03/29/2016 Interest 3137EADL0      500,000.00 FHLMC Note
1% Due 9/29/2017

0.00 2,500.00 2,500.00

03/29/2016 Interest 88579YAD3      350,000.00 3M Co. Note
1.375% Due 9/29/2016

0.00 2,406.25 2,406.25

03/31/2016 Interest 912828RH5      500,000.00 US Treasury Note
1.375% Due 9/30/2018

0.00 3,437.50 3,437.50

Mar 2016 90,202.01 21,393.71 111,595.72

04/01/2016 Interest 458140AH3      285,000.00 Intel Corp Note
1.95% Due 10/1/2016

0.00 2,778.75 2,778.75

04/02/2016 Interest 3137EADM8      500,000.00 FHLMC Note
1.25% Due 10/2/2019

0.00 3,125.00 3,125.00

04/15/2016 Paydown 43814HAC2      200,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-3 A3
0.88% Due 6/15/2018

12,342.36 128.23 12,470.59

04/15/2016 Paydown 477877AD6      265,000.00 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-B A3
1.07% Due 11/15/2018

17,116.19 236.30 17,352.49

04/15/2016 Paydown 89231MAC9      176,496.68 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2014-A
0.67% Due 12/15/2017

14,185.20 73.28 14,258.48

04/15/2016 Paydown 89231TAB6      150,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-C
0.92% Due 2/15/2018

7,667.65 96.45 7,764.10

04/15/2016 Paydown 161571GC2      195,000.00 Chase CHAIT Pool #2013-A8
1.01% Due 10/15/2018

0.00 164.13 164.13

04/15/2016 Paydown 47787VAC5      269,541.77 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-A A3
0.92% Due 4/16/2018

19,369.60 159.54 19,529.14

04/15/2016 Paydown 89236WAC2      230,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-A
1.12% Due 2/15/2019

11,227.57 181.84 11,409.41

04/18/2016 Paydown 43814GAC4      195,742.39 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-2 A3
0.77% Due 3/19/2018

13,470.13 98.17 13,568.30

04/19/2016 Interest 3135G0E58      495,000.00 FNMA Note
1.125% Due 10/19/2018

0.00 2,784.38 2,784.38

04/21/2016 Paydown 43813NAC0      280,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2015-2 A3
1.04% Due 2/21/2019

9,789.20 216.42 10,005.62
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04/23/2016 Interest 3133EDDV1      185,000.00 FFCB Note
1.16% Due 10/23/2017

0.00 1,073.00 1,073.00

04/25/2016 Interest 3130A4GJ5      500,000.00 FHLB Note
1.125% Due 4/25/2018

0.00 2,812.50 2,812.50

04/27/2016 Interest 36962G5W0      300,000.00 General Electric Capital Corp Note
2.3% Due 4/27/2017

0.00 3,450.00 3,450.00

04/30/2016 Interest 912828SS0      485,000.00 US Treasury Note
0.875% Due 4/30/2017

0.00 2,121.88 2,121.88

04/30/2016 Interest 912828TW0      500,000.00 US Treasury Note
0.75% Due 10/31/2017

0.00 1,875.00 1,875.00

04/30/2016 Interest 912828WD8      500,000.00 US Treasury Note
1.25% Due 10/31/2018

0.00 3,125.00 3,125.00

Apr 2016 105,167.90 24,499.87 129,667.77

05/03/2016 Interest 594918BF0      140,000.00 Microsoft Note
1.3% Due 11/3/2018

0.00 910.00 910.00

05/08/2016 Interest 48125VLC2      2,000,000.00 JP Morgan Chase Floating Rate Note
1.36% Due 2/6/2017

0.00 7,562.50 7,562.50

05/12/2016 Interest 3137EADF3      500,000.00 FHLMC Note
1.25% Due 5/12/2017

0.00 3,125.00 3,125.00

05/15/2016 Interest 91159HHD5      300,000.00 US Bancorp Callable Note Cont 4/15/2017
1.65% Due 5/15/2017

0.00 2,475.00 2,475.00

05/15/2016 Interest 717081DJ9      100,000.00 Pfizer Inc. Note
1.1% Due 5/15/2017

0.00 550.00 550.00

05/15/2016 Paydown 89231TAB6      150,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-C
0.92% Due 2/15/2018

7,469.07 90.57 7,559.64

05/15/2016 Paydown 89236WAC2      230,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-A
1.12% Due 2/15/2019

10,978.99 171.36 11,150.35

05/15/2016 Paydown 43814HAC2      200,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-3 A3
0.88% Due 6/15/2018

12,182.13 119.18 12,301.31

05/15/2016 Paydown 477877AD6      265,000.00 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-B A3
1.07% Due 11/15/2018

16,713.27 221.03 16,934.30

05/15/2016 Paydown 161571GC2      195,000.00 Chase CHAIT Pool #2013-A8
1.01% Due 10/15/2018

0.00 164.13 164.13

05/15/2016 Paydown 47787VAC5      269,541.77 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-A A3
0.92% Due 4/16/2018

18,811.55 144.69 18,956.24

05/15/2016 Paydown 89231MAC9      176,496.68 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2014-A
0.67% Due 12/15/2017

13,736.12 65.36 13,801.48

05/16/2016 Interest 166764BA7      310,000.00 Chevron Corp Note
1.79% Due 11/16/2018

0.00 2,759.09 2,759.09

05/18/2016 Paydown 43814GAC4      195,742.39 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-2 A3
0.77% Due 3/19/2018

13,080.63 89.53 13,170.16
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05/19/2016 Maturity 38259PAC6      350,000.00 Google Inc Note
2.125% Due 5/19/2016

350,000.00 3,718.75 353,718.75

05/20/2016 Interest 747525AG8      370,000.00 Qualcomm Inc Note
1.4% Due 5/18/2018

0.00 2,590.00 2,590.00

05/21/2016 Interest 3135G0WJ8      500,000.00 FNMA Note
0.875% Due 5/21/2018

0.00 2,187.50 2,187.50

05/21/2016 Paydown 43813NAC0      280,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2015-2 A3
1.04% Due 2/21/2019

9,635.32 207.93 9,843.25

05/26/2016 Interest 3135G0ZY2      325,000.00 FNMA Note
1.75% Due 11/26/2019

0.00 2,843.75 2,843.75

05/31/2016 Interest 912828RU6      500,000.00 US Treasury Note
0.875% Due 11/30/2016

0.00 2,187.50 2,187.50

05/31/2016 Interest 912828UB4      500,000.00 US Treasury Note
1% Due 11/30/2019

0.00 2,500.00 2,500.00

05/31/2016 Interest 912828SX9      495,000.00 US Treasury Note
1.125% Due 5/31/2019

0.00 2,784.38 2,784.38

May 2016 452,607.08 37,467.25 490,074.33

06/07/2016 Interest 3133ECWV2      500,000.00 FFCB Note
0.875% Due 12/7/2016

0.00 2,187.50 2,187.50

06/11/2016 Interest 02665WAQ4      215,000.00 American Honda Finance Note
1.55% Due 12/11/2017

0.00 1,666.25 1,666.25

06/14/2016 Interest 3135G0G72      515,000.00 FNMA Note
1.125% Due 12/14/2018

0.00 2,896.88 2,896.88

06/15/2016 Paydown 161571GC2      195,000.00 Chase CHAIT Pool #2013-A8
1.01% Due 10/15/2018

0.00 164.13 164.13

06/15/2016 Paydown 477877AD6      265,000.00 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-B A3
1.07% Due 11/15/2018

16,309.67 206.12 16,515.79

06/15/2016 Paydown 47787VAC5      269,541.77 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-A A3
0.92% Due 4/16/2018

18,252.85 130.26 18,383.11

06/15/2016 Paydown 89236WAC2      230,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-A
1.12% Due 2/15/2019

10,730.12 161.11 10,891.23

06/15/2016 Paydown 43814HAC2      200,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-3 A3
0.88% Due 6/15/2018

12,016.34 110.24 12,126.58

06/15/2016 Paydown 89231MAC9      176,496.68 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2014-A
0.67% Due 12/15/2017

13,286.52 57.69 13,344.21

06/15/2016 Paydown 89231TAB6      150,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-C
0.92% Due 2/15/2018

7,270.30 84.85 7,355.15

06/18/2016 Paydown 43814GAC4      195,742.39 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-2 A3
0.77% Due 3/19/2018

12,690.75 81.14 12,771.89

06/21/2016 Paydown 43813NAC0      280,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2015-2 A3
1.04% Due 2/21/2019

9,481.24 199.58 9,680.82
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06/24/2016 Maturity 3133834R9      500,000.00 FHLB Note
0.375% Due 6/24/2016

500,000.00 937.50 500,937.50

06/28/2016 Interest 3130A0C65      485,000.00 FHLB Note
0.625% Due 12/28/2016

0.00 1,515.63 1,515.63

06/29/2016 Interest 3137EADH9      190,000.00 FHLMC Note
1% Due 6/29/2017

0.00 950.00 950.00

Jun 2016 600,037.79 11,348.88 611,386.67

07/15/2016 Paydown 161571GC2      195,000.00 Chase CHAIT Pool #2013-A8
1.01% Due 10/15/2018

0.00 164.13 164.13

07/15/2016 Paydown 47787VAC5      269,541.77 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-A A3
0.92% Due 4/16/2018

17,693.50 116.27 17,809.77

07/15/2016 Paydown 89231MAC9      176,496.68 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2014-A
0.67% Due 12/15/2017

12,836.40 50.27 12,886.67

07/15/2016 Paydown 43814HAC2      200,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-3 A3
0.88% Due 6/15/2018

11,844.83 101.43 11,946.26

07/15/2016 Paydown 477877AD6      265,000.00 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-B A3
1.07% Due 11/15/2018

15,905.38 191.59 16,096.97

07/15/2016 Paydown 89231TAB6      150,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-C
0.92% Due 2/15/2018

7,071.38 79.27 7,150.65

07/15/2016 Paydown 89236WAC2      230,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-A
1.12% Due 2/15/2019

10,480.95 151.10 10,632.05

07/16/2016 Interest 94974BFG0      300,000.00 Wells Fargo Corp Note
1.5% Due 1/16/2018

0.00 2,250.00 2,250.00

07/18/2016 Paydown 43814GAC4      195,742.39 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-2 A3
0.77% Due 3/19/2018

12,300.50 72.99 12,373.49

07/20/2016 Interest 3135G0E33      500,000.00 FNMA Note
1.125% Due 7/20/2018

0.00 2,812.51 2,812.51

07/21/2016 Paydown 43813NAC0      280,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2015-2 A3
1.04% Due 2/21/2019

9,326.95 191.36 9,518.31

07/30/2016 Interest 3135G0GY3      290,000.00 FNMA Note
1.25% Due 1/30/2017

0.00 1,812.50 1,812.50

07/31/2016 Interest 084670BD9      1,000,000.00 Berkshire Hathaway Note
1.9% Due 1/31/2017

0.00 9,500.00 9,500.00

07/31/2016 Interest 912828UJ7      500,000.00 US Treasury Note
0.875% Due 1/31/2018

0.00 2,187.50 2,187.50

Jul 2016 97,459.89 19,680.92 117,140.81

08/01/2016 Interest 3137EADK2      500,000.00 FHLMC Note
1.25% Due 8/1/2019

0.00 3,125.00 3,125.00

08/06/2016 Interest 459200HZ7      310,000.00 IBM Corp Note
1.125% Due 2/6/2018

0.00 1,743.75 1,743.75
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08/08/2016 Interest 48125VLC2      2,000,000.00 JP Morgan Chase Floating Rate Note
1.36% Due 2/6/2017

0.00 7,562.50 7,562.50

08/15/2016 Paydown 89231MAC9      176,496.68 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2014-A
0.67% Due 12/15/2017

12,385.75 43.11 12,428.86

08/15/2016 Paydown 89231TAB6      150,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-C
0.92% Due 2/15/2018

6,872.27 73.85 6,946.12

08/15/2016 Paydown 161571GC2      195,000.00 Chase CHAIT Pool #2013-A8
1.01% Due 10/15/2018

0.00 164.13 164.13

08/15/2016 Paydown 43814HAC2      200,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-3 A3
0.88% Due 6/15/2018

11,667.47 92.75 11,760.22

08/15/2016 Paydown 477877AD6      265,000.00 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-B A3
1.07% Due 11/15/2018

15,500.45 177.40 15,677.85

08/15/2016 Paydown 47787VAC5      269,541.77 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-A A3
0.92% Due 4/16/2018

17,133.49 102.71 17,236.20

08/15/2016 Paydown 89236WAC2      230,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-A
1.12% Due 2/15/2019

10,231.49 141.32 10,372.81

08/18/2016 Paydown 43814GAC4      195,742.39 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-2 A3
0.77% Due 3/19/2018

11,909.86 65.10 11,974.96

08/20/2016 Interest 3133EEQM5      510,000.00 FFCB Note
1.11% Due 2/20/2018

0.00 2,830.50 2,830.50

08/21/2016 Paydown 43813NAC0      280,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2015-2 A3
1.04% Due 2/21/2019

9,172.45 183.28 9,355.73

08/28/2016 Interest 3135G0MZ3      500,000.00 FNMA Note
0.875% Due 8/28/2017

0.00 2,187.50 2,187.50

08/31/2016 Interest 912828UR9      500,000.00 US Treasury Note
0.75% Due 2/28/2018

0.00 1,875.00 1,875.00

Aug 2016 94,873.23 20,367.90 115,241.13

09/07/2016 Interest 3137EADP1      510,000.00 FHLMC Note
0.875% Due 3/7/2018

0.00 2,231.25 2,231.25

09/08/2016 Interest 3137EADC0      500,000.00 FHLMC Note
1% Due 3/8/2017

0.00 2,500.00 2,500.00

09/10/2016 Interest 808513AK1      315,000.00 Charles Schwab Corp Callable Note Cont 
2/10/2018
1.5% Due 3/10/2018

0.00 2,362.50 2,362.50

09/12/2016 Interest 24422ESB6      115,000.00 John Deere Capital Corp Note
1.3% Due 3/12/2018

0.00 747.50 747.50

09/15/2016 Interest 912828C32      450,000.00 US Treasury Note
0.75% Due 3/15/2017

0.00 1,687.50 1,687.50

09/15/2016 Paydown 161571GC2      195,000.00 Chase CHAIT Pool #2013-A8
1.01% Due 10/15/2018

0.00 164.13 164.13
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09/15/2016 Paydown 47787VAC5      269,541.77 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-A A3
0.92% Due 4/16/2018

16,572.85 89.57 16,662.42

09/15/2016 Paydown 89231MAC9      176,496.68 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2014-A
0.67% Due 12/15/2017

11,934.59 36.19 11,970.78

09/15/2016 Paydown 43814HAC2      200,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-3 A3
0.88% Due 6/15/2018

11,484.10 84.19 11,568.29

09/15/2016 Paydown 477877AD6      265,000.00 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-B A3
1.07% Due 11/15/2018

15,094.83 163.58 15,258.41

09/15/2016 Paydown 89231TAB6      150,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-C
0.92% Due 2/15/2018

6,672.99 68.58 6,741.57

09/15/2016 Paydown 89236WAC2      230,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-A
1.12% Due 2/15/2019

9,981.75 131.77 10,113.52

09/18/2016 Paydown 43814GAC4      195,742.39 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-2 A3
0.77% Due 3/19/2018

11,518.84 57.46 11,576.30

09/21/2016 Paydown 43813NAC0      280,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2015-2 A3
1.04% Due 2/21/2019

9,017.75 175.33 9,193.08

09/27/2016 Interest 3135G0ZL0      420,000.00 FNMA Note
1% Due 9/27/2017

0.00 2,100.00 2,100.00

09/29/2016 Interest 3137EADL0      500,000.00 FHLMC Note
1% Due 9/29/2017

0.00 2,500.00 2,500.00

09/29/2016 Maturity 88579YAD3      350,000.00 3M Co. Note
1.375% Due 9/29/2016

350,000.00 2,406.25 352,406.25

09/30/2016 Interest 912828RH5      500,000.00 US Treasury Note
1.375% Due 9/30/2018

0.00 3,437.50 3,437.50

Sep 2016 442,277.70 20,943.30 463,221.00

10/01/2016 Maturity 458140AH3      285,000.00 Intel Corp Note
1.95% Due 10/1/2016

285,000.00 2,778.75 287,778.75

10/02/2016 Interest 3137EADM8      500,000.00 FHLMC Note
1.25% Due 10/2/2019

0.00 3,125.00 3,125.00

10/15/2016 Paydown 89231MAC9      176,496.68 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2014-A
0.67% Due 12/15/2017

11,482.90 29.53 11,512.43

10/15/2016 Paydown 89231TAB6      150,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-C
0.92% Due 2/15/2018

6,473.54 63.47 6,537.01

10/15/2016 Paydown 161571GC2      195,000.00 Chase CHAIT Pool #2013-A8
1.01% Due 10/15/2018

0.00 164.13 164.13

10/15/2016 Paydown 43814HAC2      200,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-3 A3
0.88% Due 6/15/2018

11,294.57 75.77 11,370.34

10/15/2016 Paydown 477877AD6      265,000.00 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-B A3
1.07% Due 11/15/2018

14,688.54 150.12 14,838.66

10/15/2016 Paydown 47787VAC5      269,541.77 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-A A3
0.92% Due 4/16/2018

16,011.56 76.86 16,088.42
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10/15/2016 Paydown 89236WAC2      230,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-A
1.12% Due 2/15/2019

9,731.73 122.45 9,854.18

10/18/2016 Paydown 43814GAC4      195,742.39 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-2 A3
0.77% Due 3/19/2018

11,127.44 50.07 11,177.51

10/19/2016 Interest 3135G0E58      495,000.00 FNMA Note
1.125% Due 10/19/2018

0.00 2,784.38 2,784.38

10/21/2016 Paydown 43813NAC0      280,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2015-2 A3
1.04% Due 2/21/2019

8,862.84 167.52 9,030.36

10/23/2016 Interest 3133EDDV1      185,000.00 FFCB Note
1.16% Due 10/23/2017

0.00 1,073.00 1,073.00

10/25/2016 Interest 3130A4GJ5      500,000.00 FHLB Note
1.125% Due 4/25/2018

0.00 2,812.50 2,812.50

10/27/2016 Interest 36962G5W0      300,000.00 General Electric Capital Corp Note
2.3% Due 4/27/2017

0.00 3,450.00 3,450.00

10/31/2016 Interest 912828SS0      485,000.00 US Treasury Note
0.875% Due 4/30/2017

0.00 2,121.88 2,121.88

10/31/2016 Interest 912828TW0      500,000.00 US Treasury Note
0.75% Due 10/31/2017

0.00 1,875.00 1,875.00

10/31/2016 Interest 912828WD8      500,000.00 US Treasury Note
1.25% Due 10/31/2018

0.00 3,125.00 3,125.00

Oct 2016 374,673.12 24,045.43 398,718.55

11/03/2016 Interest 594918BF0      140,000.00 Microsoft Note
1.3% Due 11/3/2018

0.00 910.00 910.00

11/08/2016 Interest 48125VLC2      2,000,000.00 JP Morgan Chase Floating Rate Note
1.36% Due 2/6/2017

0.00 7,562.50 7,562.50

11/12/2016 Interest 3137EADF3      500,000.00 FHLMC Note
1.25% Due 5/12/2017

0.00 3,125.00 3,125.00

11/15/2016 Interest 91159HHD5      300,000.00 US Bancorp Callable Note Cont 4/15/2017
1.65% Due 5/15/2017

0.00 2,475.00 2,475.00

11/15/2016 Interest 717081DJ9      100,000.00 Pfizer Inc. Note
1.1% Due 5/15/2017

0.00 550.00 550.00

11/15/2016 Paydown 89231MAC9      176,496.68 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2014-A
0.67% Due 12/15/2017

11,030.69 23.12 11,053.81

11/15/2016 Paydown 89231TAB6      150,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-C
0.92% Due 2/15/2018

6,273.92 58.50 6,332.42

11/15/2016 Paydown 89236WAC2      230,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-A
1.12% Due 2/15/2019

9,481.40 113.37 9,594.77

11/15/2016 Paydown 43814HAC2      200,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-3 A3
0.88% Due 6/15/2018

11,098.72 67.48 11,166.20

11/15/2016 Paydown 477877AD6      265,000.00 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-B A3
1.07% Due 11/15/2018

14,281.58 137.02 14,418.60
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Cash Flow Report
From 12/31/2015

City of Imperial Beach
Account #10188

Payment Date
Transaction 
Type CUSIP Quantity Security Description Principal Amount Income Total Amount

11/15/2016 Paydown 161571GC2      195,000.00 Chase CHAIT Pool #2013-A8
1.01% Due 10/15/2018

8,047.40 164.13 8,211.53

11/15/2016 Paydown 47787VAC5      269,541.77 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-A A3
0.92% Due 4/16/2018

15,449.60 64.59 15,514.19

11/16/2016 Interest 166764BA7      310,000.00 Chevron Corp Note
1.79% Due 11/16/2018

0.00 2,774.50 2,774.50

11/18/2016 Paydown 43814GAC4      195,742.39 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-2 A3
0.77% Due 3/19/2018

10,735.66 42.93 10,778.59

11/20/2016 Interest 747525AG8      370,000.00 Qualcomm Inc Note
1.4% Due 5/18/2018

0.00 2,590.00 2,590.00

11/21/2016 Interest 3135G0WJ8      500,000.00 FNMA Note
0.875% Due 5/21/2018

0.00 2,187.50 2,187.50

11/21/2016 Paydown 43813NAC0      280,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2015-2 A3
1.04% Due 2/21/2019

8,707.73 159.84 8,867.57

11/26/2016 Interest 3135G0ZY2      325,000.00 FNMA Note
1.75% Due 11/26/2019

0.00 2,843.75 2,843.75

11/30/2016 Interest 912828SX9      495,000.00 US Treasury Note
1.125% Due 5/31/2019

0.00 2,784.38 2,784.38

11/30/2016 Interest 912828UB4      500,000.00 US Treasury Note
1% Due 11/30/2019

0.00 2,500.00 2,500.00

11/30/2016 Maturity 912828RU6      500,000.00 US Treasury Note
0.875% Due 11/30/2016

500,000.00 2,187.50 502,187.50

Nov 2016 595,106.70 33,321.11 628,427.81

12/07/2016 Maturity 3133ECWV2      500,000.00 FFCB Note
0.875% Due 12/7/2016

500,000.00 2,187.50 502,187.50

12/11/2016 Interest 02665WAQ4      215,000.00 American Honda Finance Note
1.55% Due 12/11/2017

0.00 1,666.25 1,666.25

12/14/2016 Interest 3135G0G72      515,000.00 FNMA Note
1.125% Due 12/14/2018

0.00 2,896.88 2,896.88

12/15/2016 Paydown 161571GC2      195,000.00 Chase CHAIT Pool #2013-A8
1.01% Due 10/15/2018

8,054.11 157.35 8,211.46

12/15/2016 Paydown 43814HAC2      200,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-3 A3
0.88% Due 6/15/2018

10,896.38 59.35 10,955.73

12/15/2016 Paydown 477877AD6      265,000.00 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-B A3
1.07% Due 11/15/2018

13,873.95 124.29 13,998.24

12/15/2016 Paydown 47787VAC5      269,541.77 John Deere Owner Trust 2014-A A3
0.92% Due 4/16/2018

14,887.01 52.74 14,939.75

12/15/2016 Paydown 89236WAC2      230,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-A
1.12% Due 2/15/2019

9,230.79 104.52 9,335.31

12/15/2016 Paydown 89231MAC9      176,496.68 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2014-A
0.67% Due 12/15/2017

10,577.96 16.96 10,594.92
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Cash Flow Report
From 12/31/2015

City of Imperial Beach
Account #10188

Payment Date
Transaction 
Type CUSIP Quantity Security Description Principal Amount Income Total Amount

12/15/2016 Paydown 89231TAB6      150,000.00 Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-C
0.92% Due 2/15/2018

6,074.13 53.69 6,127.82

12/18/2016 Paydown 43814GAC4      195,742.39 Honda Auto Receivables 2014-2 A3
0.77% Due 3/19/2018

10,343.49 36.04 10,379.53

12/21/2016 Paydown 43813NAC0      280,000.00 Honda Auto Receivables 2015-2 A3
1.04% Due 2/21/2019

8,552.41 152.29 8,704.70

12/28/2016 Maturity 3130A0C65      485,000.00 FHLB Note
0.625% Due 12/28/2016

485,000.00 1,515.63 486,515.63

12/29/2016 Interest 3137EADH9      190,000.00 FHLMC Note
1% Due 6/29/2017

0.00 950.00 950.00

Dec 2016 1,077,490.23 9,973.49 1,087,463.72

Total 4,103,929.58 263,222.93 4,367,152.51
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TO: 

FROM: 

MEETING DATE: 

ORIGINATING DEPT.: 

SUBJECT: 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 2 · ~ 

STAFF REPORT 

CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 

HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

ANDY HALL, CITY MANAGER~ 
FEBRUARY 17, 2016 

PUBLIC WORKS /).d I 
RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7669 SETTING THE TIME AND PLACE 
FOR A PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER THE FORMATION 
OF AN UNDERGROUND UTILITY DISTRICT IN 1300 BLOCK 
DONAX AVENUE; RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7670 SETTING 
THE TIME AND PLACE FOR A PUBLIC HEARING TO 
CONSIDER THE FORMATION OF AN UNDERGROUND 
UTILITY DISTRICT IN 1300 BLOCK ELM AVENUE; AND 
RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7671 SETTING THE TIME AND PLACE 
FOR A PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER THE FORMATION 
OF AN UNDERGROUND UTILITY DISTRICT IN 900-1000 
BLOCKS FERN AVENUE 

Adoption of Resolutions 2016-7669, 2016-7670 and 2016-7671 will set a public hearing date 
and time for the initiation of the establishment of underground utility districts in the 1300 block 
Donax Avenue, the 1300 block Elm Avenue and the 900-1000 blocks Fern Avenue respectively. 
The vision is that the undergrounding of utilities in the 1300 block of Donax Avenue and the 
1300 block of Elm Avenue would coincide with the City of San Diego planned utility 
underground of the area east of City of Imperial Beach City limits between S.R. 75 and Elder 
Avenue. Undergrounding of utilities in the 900-1000 blocks of Fern Avenue would implement 
one more of the recommendations of the 2013 Environmental Justice Grant Study report. This 
study represented that the utility poles in the sidewalks in the 900-1000 blocks of Fern Avenue 
inhibited adequate pedestrian access for the students and parents of VIP Village as well as the 
surrounding neighbors. The Study recommended that these aerial utilities be placed 
underground and out of the public sidewalk area. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Adopt Resolution No. 2016-7669 (1300 block Donax Avenue), Resolution 2016-7670 (1300 
block Elm Avenue) and Resolution 2016-7671 (900-1000 blocks Fern Avenue) setting the time 
and place for the public hearing for the initiation of these three Underground Utility Districts. 
The three district names and boundaries would be "Underground Utility District 1300 Block 
Donax Avenue," "Underground Utility District 1300 Block Elm Avenue" and "Underground Utility 
District 900-1000 Blocks Fern Avenue" within the City limits of Imperial Beach as shown on 
Attachments 4, 5, and 6 respectively. 



RATIONALE: 

City of Imperial Beach Staff Report 
Set Time & Place for Public Hearing for Underground Utility Districts: 

1300 Block Donax, 1300 Block Elm, 900-1000 Blocks Fern 
February 17, 2016 

Page 2 of 4 

The City of San Diego has initiated an Underground Utility Block District bounded by their 
western City limits adjacent to the alley east of Georgia Street, Elder Avenue, Saturn Street and 
S.R. 75. Since 13th Street has the utilities undergrounded, the 1 and % blocks of Donax and 
Elm Avenues east of 13th Street would be left aerial with large up-poles on either end of these 
blocks when the City of San Diego project is constructed. Staff recommends that the City of 
Imperial Beach underground these two blocks coincident with the City of San Diego 
underground utility district project. 

In calendar years 2011 and 2012 the City of Imperial Beach and WalkSanDiego conducted an 
extensive 2-year outreach to the City's schools and surrounding neighborhoods looking at ways 
to improve pedestrian and bicycle access to these schools and at methods for traffic calming. 
This effort was funded through a $100,000 Environmental Justice Grant. The study was 
reported to City Council in January 2013 and accepted as a planning document for future 
neighborhood I school pedestrian/bicycle/traffic improvements. Placing the aerial utilities 
underground and widening the sidewalk adjacent to VIP Village pre-school was one of the 
recommendations. The establishment of an Underground Utility District in the 900-1000 blocks 
Fern Avenue would be consistent with the Study's recommendation. 

Other than street light improvements, all underground utility costs would come from the City's 
20A fund though SDG&E. 

OPTIONS: 

• Adopt Resolution No. 2016-7669 (1300 block Donax Avenue), Resolution 2016-7670 (1300 
block Elm Avenue) and Resolution 2016-7671 (900-1 000 blocks Fern Avenue), setting the 
time and place for the public hearing to establish these three Utility Underground Districts; 

• Receive and file the report from the City Manager; 
• Provide direction to the City Manager to take a specific separate action; or 
• Request additional information and an additional report 

BACKGROUND: 

In January 21, 2015, City Council authorized staff to coordinate a 1300 block Elm Avenue 
underground utility district with the City of San Diego. At that City Council meeting the addition 
of the 900-1000 blocks of Fern Avenue to this underground utility district was also authorized. 
Subsequent to the January 21, 2015 City Council meeting, staff learned that the 1300 block of 
Donax Avenue was also adjacent to the City of San Diego planned utility underground block. 
Thus staff is recommending that this block of Donax Avenue be added to the City of Imperial 
Beach Underground Utility District plan. 

ANALYSIS: 

Staff and the utility companies have met several times and walked the proposed utility 
underground district. Due to the limited 20A funding the City of Imperial Beach receives 
annually, it is unlikely that funding for all three Underground Utility Districts proposed herein 
would be available when the City of San Diego underground utility block project is initiated. Thus 
it is recommended that these three locations be subdivided into their own district with the intent 
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of continuing with the undergrounding of utilities as funds become available. To proceed with 
the three independent Underground Utility Districts City Council must make preliminary findings 
and set a time and place for a public hearing for the public to comment on the establishment of 
such districts. The following regulations apply: 

I.B.M.C. 13.08.080 Underground utility districts- Public hearing; states in part: 
"A. The Council may, from time to time, call public hearings to ascertain whether the public 
health, safety and welfare requires the removal of poles, overhead wires and associated 
overhead structures within designated areas of the City and the underground install of wires and 
facilities for supplying electric, communications or similar or associated service. 
B. . .. The City Clerk shall notify all affected property owners as shown on the last equalized 
assessment roll and utilities concerned by mail of the time and place of such hearings at least 
fifteen days prior to the date thereof .... " 

I.B.M.C. 13.08.090 Underground utility districts- Creation states in part: 
"A. If, after any such public hearing, the council finds that the public health, safety or welfare 
requires such removal and such underground installation within a designated area, and the 
council finds that the public utilities have voluntarily agreed to pay over fifty percent of all costs 
of conversion ... the council shall by resolution declare such designated area an underground 
utility district and order such removal and underground installation. 
B. Such resolution shall include a description of the area comprising such district and shall 
fix the time within which such removal and underground installation shall be accomplished and 
within which affected properties owners must be ready to receive underground service. 
C. . .. Immediately following its adoption, the City Clerk shall cause a certified copy of such 
resolution be recorded in the office of the county recorder." 

The attached resolutions would set the time and place of a public hearing to review and approve 
the "Underground Utility District 1300 Block Donax Avenue," the "Underground Utility District 
1300 Block Elm Avenue" and the "Underground Utility District 900-1000 Blocks Fern Avenue" 
within the City limits of Imperial Beach as shown on Attachments 4, 5, and 6 respectively. The 
proposed time and place of the public hearing is: 

Wednesday, March 16, 2016@ 6:00p.m. 
City Council Chambers 
825 Imperial Beach Blvd. 
Imperial Beach, CA 91932 

The following District adoption schedule is proposed: 
Mail the 15-day notice to affected property owners no later than February 29, 2016. 
Advertise the 15-day notice in the Imperial Beach Eagle & Times not later than February 
25, 2016. 
Public Hearing March 16, 2016. 

Due to the fiscal impacts noted below, staff recommends the projects be designed and 
constructed in the following order: 

• 1300 block Elm Avenue; 
• 1300 block Donax Avenue; and 
• 900-1000 blocks Fern Avenue 
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ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: 

Not a project as defined by CEQA. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

There are no near term fiscal impacts. SDG&E will prepare all the project drawings and perform 
construction using 20A funds. Drawings and construction documents will likely be completed 
sequentially as funds become available over the next 1 0 to 12 years from adoption of the 
Districts. Once construction is ready to commence, the City will need to establish a CIP project 
and allocate funds to design the street lighting plan and to install the lights. 

0 

0 

$20,000 
$800,000 

Gas Tax (for city staff administration plus new additional lights) 
20A Funds per District 

Note: 20A fund allocation balance as of 3/31/2015 is $1,200. The City of Imperial Beach 
average annual 20A fund increment is approximately $211,200. Thus to accumulate $800,000 
20A funds, the project construction could not commence until fiscal year 2019. If the utility 
companies should have the construction drawings ready before 2019, City Council would need 
to borrow against future 20A allocations to cover the cost of construction for at least two of the 
Districts. 

Attachments: 
1. Resolution No. 2016-7669 (1300 block DonaxAvenue), 
2. Resolution No. 2016-7670 (1300 block Elm Avenue), 
3. Resolution No. 2016-7671 (900-1000 blocks Fern Avenue), 
4. Resolution No. 2016-7669 Exhibit A 1300 block Donax Avenue District Boundary Map 
5. Resolution No. 2016-7670 Exhibit B 1300 block Elm Avenue District Boundary Map 
6. Resolution No. 2016-7671 Exhibit C 900-1000 blocks Fern Avenue District Boundary Map 



ATTACHMENT 1 

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7669 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH, 
CALIFORNIA, CALLING A PUBLIC HEARING TO DETERMINE IF THE PUBLIC HEALTH, 
SAFETY OR WELFARE REQUIRES THE FORMATION OF AN UNDERGROUND UTILITY 
DISTRICT IN 1300 BLOCK DONAX AVENUE, (UNDERGROUND UTILITY DISTRICT IN 1300 
BLOCK DONAX AVENUE) 

WHEREAS, Chapter 13.08 of the Imperial Beach Municipal Code establishes a 
procedure for the creation of underground utility districts, and requires as the initial step in such 
procedure the holding of a public hearing to ascertain whether the public health, safety or 
welfare requires the removal of poles, overhead wires and associated overhead structures, and 
the underground installation of wires and facilities for supplying electric, communication, cable 
television or similar or associated service in any such district; and; and 

WHEREAS, at the January 21, 2015 City Council meeting, staff was directed to proceed 
with the establishment of a 1300 block Elm Avenue underground utility district coincident with 
the City of San Diego's adjacent Underground Utility District; and 

WHEREAS, at that City Council meeting the addition of the 900-1000 blocks of Fern 
Avenue to this underground utility district was also authorized; and 

WHEREAS, subsequent to the January 21, 2015 City Council meeting, staff learned that 
the 1300 block of Donax Avenue was also adjacent to the City of San Diego's planned utility 
underground block; and 

WHEREAS, staff recommends that this block of Donax Avenue be added to the City of 
Imperial Beach Underground Utility District list of projects "UNDERGROUND UTILITY 
DISTRICT IN 1300 BLOCK DONAX AVENUE" with the district boundaries defined to be 1300 
Block Donax Avenue, within the City limits of Imperial Beach. 

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

1. NOTICE IS HERBY GIVEN that a public hearing will be held by the City Council of the 
City of Imperial Beach on March 16, 2016 at the hour of 6:00 p.m., in the Council 
Chambers, 825 Imperial Beach Boulevard, Imperial Beach, California, to ascertain 
whether the public health, safety or welfare requires the relocation of aerial utilities 
consisting of wires and facilities for supplying electric, communications, cable television 
or similar or associated service in the district underground. 

2. At such hearing all persons interested shall be given an opportunity to be heard. Said 
hearing may be continued from time to time as may be determined by the City Council. 
The decision of the Council at such hearing shall be final and conclusive. 

3. The City Clerk shall also notify all affected property owners, as shown on the last 
equalized assessment roll, and all utilities concerned, of the time and place of such 
hearing by mailing a copy of this Resolution to such property owners, and utilities 
concerned, at least fifteen days prior to the date thereof. 

4. The area proposed to be included in the district is shown upon that certain map entitled 
"UNDERGROUND UTILITY DISTRICT IN 1300 BLOCK DONAX AVENUE" and 
designated as Exhibit "A", which is on file in the office of the City Clerk of Imperial 
Beach. 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Imperial 
Beach at its meeting held on the 17th day of February 2016, by the following vote: 



AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ATTEST: 

JACQUELINE M. HALO, MMC 
CITY CLERK 

Resolution No. 2016-7669 
Page 2 of 2 

SERGE DEDINA, MAYOR 



ATTACHMENT 2 

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7670 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH, 
CALIFORNIA, CALLING A PUBLIC HEARING TO DETERMINE IF THE PUBLIC HEALTH, 
SAFETY OR WELFARE REQUIRES THE FORMATION OF AN UNDERGROUND UTILITY 
DISTRICT IN 1300 BLOCK ELM AVENUE, (UNDERGROUND UTILITY DISTRICT IN 1300 
ELM AVENUE) 

WHEREAS, Chapter 13.08 of the Imperial Beach Municipal Code establishes a 
procedure for the creation of underground utility districts, and requires as the initial step in such 
procedure the holding of a public hearing to ascertain whether the public health, safety or 
welfare requires the removal of poles, overhead wires and associated overhead structures, and 
the underground installation of wires and facilities for supplying electric, communication, cable 
television or similar or associated service in any such district; and; and 

WHEREAS, at the January 21,2015 City Council meeting, staff was directed to proceed 
with the establishment of a 1300 block Elm Avenue underground utility district coincident with 
the City of San Diego's adjacent Underground Utility District; and 

WHEREAS, at that City Council meeting the addition of the 900-1000 blocks of Fern 
Avenue to this underground utility district was also authorized; and 

WHEREAS, subsequent to the January 21, 2015 City Council meeting, staff learned that 
the 1300 block of Donax Avenue was also adjacent to the City of San Diego's planned utility 
underground block; and 

WHEREAS, staff recommends that the 1300 block of Elm Avenue be added to the City 
of Imperial Beach Underground Utility District list of projects "UNDERGROUND UTILITY 
DISTRICT IN 1300 BLOCK ELM AVENUE" with the district boundaries defined to be 1300 Block 
Elm Avenue within the City limits of Imperial Beach. 

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

1. NOTICE IS HERBY GIVEN that a public hearing will be held by the City Council of the 
City of Imperial Beach on March 16, 2016 at the hour of 6:00 p.m., in the Council 
Chambers, 825 Imperial Beach Boulevard, Imperial Beach, California, to ascertain 
whether the public health, safety or welfare requires the relocation of aerial utilities 
consisting of wires and facilities for supplying electric, communications, cable television 
or similar or associated service in the district underground. 

2. At such hearing all persons interested shall be given an opportunity to be heard. Said 
hearing may be continued from time to time as may be determined by the City Council. 
The decision of the Council at such hearing shall be final and conclusive. 

3. The City Clerk shall also notify all affected property owners, as shown on the last 
equalized assessment roll, and all utilities concerned, of the time and place of such 
hearing by mailing a copy of this Resolution to such property owners, and utilities 
concerned, at least fifteen days prior to the date thereof. 

4. The area proposed to be included in the district is shown upon that certain map entitled 
"UNDERGROUND UTILITY DISTRICT IN 1300 BLOCK ELM AVENUE" and designated 
as Exhibit "B", which is on file in the office of the City Clerk of Imperial Beach. 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Imperial 
Beach at its meeting held on the 17th day of February 2016, by the following vote: 



AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ATTEST: 

JACQUELINE M. HALO, MMC 
CITY CLERK 

Resolution No. 2016-7670 
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SERGE DEDINA, MAYOR 



ATTACHMENT 3 

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7671 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH, 
CALIFORNIA, CALLING A PUBLIC HEARING TO DETERMINE IF THE PUBLIC HEALTH, 
SAFETY OR WELFARE REQUIRES THE FORMATION OF AN UNDERGROUND UTILITY 
DISTRICT IN 900-1000 BLOCKS FERN AVENUE, (UNDERGROUND UTILITY DISTRICT IN 
900-1000 FERN AVENUE) 

WHEREAS, Chapter 13.08 of the Imperial Beach Municipal Code establishes a 
procedure for the creation of underground utility districts, and requires as the initial step in such 
procedure the holding of a public hearing to ascertain whether the public health, safety or 
welfare requires the removal of poles, overhead wires and associated overhead structures, and 
the underground installation of wires and facilities for supplying electric, communication, cable 
television or similar or associated service in any such district; and; and 

WHEREAS, at the January 21, 2015 City Council meeting, staff was directed to proceed 
with the establishment of a 1300 block Elm Avenue underground utility district coincident with 
the City of San Diego's adjacent Underground Utility District; and 

WHEREAS, at that City Council meeting the addition of the 900-1000 blocks of Fern 
Avenue to this underground utility district was also authorized; and 

WHEREAS, subsequent to the January 21, 2015 City Council meeting, staff learned that 
the 1300 block of Donax Avenue was also adjacent to the City of San Diego's planned utility 
underground block; and 

WHEREAS, staff recommends that the 900-1000 blocks of Fern Avenue be added to the 
City of Imperial Beach Underground Utility District list of projects "UNDERGROUND UTILITY 
DISTRICT IN 900-1000 BLOCKS FERN AVENUE" with the district boundaries defined to be 
900-1000 Block Fern Avenue within the City limits of Imperial Beach. 

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

1. NOTICE IS HERBY GIVEN that a public hearing will be held by the City Council of the 
City of Imperial Beach on March 16, 2016 at the hour of 6:00 p.m., in the Council 
Chambers, 825 Imperial Beach Boulevard, Imperial Beach, California, to ascertain 
whether the public health, safety or welfare requires the relocation of aerial utilities 
consisting of wires and facilities for supplying electric, communications, cable television 
or similar or associated service in the district underground. 

2. At such hearing all persons interested shall be given an opportunity to be heard. Said 
hearing may be continued from time to time as may be determined by the City Council. 
The decision of the Council at such hearing shall be final and conclusive. 

3. The City Clerk shall also notify all affected property owners, as shown on the last 
equalized assessment roll, and all utilities concerned, of the time and place of such 
hearing by mailing a copy of this Resolution to such property owners, and utilities 
concerned, at least fifteen days prior to the date thereof. 

4. The area proposed to be included in the district is shown upon that certain map entitled 
"UNDERGROUND UTILITY DISTRICT IN 900-1000 BLOCKS FERN AVENUE" and 
designated as Exhibit "C", which is on file in the office of the City Clerk of Imperial 
Beach. 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Imperial 
Beach at its meeting held on the 17th day of February 2016, by the following vote: 



AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ATTEST: 

JACQUELINE M. HALO, MMC 
CITY CLERK 

Resolution No. 2016-7671 
Page 2 of 2 

SERGE DEDINA, MAYOR 
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TO: 

FROM: 

MEETING DATE: 

ORIGINATING DEPT.: 

SUBJECT: 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

AGENDA ITEM NO. d. 7 

STAFF REPORT 

CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 

HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

ANDY HALL, CITY MANAGER At-\ 
FEBRUARY 17, 2016 I 
PUBLIC WORKS ,b.frJ ~ 
PUMP STATION NO. 10 EMERGENCY REPAIR - UPDATE 
REPORT 

At the January 20, 2016 City Council meeting, City Council authorized emergency repairs to 
Sewer Pump Station No. 10 and appropriated $350,000 from the Sewer Enterprise Fund for 
those emergency repairs. On Thursday, January 28, 2016, Charles King, Inc. was awarded the 
bid for the emergency repair at a bid price of $136,855. Emergency work is expected to 
commence on or about Monday, February 22, 2016. Repair work is expected to complete in 3-
weeks or less. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Acknowledge the award of the contract with Charles King, Inc. and that the proposed work was 
awarded at a cost of $136,855, well under the engineer's estimate. 

RATIONALE: 

This emergency repair will restore the two severely damaged sewer mains leading directly into 
Pump Station No. 10, eliminating ground water infiltration and allow the continued restoration of 
Pump Station No. 10 previously awarded to Cora Constructors. Cora Constructors contract 
work was deferred waiting for these emergency repairs to be completed. 

OPTIONS: 

• Acknowledge this report. No other action required or requested. 

BACKGROUND: 

Resolution No. 2016-7662 adopted by City Council Wednesday January 20, 2016 noted the 
damaged sewer mains feeding directly into Pump Station No. 10 and authorized the funding 
from the Sewer Enterprise Fund for emergency repair to the damaged sewer mains. The 
emergency repair of this project has been awarded and will commence work on or about 
Monday, January 22, 2016. 
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City Engineer, NV5, assisted City staff in seeping the work required and the specifications that 
would best effect the repair. When the repair is complete, these sewer mains will correct the 
severe infiltration and help extend the life of the system 30 to 50 years. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: 

Project is exempt from CEQA pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15302(c): Replace or 
Reconstruction of Existing Utility Systems and Facilities. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

Expenditure of $136,855 from Sewer Enterprise Fund operating reserve. 



TO: 

FROM: 

MEETING DATE: 

ORIGINATING DEPT.: 

SUBJECT: 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 2 · ~ 

STAFF REPORT 

CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 

HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

ANDY HALL, CITY MANAGERl\\\ 

FEBRUARY 17, 2016 

CITY ADMINISTRATION 

AUTHORIZATION TO SUBMIT LETTER OF OPPOSITION TO SB 
876 BASED ON PREEMPTION OF LOCAL AUTHORITY AND 
INCONSISTENCY WITH LOCAL LAWS AND REGULATIONS 

The League of California Cities has asked member agencies to provide letters of opposition to 
SB 876 because as written, the legislation will preempt local authority to regulate public spaces 
within the community. The legislation would allow homeless persons to occupy and these areas 
indefinitely including placements of tents and other shelters. This would reduce access to public 
areas by other residents and visitors and be in direct conflict with City and Port of San Diego 
regulations that do not allow overnight camping. 

Recommendation: Authorize staff to prepare a letter of opposition for signature by the Mayor 
and members of the City Council in opposition of SB 876. 

Rationale: As written, SB 876 preempts local authority and is inconsistent with duly 
adopted ordinances, resolutions and regulations of the City of Imperial 
Beach and the Unified Port of San Diego. 

Options: Approve the recommendation of staff 

BACKGROUND: 

Modify and approve the recommendation of staff 
Deny the recommendation of staff 

According to research conducted by the League of California Cities, SB 876 would preempt local 
authority to address important issues affecting public health and safety in public spaces and on 
private property that is held open to the public, including not limited to, plazas, courtyards, parking 
lots, sidewalks, public transportation facilities, public buildings, shopping centers and parks. In 
such areas, homeless individuals would be empowered to occupy such spaces indefinitely, 
including with tents and other shelter, while reducing access to all other members of the public. 

ANALYSIS: 
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The League determined that while the bill is well-intended, SB 876 would adequately address the 
challenges of homelessness in our state and within our communities. The bill contains no 
solutions for homelessness, it offers no new programs, no funding for housing, and no effort to 
improve services. In fact, the bill on page 3, line 16, specifically states, "Passing this Act will not 
reduce homelessness." Instead, the League has determined that it creates a special set of 
exemptions and privileges for one group of people and undermines the equal applicability of laws. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: 

This is not a project as defined by CEQA. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

None. 

Attachments: 

• Proposed Letter of Opposition 
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The Honorable Senator Carol Liu 
California State Senate 
State Capitol, Room 5097 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
FAX: (9 16) 65 1-4925 

RE: SB 876 (Liu) Homelessness 
Notice of OPPOSITION 

Dear Senator Liu: 

On behalf of the City of Imperial Beach I regret to inform you of ouJ opposition of Senate Bill 

876 (Liu). 

This measure is preempting local authority to address imp01tant issues affecting public health 

and safety in public spaces and on private property that is held open to the public, including not 

limited to, plazas, courtyards, parking Jots, sidewalks, public transportation facilities, public 

buildings, shopping centers and parks. We recognize that this measure is well intentioned; 

however, local agencies must continue to be able to protect the public, health, safety and welfa re 
of their communities. Moreover, we do not believe this measure will make a positive impact in 

the effort to address chronic homelessness. 

Removing local enforcement authority as you propose in SB 876 will do nothing to help the 
problem, and would actually undermine existing efforts. SB 876 contains no solutions for ending 

homelessness. In fact, the bill on page 3, line 16, specifically states, "Passing this Act will not 

reduce homelessness." Removing local authority could exacerbate the problem by removing 
incentives for some to take advantage of existing resources and services being offered. 

The key to getting people off of the streets is to provide more shelter. We need resources: 
permanent housing beds and accompanying social services such as mental health treatment, job 

training, addiction counseling, etc. Cities and other local agencies need more funding and 

flexibility to provide these proven programs. 



Once again, the City of Imperial Beach regrets to infmm you of our opposition to SB 876. 

Sincerely, 

Serge Dedina, Mayor Ed Spriggs, Mayor Pro-Tern 

Councilmember Lorie Bragg Councilmember Robeii Patton 

Councilmember Brian P. Bilbray 

cc: 
Ben Hueso, State Senator, 40th District, 303 H Street, Suite 200, Chula Vista, CA 91910 
Toni Atkins, State Assembly Speaker, 1350 Front Street, Room 6054, San Diego, CA 
92101 
Alison Dinmore, Consultant, Senate Committee on Transportation and Housing, fax: (916) 
445-2209 
Doug Yoakam, Housing Consultant, Senate Republican Caucus, fax: (916) 445-2209 
Catherine Hill, League Regional Public Affairs Manager, chill@cacities.org 
Meg Desmond, League of California Cities, mdesmond@cacities.org 
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HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

ANDY HALL, CITY MANAGERt* 
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CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7667 
AUTHORIZING THE DEDICATION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY INTO 
THE CITY'S STREET SYSTEM RELATED TO 
RELINQUISHMENT RECEIVED FROM CAL TRANS FOR A 
PORTION OF STATE ROUTE 75 TO FURTHER FACILITATE 
THE REALIGNMENT OF THE PALM AVENUE/STATE ROUTE 
75 INTERSECTION AND RIGHTMOFMWAY ADJACENT TO THE 
PROPOSED BREAKWATER PROJECT 

Staff is seeking approval of Resolution No. 2016M7667 that would dedicate right-of-way for 
public use related to relinquishment received from Caltrans for a portion of State Route 75 that 
would further facilitate the realignment of the Palm Avenue/State Route 75 intersection and 
right-of-way adjacent to the proposed Breakwater gth & Palm project. The relinquishment has 
already been completed, and the City must now accept the road into the City street system per 
California Streets and Hrghways Code Section 1806. Approval of Resolution 2016-7667 would 
also exclude certain areas from the right-of-way, such as Triangle Park and a stormwater 
treatment garden that will be installed during construction of the Breakwater project. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That the City Council adopt Resolution No. 2016-7667, authorizing the dedication of right-of-way 
into the City's street system related to relinquishment received from Caltrans for a portion of 
State Route ("SR") 75 per California Streets and Highways Code Section 1806 and excluding 
certain areas, such as Triangle Park and a stormwater treatment garden that will be installed 
during construction of the Breakwater project. 

RATIONALE: 

Adoption of Resolution No. 2015-7667 dedicating right-of-way into the City's street system per 
California Streets and Highway Codes Section 1806 will further facilitate the realignment of the 
Palm Avenue/SR-75 intersection and right-of-way adjacent to the proposed Breakwater glh & 
Palm project. 
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In considering this resolution, the City Council has the following options: 

1. Adopt Resolution No. 2016-7667 as proposed; 

2. Take no action on the resolution and request additional information regarding the partial 
relinquishment to be provided at a future City Council meeting; or 

3. Deny adoption of Resolution No. 2016-7667. 

BACKGROUND: 

On February 19, 2009, the City Council approved the Palm Avenue Commercial Corridor Master 
Plan ("Master Plan"). This plan proposed right-of-way improvements for the Palm Avenue/SR-
75 corridor focused on improving pedestrian safety and walkability, enhancing the corridor's 
overall aesthetics and appearance, and improving functionality of the vehicular corridor while 
maintaining acceptable traffic levels of service all in an effort to create a "main street" 
environment. The Master Plan divided the corridor into four sectors, each of which had similar 
yet unique design proposals and recommendations. In response to input from both the 
community and City Council, one of the sectors, known as the "Park Sector" recommended the 
realignment of the Palm Avenue/SR 75 transition/intersection to provide a more easily-traveled 
and pronounced roadway on which west-bound Palm Avenue/SR 75 traffic could access 
Imperial Beach. 

On December 14, 2011, the Breakwater project proposed for the property at 91
h Street and Palm 

Avenue/SR-75 by Sudberry-Palm Avenue, LLC ("Sudberry") was approved by the City Council. 
As a condition of approval for the project, during early discussion of the project, Sudberry was 
asked to develop a site plan that would allow for the future implementation of the Master Plan's 
Park Sector. During these discussions as well as meetings with the California State Department 
of Transportation ("Caltrans"), it was apparent that the Park Sector configuration would address 
Caltrans' requirements as well as the needs of the tenants of the proposed development at 91

h 

and Palm. Staff worked with Sudberry, therefore, to implement the Park Sector, in the review 
and approval of their project. In order to implement the Palm Avenue/SR-75 reconfiguration, 
however, it was determined that a relinquishment to the City of a portion of the Caltrans right-of
way would be required. 

To initiate the partial relinquishment process, on April 14, 2010, the City Council authorized the 
City Manager to send a letter to Caltrans officially requesting the proposed partial 
relinquishment. On October 6, 2010, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 2010-6948 
accepting a partial relinquishment which was subsequently approved by Caltrans and recorded 
on June 22, 2011. On June 17, 2015, the City Council authorized the acceptance of a second 
partial relinquishment for areas along the frontage of the Breakwater project site, which Caltrans 
is still processing. 

Following the City's acceptance of the relinquishment from Caltrans, the Breakwater project 
received approval of an encroachment permit to realign the Palm Avenue/SR-75 intersection 
and right-of-way adjacent to the Breakwater 91

h & Palm project site. 
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In order to further facilitate the realignment of the Palm Avenue/SR-75 intersection and right-of
way adjacent to the proposed Breakwater project, the City must dedicate the right-of-way 
received from Caltrans into the City's street system per California Streets and Highways Code 
Section 1806 (see Attachment 1 Exhibit A - Dedication Plat & Legal Description). It should be 
noted that some areas within the relinquished area will not be dedicated as a public street. This 
excluded property includes Triangle Park and a stormwater treatment garden that will be 
installed during construction of the Breakwater project. 

ANALYSIS: 

Caltrans has already relinquished right-of-way to the City, and the City must now dedicate the 
right-of-way received from Caltrans into the City's street system per California Streets and 
Highways Code Section 1806. A resolution to dedicate the relinquished right-of-way as a city 
street is required in order for the City to maintain and be responsible for the property as a public 
street. Some portions of the area relinquished to the City by Caltrans will be excluded from the 
right-of-way dedication because these properties will be used for other purposes. Specifically 
excluded from the proposed dedication are the properties known as Triangle Park and another 
parcel that will be used as a stormwater treatment garden that will be installed during 
construction of the Breakwater project. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: 

The dedication of right-of-way into the City's street system is not, in itself, a project as defined 
by the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA"). However, the proposed Palm 
Avenue/SR-75 realignment as well as the development proposal by Sudberry was subject to 
CEQA review and complies with the requirements of CEQA as a Mitigated Negative, Declaration 
("MND") was prepared for the project and routed for public review from November 7, 2011 to 
December 7, 2011 and submitted to the State Clearinghouse (SCH #2011111018) for agency 
review. The MND was approved by the City Council on December 14, 2011 . 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

On-going maintenance costs of the relinquished and accepted right-of-way would be incurred by 
the City but would not be substantial as Sudberry will also provide maintenance of portions of 
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the relinquished Caltrans' right-of-way as a condition of approval for the Breakwater project. 
Pursuant to the Purchase and Sale Agreement between the Successor Agency and Sudberry 
for development of the Breakwater project, $2.2 million of tax allocation bond funds will be 
contributed for the construction of the proposed reconfigured/realigned right-of-way and other 
public improvements adjacent to the property. 

Attachments: 

1. Resolution No. 2016-7667 with Exhibit A Dedication Plat and Legal Description 



Attachment 1 

RESOLUTION NO 2016-7667 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH, 
CALIFORNIA, AUTHORIZING THE DEDICATION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY INTO THE CITY'S 
STREET SYSTEM RELATED TO RELINQUISHMENT RECEIVED FROM CAL TRANS FOR A 
PORTION OF STATE ROUTE 75 TO FURTHER FACILITATE THE REALIGNMENT OF THE 
PALM AVENUE/STATE ROUTE 75 INTERSECTION AND RIGHT-OF-WAY ADJACENT TO 
THE PROPOSED BREAKWATER PROJECT 

WHEREAS, On February 19, 2009, the City Council approved the Palm Avenue 
Commercial Corridor Master Plan which included a "Park Sector" that recommended the 
realignment of the Palm Avenue/SR 75 transition/intersection to provide a more easily-traveled 
and pronounced roadway on which west-bound Palm Avenue/SR 75 traffic could access 
Imperial Beach; and 

WHEREAS, On December 14, 2011, the Breakwater project proposed for the property at 
91

h Street and Palm Avenue/SR-75 by Sudberry-Palm Avenue, LLC was approved by the City 
Council, which included implementation of the Master Plan's Palm Avenue/SR-75 Park Sector 
reconfiguration; and 

WHEREAS, in order to implement the Palm Avenue/SR-75 reconfiguration, a 
relinquishment to the City of a portion of the Caltrans right-of-way would be required; and 

WHEREAS, on April 14, 2010 the City Council authorized the City Manager to send a 
letter to Caltrans officially requesting the proposed partial relinquishment; and 

WHEREAS, on October 6, 2010, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 2010-6948 
accepting a partial relinquishment which was subsequently approved by Caltrans and recorded 
on June 22, 2011; and 

WHEREAS, on June 17, 2015, the City Council authorized the acceptance of a second 
partial relinquishment for areas along the frontage of the Breakwater project site, which Caltrans 
is still processing; and 

WHEREAS, following the City's acceptance of the second partial relinquishment from 
Caltrans, the Breakwater project received approval of an encroachment permit to realign the 
Palm Avenue/SR-75 intersection and right-of-way adjacent to the Breakwater 91

h & Palm project 
site; and 

WHEREAS, in order to further facilitate the realignment of the Palm Avenue/SR-75 
intersection and right-of-way adjacent to the proposed Breakwater project, the City must 
dedicate the right-of-way received from Caltrans into the City's street system per California 
Streets and Highways Code Section 1806; and 

WHEREAS, some areas within the relinquished area are included in this dedication, 
such as Triangle Park and a stormwater treatment garden that will be installed during 
construction of the Breakwater project. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of Imperial 
Beach, that the City approves the dedication of right-of-way into the City's street system related 
to relinquishment received from Caltrans for a portion of State Route 75 per California Streets 
and Highways Code Section 1806 as described below: 
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1. The dedication described in Exhibit A is hereby accepted into the City's street system 
per California Streets and Highways Code Section 1806. 

2. The signatory on any recording documents is hereby delegated to the City Manager, as 
a means of carrying out policy adopted by the City Council via this resolution. The City 
Manager is authorized to sign any and all documents necessary to release, distinguish,· 
and/or reconvey this easement if necessary. 

3. The City Clerk is hereby authorized to have this resolution recorded in the Office of the 
County Recorder of San Diego County. From the date of recordation of this resolution, 
the easement no longer constitutes an easement. 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Imperial 
Beach at its regular meeting held on the 171

h day of February 2016, by the following vote: 

AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 
ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ATTEST: 

JACQUELINE M. HALO, CMC 
CITY CLERK 

SERGE DEDINA, MAYOR 



EXHIBrT 'A' 

Legal Description for 

PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY DEDICATION 

Resolution No. 2016-7667 
Page 3 of 8 

That portion of land relinquished to the City of Imperial Beach per Relinquishment No. 
R31154 as shown on Caltrans State Highway Map No. 330, recorded May 19, 2011 as File 
No. 2011-0259619 in the office of the County Recorder of San Diego County, in the City of 
Imperial Beach, County of San Diego, State of California, more particularly described as 
follows: 

Beginning at the Northeast corner of said land relinquished to the City of Imperial Beach, 
also being on the Southerly right-of-way line of State Route 75; thence along the boundary 
of said Relinquishment South 00°39'21" West 45.10 feet to a point on the North line of 
Breakwater, according to Map thereof No. 16061, recorded October 28, 2015 as File No. 
2015-7000422 in the Office of Said County Recorder; thence continuing along the 
boundary of said Relinquishment and the North line of said Map No. 16061 as follows: 
North 89"20'39" West 107.88 feet; thence North 01"06'48" East 10.57 feet; thence North 
89"20'29" West 108.22 feet to a point hereinafter to be known as Point "A"; thence 
continuing North 89°20'29" West 292.40 feet; thence leaving said North line and continuing 
along the boundary of said Relinquishment North 00°39'31" East 80.06 feet; thence North 
89"20'29" West 140.00 feet; North 00"39'21" East 10.00 feet to a point hereinafter to be 
known as Point "8", thence continuing North 00"39'21" East 92.68 feet to the beginning of 
a non-tangent 2279.60 foot radius curve concave to the Northeast, a radial line to said 
beginning bears South 22"25'50" West; thence along the arc of said curve Southeasterly 
515.01 feet through a central angle of 12°56'40"; thence South 83"05'00" East 12.21 feet; 
thence South 84°45'36" East 141.03 feet to the Point of Beginning. 

Excepting therefrom: 

Exception Area uA" 

Commencing at the above described Point uA"; thence North 00"39'31" East 9.42 feet to 
the True Point of Beginning; thence North 89°20'34" West 158.37 feet to the beginning of 
a tangent 73.50 foot radius curve concave to the Northeast; thence along the arc of said 
curve Northwesterly 43.57 feet through a central angle of 33"57'54"; thence North 
55°22'40" West 6.98 feet; thence North 241)43'25" East 4.12 feet to the beginning of a 
tangent 25.00 foot radius curve concave to the Southeast; thence along the arc of said 
curve Northeasterly 17.32 feet through a central angle of 39°41'05"; thence North 
64(124'30" East 50.84 feet; thence North 84"39'09" East 28.08 feet; thence South 65"17'56'' 
East 36.87 feet to the beginning of a tangent 99.00 foot radius curve concave to the 
Northeast; thence along the arc of said curve Southeasterly 22.17 feet through a central 
angle of 12°50'01"; thence South 78°07'57" East 33.04 feet to the beginning of a tangent 
40.00 foot radius curve concave to the Southwest; thence along the arc of said curve 
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Southeasterly 45.38 feel through a central ang le of 65°00'28" to the True Point of 
Beginning. 

Exception Area "B" 

Beginning at the above described Point "B"; thence North 00°39'21" East 76.54 feet to 
the beginning of a non-tangent 2294.60 foot radius curve concave to the Northeast, a 
radial line to said beginning bears South 22°16'52" West; thence along the arc of said 
curve Southeasterly '197.22 feel through a central angle of 4°55'29" to the beginning of a 
non-tangent 190.50 foot radius curve concave to the Northwest, a radial line to said 
beginning bears South 21 °11 '31" East; thence along the arc of said curve Southwesterly 
30.04 feet through a central angle of 9°02'07" to the beginning of a 140.50 fool radius 
compound curve concave to the North, a radial line to said beginning bears South 
12°09'24" East; thence along the arc of said curve Westerly 18.29 feet through a central 
angle of 7°27'36", thence North 89¢20'29 11 West 139.54 feet to the Point of Beginning. 

Said parcel contains 0.747 acre, more or less. 

All bearings and distances in the above legal description are ground, and based upon the 
California Coordinate System. Zone 6, N.A.D. 83, Epoch 1991.35. 

This legal description was prepared by me or under my direction in conformance with the 
Land Surveyors' Act. 

Signature on file 

GARY L. H~"S 
LS 7019 

/c-o8-4JtE 
DATE 
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REFERENCE DHAWJNOS: 
• MAP NO. 16061 
• MAP NO. 1145 
• MAP NO. 2450 
• CALTRANS L.O. MAP 34506 
• C!lLTRANS STAT£ HIGHWAY MAP NO. 330 

(RELINQUISHMENT NO. RJ1154) 

INDICATES RIGHT- OF- WAY 
DEDIC/I TION FOR PUBLIC US£ 

TOTAL AREA=O. 717 ACRE 

INDICATES AREA EXCLUDED FROM 
RIGHT- OF- WAY DEDICATION 
{TO REMAIN CITY OWNED PROPERTY) 

EXCEPnON AREA "A "=0. 181 ACRE 
EXCEPnON AREA "8"=0.177 ACRE 

( ) INDICA TE:S RECORD VALUE PER 
STAT£ HIGHlY A Y MAP NO. 330 

P.O. B. INDICATES POINT OF BEGINNING 

P.O. C. INDICATES POINT OF COMMENCEMENT 

T.P.O.B. INDICA T£5 TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING 

BASIS OF BEARINGS: 

THE BASIS OF BEARINGS FOR THIS 
ORA WING IS A PORTION OF THE NORTH 
LINE OF BREAKWATER, IN THE CITY OF 
IMPERIAL BEACH. COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, 
STAT£ OF CAUFORNIA. ACCORDING TO 
MAP THEREOF NO. 16061, RECORDED 
OCTOBER 28, 2015 AS Fit£ NO. 
2015-7000422 IN THE OffiCE OF SAID 
COUNTY RECORDER. 

I.E., NORTH 89'20'29" Kf'ST 
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TO: 

FROM: 

MEETING DATE: 

ORIGINATING DEPT.: 

SUBJECT: 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

STAFF REPORT 

CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 

AGENDA ITEM NO. ~ • \ 

HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

ANDY HALL, CITY MANAGERC\~ 

FEBRUARY 17, 2016 I '. \ 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTME~ 
INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE NO. 
2016~1155: COASTAL COMMISSION STIPULATED 
MODIFICATIONS TO THE ZONING IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 
2013~2021 IMPERIAL BEACH HOUSING ELEMENT. MF 1060 

This is the consideration of the Introduction and First Reading of Ordinance No. 2016-1155 that 
proposes Coastal Commission stipulated zoning modifications to Ordinance No. 2014-1146, 
which was adopted by the City Council on August 6, 2014 to implement Programs 12 and 13 of 
the 2013-2021 (51

h Cycle) Imperial Beach Housing Element. The changes adopted by the City 
Council on August 6, 2014, were necessary to bring the City's zoning code into compliance with 
current State and federal laws. The modifications recommended by the Coastal Commission, 
which do not substantively alter the regulations adopted by the City Council, are now being 
presented for City Council consideration. 

DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION: 

That the City Council: 

1. Open the public hearing; 

2. Receive report and entertain testimony; 

3. Call for the Introduction and First Reading of Ordinance No. 2016-1155 by title only; 

4. City Clerk to read Ordinance 2016-1155 by title only; 

5. Close the public hearing; and 

6. Call for motion to waive further reading in full of Ordinance No. 2016-1155 and set the 
matter for its Second Reading and adoption at the next regularly scheduled City Council 
meeting. 
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Adoption of the modifications stipulated by the Coastal Commission would amend and certify 
previously-adopted Ordinance No. 2014-1146 that implemented Programs 12 (Affordable 
Housing Density Bonus) and 13 (manufactured homes, transitional/ supportive housing and 
single-room occupancy units, reasonable accommodations provisions, senior housing, and 
employee housing) of the adopted Imperial Beach Housing Element. 

OPTIONS: 

Option 1: Approve Ordinance No. 2016-1155 that modifies previously-adopted Ordinance 
No. 2014-1146 as stipulated by the Coastal Commission. Adoption of the 
proposed ordinance would complete the City's obligation to make changes to the 
zoning ordinance so that it would be in compliance with the State's Housing 
Element Law and federal laws. 

Option 2: Do not approve Ordinance No. 2016-1155 as stipulated by the Coastal 
Commission. This option would render the City's Housing Element out of 
compliance with the state's Housing Element Law and would make the City 
ineligible for many of the state's funding programs. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTI'ON/ BACKGROUND: 

The Housing Element is one of the seven 
mandated elements of the General Plan 
(Government Code Section 65302) and it is to 
contain analyses, strategies, policies and 
programs for addressing the following goals: 
ensuring provision of sufficient housing for all 
income groups, preserving affordable housing 
stock, minimizing governmental constraints to 
providing housing, providing affordable housing 
opportunities for low- and moderate-income 
residents, and complying with all applicable laws 
and regulations relating to housing. The Housing 
Element was adopted by the City Council on 
January 23, 2013 (Resolution No. 2013-7287) 
and certified by the California Department of 
Housing and Community Development (HCD) on 
February 21, 2013. 

lns.rWt04.1At"tn"-tun• :ru 
p,.~,.,.,UUIOI 

(U>JIIH-44<0 

On August 6, 2014, the City Council adopted Ordinance No. 2014-1146, zoning amendments 
that implemented Housing Element Program 12 (Affordable Housing Density Bonus) and 
Program 13 (manufactured homes, transitional/ supportive housing and single-room occupancy 
units, reasonable accommodations provisions, senior housing, and employee housing) in order 
to comply with state and federal laws. Housing Element Program 11 (that proposed to amend 
Zoning Ordinance § 19.42.070 by eliminating the lot combining restriction for development in the 
multiple-unit residential zones and including incentives to encourage the owner-initiated merger 
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or consolidation of contiguous properties) was eliminated from consideration as being 
ineffectual in realizing significant affordable housing yields. 

On June 3, 2015, the City Council made changes to the modifications stipulated by the Coastal 
Commission. On June 17, 2015, the Second Reading of the ordinance with those changes was 
withdrawn from the agenda upon receiving notice from the Coastal Commission that changes to 
its modifications (except for grammatical errors) would not be allowed. City staff met or 
teleconferenced with Coastal Commission staff on October 19, 2015, December 17, 2015 and 
on January 12, 2016 to discuss a number of issues related to coastal projects including this 
ordinance. Commission staff advised us that Commission changes to its modifications (other 
than grammatical errors) would be difficult, time-consuming, and may not result in overturning 
its action. With our Housing Element and funding opportunities in jeopardy, city staff believed it 
advisable to bring the previously stipulated modifications to the City Council for consideration 
and action. 

PROJECT EVALUATION/ DISCUSSION: 

On March 11 , 2015, the Coastal Commission provisionally certified Ordinance No. 2014-1146 
(LCP-6-IMB-1 4-0838-1) with the stipulation that their modifications be adopted by the City 
Council within 6 months pursuant to Coastal Commission Regulation Section 13542(b): The 
modifications suggested by the Commission were primarily provisions that would ensure that 
the housing implementation measures did not conflict with the Coastal Act. The Coastal 
Commission provided the following modifica1ions (highlighted in yellow) to Ordinance No. 2014-
1146: 

19.65.020. Definitions . 

. . . "Maximum allowable residential density" means the density allowed under the 
zoning ordinance and land use element of the general plan, or if a range of 
density is permitted, means the maximum allowable density for the specific 
zoning range and land use element of the general plan applicable to the project. 
Where the density allowed under the zoning ordinance is inconsistent with the 
density allowed under the land use element of the general plan or. if the 
m.o~d.e.nsWLin an_area subject tg.Jbe-=Citi,s ~.rtifi.e__<Llo_cal Coastal 
Er.ogram. the City's certified Local Cpastal Program. the general plan QLth_e. 
.Citv's ceitifi.e.d_LocaLC_oas.tal Ero,gr_am density shall prevail. 

19.65.100. Other Affordable Housing Incentives or Concessions. 

Applications for affordable housing projects not qualifying for or requesting a 
density bonus may be considered for incentives or concessions at the discretion 
of the City Council. The City may require an affordable housing agreement to 
ensure the availability of the targeted units for low and moderate income 
households for a period of 30 years and may execute such other provisions as 
may be necessary to implement the agreement. 

Eo_r_d~velopment witbi.n__ibe_Citis LCP jurisdictlon._Jill_'Lho~iog._...®velopment 
aoptox.e.._c;LsbalLbe consls..tent jp a manner mosU?rote.ctiY__e_of coastal resources. 
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witi:Lall.Qf_lli_~jjy ' s otherwise applicable certified Local Coa.sial Program pqlici!3S, 
aru:Lslaruiams. 

19.02.070. Reasonable Accommodation for Persons with Disabilities. 

A. Reasonable accommodation in the land use and zoning context means 
providing individuals with disabilities or developers of housing for people 
with disabilities, flexibility in the application of land use and zoning and 
building regulations, policies, practices and procedures, or even waiving 
certain requirements, when it is necessary to eliminate barriers to housing 
opportunities so long as the requested f lexibility or waiver would not 
requlteJLfundamentaLallerationJJLtbe_nature oJ the_clti,s_tand_us_e_and 
zoBlnSLcmd building regulations, policies, practic§S, procedures, and the 
City's certified Local Coastal Program. 

G, A request for reasonable accommodation in regulations, policies, 
practices and procedures may be filed at any time that the 
accommodation may be necessary to ensure equal access to housing, A 
reasonable accommodation does not affect the obligations of an 
individual/.s pL ue..v..elop.euf llousioa.JOLaoJodiYidual witiLdisallilitiaa 
ealigatieRs to comply with other applicable regulations not at issue in the 
requested accommodation, 

L. The written decision to grant, grant with modifications, or deny a request 
for reasonable accommodation shall be consistent with fair housing laws 
and based on the following factors: 

(1) Whether the housing, which is the subject of the request for 
reasonable accommodation, will be used by an individual with 
disabilities protected under fair housing laws; 

(2) Whether the requested accommodation is necessary to make 
housing available to an individual with disabilities protected under 
the fair housing laws; 

(3) Whether the requested accommodation would impose an undue 
financial or administrative burden on the jurisdiction and; 

(4) Whether the requested accommodation would require a 
fundamental alteration in the nature of the jurisdiction's land use 
and zoning or building program ancLt!N_GLty.) certified Local 
.C.Qastal Program, 

Tl1e City Council amended (shown in grey) these modifications to read: 

19.65.020. Definitions. 

, , , "Maximum allowable residential density" means the density allowed under the 
zoning ordinance and land use element of the general plan, or if a range of 
density is permitted, means the maximum allowable density for the specific 
zoning range and land use element of the general plan applicable to the project. 

\\Coib-vm02\e\citywide_files\CITY COUNCIL\Staff Reports\CDD-DIR\2016 Staff Reports\021716 MF 1060 Housing 
Ord Mod 2 SRdoc 



City of Imperial Beach Staff Report 
MF 1 060 Housing Ordinance Modification 

February 17, 2016 
Page 5 of 6 

Where the density allowed under the zoning ordinance is inconsistent with the 
density allowed under the land use element of the general plan or. if the 
2roposed ®.n.sLly_js_in_ao_ar_e_a_s!!b,L~tQ_the__CLtis certified Local Ca.aMai 
£ro.gram.~itv's ceEtitieG=besal Coastal PFOE!faffl, the general plan pr the 
City's certified Local Coastal Program density shall prevail. 

The Coastal Commission would accept changes (such as that shown above) that could be 
deemed to be corrections to grammatical errors. 

The other change amended by the City Council read as follows: 

§ 19.02.070. Reasonable Accommodation for Persons with Disabilities. 

A. Reasonable accommodation in the land use and zoning context means providing 
individuals with disabilities or developers of housing for people with disabilities, flexibility 
in the application of land use and zoning and building regulations, policies, practices and 
procedures, or even waiving certain requirements, when it is necessary to eliminate 
barriers to housing opportunities ~.o Joog as.Jbe re,gu.esttldJLexlbilitY OLwai~.LW..QJ.Jld.APJ 
r.e_guire aJuoct~m!IDtal alteration ts to the aawre of the citv's land use anG:-aaiaG;aa~ 
9uilging regulations policies. practices procadur.es alliHfte Citi.s certified Lo.cal 
P o.astaLELogr.am 

The Coastal Commission staff advised city staff that the above would be a substantive change 
that could require the city to resubmit another ordinance (reflecting the Council~desired 
changes) to replace the original Ordinance No. 2014- 1146 and restart the certification process 
(which may take one to two years) without knowing if the Commission's original modification 
would be overturned. 

General Plan/Local Coastal Plan/Zoning Consistency: Government Code Section 65300.5 
provides that general plan elements and policies be internally consistent. Government Code 
Section 65860 provides that implementing ordinances be externally consistent with the General 
Plan/Local Coastal Plan. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: A draft Negative Declaration (NO) for the 51h Cycle 
Housing Element was prepared and advertised for public review from November 1, 2012 to 
December 3, 2012 in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the 
draft NO was routed for state agency review through the Clearinghouse (SCH# 2012111006) 
from November 1, 2012 to November 30, 2012. No comments were received. The draft ND 
was certified by the City Council on January 23, 2013 as the Final Negative Declaration. The 
Final NO remains adequate for the zoning modifications stipulated by the Coastal Commission. 

Local Coastal Program Amendment: Public Resources Code Section 30500.1 of the 
California Coastal Act provides that: "No local coastal program shall be required to include 
housing policies and programs." However, the Imperial Beach Zoning Ordinance (Title 19) is the 
implementation component of the Imperial Beach Local Coastal Program (LCP) and the 
amendment proposes to add and amend provisions of the Zoning Ordinance as described 
above. Public notice was given of the availability of documents and request for comments 
pertaining to this item and it began a six-week/45~day public review period from April 17, 2014 
through June 2, 2014 for the item prior to the August 6, 2014 final action taken by the City 
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Council on this amendment, pursuant to California Code of Regulations Code §13515 (14 CCR 
13515) and California Government Code §65352. This modification notice and amendment will 
be posted on the City's website at the Public Notices tab under the Government pull-down menu 
at www.imperialbeachca.gov. The Second Reading and adoption of the ordinance is 
scheduled for March 3, 2016. The proposed amendment will only become effectively certified 
upon the date the Coastal Commission concurs with the Executive Director's report of the City's 
acceptance of the suggested modifications and upon the Executive Director's determination that 
the modifications adopted by the City will be consistent with the Commission's certification 
order. 

FISCAL ANAL YSJS: 

The contract with Veronica Tam and Associates (authorized by the City Council on June 15, 
2011; Resolution No. 2011-7053 and R-10-231) to produce the 2013-2021 Housing Element 
was in the amount of $ 36,910 which was paid from the 20% housing set aside portion of the 
redevelopment funds. The Housing Element was completed ahead of the state's deadline and 
under budget. The zoning implementation is anticipated to have a negligible fiscal impact as it 
would merely bring municipal requirements and practices into compliance with state and federal 
laws. Adoption of the Coastal Commission stipulated modifications would conclude the zoning 
implementation program of the Housing Element and enable the City of Imperial Beach to 
remain eligible for state and federal funding programs. 

Attachments: 

1. Ordinance No. 2016-1155 

cc: file MF 1060 Housing Element GPA 100060 

Keri Robinson, Coastal Program Analyst, California Coastal Commission, 7575 
Metropolitan Drive, Suite 103, San Diego, CA 92108-1735 
Keri. Robinson@coastal.ca.gov 

Robin Huntley, HPD Analyst, California Department of Housing and Community 
Development, 1800 Third Street, Sacramento, CA 95811-6942 
rhuntley@hcd.ca.gov 

Susan Baldwin, Senior Regional Planner- Housing, SANDAG, 401 B Street, Ste. 800, 
San Diego, CA 92101 Susan.Baldwin@sandag.org 

Veronica Tam and Associates LLC, 107 S. Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 212, Pasadena, CA 
91105 Veronica.Tam@vtaplanning.com 

Gene and Christine Hillger, 1300 East Lane, Imperial Beach, CA 91932 ghillger@cox.net 
Steve and Donna Simonds, 1210 East Lane, Imperial Beach, CA 91932 
Charles and Eva Quisenberry, 1321 California Street, Imperial Beach, CA 91932 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
ORDINANCE NO. 2016-1155 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
MODIFYING, PURSUANT TO COASTAL COMMISSION CERTIFICATION ORDER, 
ORDINANCE NO. 2014-1146 THAT AMENDED TITLE 19 (ZONING) OF THE 
IMPERIAL BEACH MUNICIPAL CODE THAT PROPOSED IMPLEMENTING 
PROGRAMS 12 AND 13 OF THE 2013-2021 (5TH CYCLE) HOUSING ELEMENT. MF 
1060. 

WHEREAS, on January 23, 2013, the City Council of the City of Imperial Beach held a 
duly advertised public hearing and adopted Resolution No. 2013-7287 that approved the 2013-
2021 (5th Cycle) Housing Element; and 

WHEREAS, on February 21, 2013, the adopted Housing Element was certified by the 
California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD); and 

WHEREAS, on July 16, 2014, the City Council of the City of Imperial Beach held a duly 
advertised public hearing to introduce and consider for First Reading Ordinance No. 2014-1146 
and, thereafter, on August 6, 2014, for its Second Reading adopted Ordinance No. 2014-1146 
amending the Zoning Ordinance that implemented Programs 12 and 13 of the 2013-2021 (5th 
Cycle) Housing Element; and 

WHEREAS, on March 11, 2015, the California Coastal Commission provisionally 
certified Imperial Beach LCP Amendment No. LCP-6-IMB-14-0838-1 (Ordinance No. 2014-
1146) subject to modifications required by the Commission for final certification; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council held a duly advertised public hearing on February 17, 2016 
to consider the zoning modifications suggested by the Coastal Commission and acknowledges 
receipt of and agrees to the Coastal Commission's resolution of certification including any terms 
or modifications required by the Commission for final certification; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the proposed implementing zoning amendments 
would be externally consistent with the General Plan/ Local Coastal Plan, specifically the 
Housing Element, pursuant to Government Code Section 65860; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City Of Imperial Beach hereby finds that the 
implementing zoning amendments of the 2013-2021 Housing Element is in substantial 
compliance with the California Housing Element Law (Government Code Section 65580 et seq); 
and 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the Final Negative Declaration (SCH # 
2012111 006) adopted by the City Council on January 23, 2013 for the Housing Element 
remains adequate in addressing any environmental effects that may result from the 
implementation of the policies and programs, including the proposed zoning amendments, of 
the Housing Element. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION ONE: That Ordinance No. 2014-1146 is hereby amended to read as 
follows: 



SECTION 1: That Chapter 19.65 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

Chapter 19.65. AFFORDABLE HOUSING DENSITY BONUS 

19.65.010. Purpose. 
This chapter establishes procedures and requirements to facilitate the development of 

affordable housing that serve moderate income, low income, very low income, and senior 
households within the city. To encourage the provision of affordable housing, the city shall 
provide to developers who meet the requirements establishecl by this chapter and Government 
Code Section 65915 {Density Bonus Law) a density bonus and the incentives identified in 
Government Code Section 65915. 

19.65.020. Definitions. 
As used in this chapter, the following terms shall have the following meanings: 

"Affordability" is determined as 30 percent or less of the area median income (AMI) as 
adjusted for assumed household size for moderate income, low income, and very low income 
households as defined by the Health and Safety Code. 

''Density bonus" means a density increase over the otherwise maximum allowable 
residential density under the applicable zoning ordinance and land use element of the general 
plan as of the date of application by the developer to the City. The density bonus shall apply to 
residential developments of five or more units. The number of housing units to be reserved for 
low or very low income households or qualifying residents does not include the density bonus 
units. 

''Equivalent financial value" means to the cost to developer/property owner based on the 
land cost per dwelling unit. The land cost per dwelling unit is determined by the difference in the 
value of the land with and without the density bonus. 

"Housing development," as used in this chapter, means a development project for five or 
more residential units. For the purposes of this chapter, "housing development" also includes a 
subdivision or common interest development, as defined in Section 4100 of the Civil Code, 
approved by the City and consists of residential units or unimproved residential lots and either a 
project to substantially rehabilitate and convert an existing commercial building to residential 
use or the substantial rehabilitation of an existing multifamily dwelling, as defined in subdivision 
(d) of Government Code Section 65863.4, where the result of the rehabilitation would be a net 
increase in available residential units. For the purpose of calculating a density bonus, the 
residential units shall be on contiguous sites that are the subject of one development 
application, but do not have to be based upon individual subdivision maps or parcels. The 
density bonus shall be permitted in geographic areas of the housing development other than the 
areas where the units for the lower income households are located. 

''Maximum allowable residential density" means the density allowed under the zoning ordinance 
and land use element of the general plan, or if a range of density is permitted, means the 
maximum allowable density for the specific zoning range and land use element of the general 
plan applicable to the project. Where the density allowed under the zoning ordinance is 
inconsistent with the density allowed under the land use element of the general plan .or. if llie. 
QJ:QP..QAAd density is in ag grea subj§ft to the CityAcertifi.ed...Lo~aLG_oastal Program, the general 
plan or the C.liy's_certifle_d_Lo~aLCJLa§iaL~.Q,gLatn density shall prevail. 

"Lower income households" are as currently defined in Section 50079.5 of the Health 
and Safety Code and any subsequent amendments or revisions. 



"Qualifying resident" or "senior citizen" means a person 62 years of age or older, or 55 
years of age or older in a senior citizen housing development as defined in Section 51.3 of the 
Civil Code and any subsequent amendments or revisions. 

"Very low income households" are as currently defined in Section 50105 of the Health 
and Safety Code and any subsequent amendments or revisions. (Ord. 94-888 § 2, 1994; Ord. 
94-884) 

19.65.030. Densitv Bonus Application Process. 
A. Pursuant to and in accordance with Government Code Section 65915, et seq., an 

applicant seeking a density bonus for a housing development shall file the completed 
application with and on a form provided by the Community Development Department. The City 
shall grant: 

1. A density bonus and additional concessions or incentives pursuant to this 
chapter, 

B. In order to qualify for the density bonus, a proposed housing development must 
consist of five or more dwelling units and meet one or more of the following criteria: 

1. At least ten percent of the total units allowed by the maximum permitted 
density are designated for lower-income households as defined in Section 50079.5 of 
the Health and Safety Code; or 

2. At least five percent of the total units allowed by the maximum permitted 
density are designated for very low-income households as defined in Section 50105 of 
the Health and Safety Code; or 

3. A senior citizen housing development, as defined in Sections 51.3 of the 
Civil Code, or mobilehome park that limits residency based on age requirements for 
housing for older persons pursuant to Section 798.76 or 799.5 of the Civil Code. 

4. Ten percent of the total dwelling units in a common interest development 
as defined in Section 4100 of the Civil Code for persons and families of moderate 
income, as defined in Section 50093 of the Health and Safety Code, provided that all 
units in the development are offered to the public for purchase. 

C. This chapter shall not be construed to supersede or in any way alter or lessen 
the effect or application of the California Coastal Act of 1976 (Division 20 commencing with 
Section 30000 of the Public Resources Code). In the coastal zone, the density bonus shall be 
calculated based on the otherwise maximum allowable residential density under the applicable 
zoning ordinance and land use element of the general plan as they apply to the project site. 
The otherwise maximum allowable residential density shall mean the maximum potential density 
modified by applying all site-specific environmental development constraints identified within the 
coastal zoning ordinances and land use element certified by the coastal commission. The 
density bonus shall be applicable to housing developments consisting of five or more units. 

D. In the coastal zone, any housing development approved pursuant to Government 
Code Section 65915 shall be consistent, to the maximum extent feasible, and in a manner most 
protective of coastal resources, with all otherwise applicable certified local coastal program 
policies and development standards. Approval of development proposed under this section 
shall require a finding that the development, if it had been proposed without the twenty-five 
percent density increase, would have been fully consistent with the policies and development 
standards of the certified local coastal program. In cases where a density increase is granted 
pursuant to Government Code Section 65915 which results in development inconsistent with 



otherwise applicable certified local coastal program policies and development standards, such 
as height, parking and setback requirements, the relief granted from such standards shall be 
considered an additional incentive under Government Code Section 65915. (Ord. 94-888 § 2, 
1 994; Ord. 94-884) 

19.65.040. Density bonus agreement 

A To be eligible for a density bonus, the developer/property owner must sign a 
binding agreement with the City which sets forth the conditions and guidelines to be met in the 
implementation of the density bonus law requirements pursuant to Government Code Sections 
65915.(c) and 65917. The agreement will also establish specific compliance standards and 
remedies available to the City upon failure by the developer/property owner to make units 
accessible to intended residents. To ensure compliance, the city shall require a security in an 
amount and in a form acceptable to the City Manager, City Attorney, and the Community 
Development Department (Ord. 94-888 § 2, 1994; Ord. 94-884) 

B. The developer/property owner shall agree to, and the City shall ensure, 
continued affordability of all low- and very low income units that qualified the applicant for the 
award of the density bonus for 30 years or a longer period of time if required by the construction 
or mortgage financing assistance program, mortgage insurance program, or rental subsidy 
program. Rents for the lower income density bonus units shall be set at an affordable rent as 
defined in Section 50053 of the Health and Safety Code. Owner-occupied units shall be 
available at an affordable housing cost as defined in Section 50052.5 of the Health and Safety 
Code. 

C. The developer/property owner shall agree to, and the City shall ensure that, the 
initial occupant of the moderate-income units that are directly related to the receipt of the 
density bonus in the common interest development, as defined in Section 4100 of the Civil 
Code, are persons and families of moderate income, as defined in Section 50093 of the Health 
and Safety Code, and that the units are offered at an affordable housing cost, as that cost is 
defined in Section 50052.5 of the Health and Safety Code. The local government shall enforce 
an equity sharing agreement, unless it is in conflict with the requirements of another public 
funding source or law. The following apply to the equity sharing agreement: 

1. Upon resale, the seller of the unit shall retain the value of any 
improvements, the down payment, and the seller's proportionate share of appreciation. 
The local government shall recapture any initial subsidy, as defined in subparagraph 2, 
and its proportionate share of appreciation, as defined in subparagraph 3, which amount 
shall be used within five years for any of the purposes described in subdivision (e) of 
Section 33334.2 of the Health and Safety Code that promote home ownership. 

2. The local government's initial subsidy shall be equal to the fair market 
value of the home at the time of initial sale minus the initial sale price to the moderate
income household, plus the amount of any down payment assistance or mortgage 
assistance. If upon resale the market value is lower than the initial market value, then 
the value at the time of the resale shall be used as the initial market value 

3. The local government's proportionate share of appreciation shall be equal 
to the ratio of the local government's initial subsidy to the fair market value of the home 
at the time of initial sale. 



D. Where there is a direct financial contribution to a housing development pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65915 through participation in the cost of infrastructure, write-down 
of land costs, or subsidizing the cost of construction, the City shall assure continued availability 
for low- and moderate-income units for 30 years. When appropriate, the agreement provided 
for in Section 19.65.040 shall specify the mechanisms and procedures necessary to carry out 
this section. 

19.65.050. Density bonus calculations. 
A. Low-Income Units. For housing developments meeting the criteria of Section 

19.65.030.8.1 , the density bonus shall be calculated as follows: 

Percentage Low-Income Units Percentage Density Bonus Incentives/concessions 
10 20 1 

11 21 .5 1 
12 23 1 
13 24.5 1 
14 26 1 
15 27.5 1 
17 30.5 1 
18 32 1 
19 33.5 1 
20-29 35 2 
:2:30 35 3 

B. Very Low-Income Units. For housing developments meeting the criteria of 
Section 19.65.030.8 .2, the density bonus shall be calculated as follows: 

Percentage Very Low-Income Units Percentage Density Bonus Incentives/concessions 
5 20 1 
6 22.5 1 
7 25 1 
8 27.5 1 
9 30 1 
10 32.5 2 
11 - 14 35 2 
:2: 15 35 3 

C. Senior Housing. For housing developments meeting the criteria of Section 
19.65.030.8.3, the density bonus shall be 20 percent of the number of senior housing units. 

D. Moderate Income Units. For housing developments meeting the criteria of 
Section 19.65.030.8.4, the density bonus shall be calculated as follows: 

Percentage Moderate Income Units 
10 

Percentage Density Bonus 
5 

Incentives/concessions 
1 

11 6 1 
12 7 1 



13 
14 
15 
16 
17 

18 
19 
20 

21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 

27 
28 

29 

30 
31 
32 

33 
34 
35 

36 
37 

38 
39 
40 

8 1 

9 1 
10 1 
11 1 
12 1 
13 1 
14 1 
15 2 
16 2 
17 2 

18 2 
19 2 
20 2 
21 2 
22 2 
23 2 

24 2 
25 3 
26 3 
27 3 
28 3 
29 3 
30 3 
31 3 
32 3 
33 3 
34 3 
35 3 

E. All density calculations resulting in fractional units shall be rounded up to the next 
whole number. The granting of a density bonus shall not be interpreted, in and of itself, to 
require a general plan amendment, local coastal plan amendment, zoning change, or other 
discretionary approval. 

F. Land donation. When an applicant for a tentative subdivision map, parcel map, 
or other residential development approval donates land to the City in accordance with the state 
Density Bonus Law, the applicant shall be entitled to a 15-percent increase above the otherwise 
maximum allowable residential density for the entire development, as follows: 

Percentage Very Low Income 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 

Percentage Density Bonus 
15 
16 

17 
18 
19 



15 20 
16 21 
17 22 
18 23 
19 24 
20 25 
21 26 
22 27 
23 28 
24 29 
25 30 
26 31 
27 32 
28 33 
29 34 
30 35 

19.65.060. Incentives or Concessions. 
A. The applicant shall receive the following number of incentives or concessions: 

1. One incentive or concession for projects that include at least 10 percent of the 
total units for lower income households, at least 5 percent for very low income households, or at 
least 10 percent for persons and families of moderate income in a common interest 
development. 

2. Two incentives or concessions for projects that include at least 20 percent of the 
total units for lower income households, at least 10 percent for very low income households, or 
at least 20 percent for persons and families of moderate income in a common interest 
development. 

3. Three incentives or concessions for projects that include at least 30 percent of 
the total units for lower income households, at least 15 percent for very low income households, 
or at least 30 percent for persons and families of moderate income in a common interest 
development. 

B. Such concession shall be specific to the individual project and may include: 

1. A modification of development standards pertaining to building height, open 
space, lot size requirements, street access, off-street parking, landscaping, fencing or other 
development standards, or off-site improvements; 

2. Reduction of development processing fees, not including impacts fees; 

3. In the coastal zone, any incentives must be consistent to the maximum extent 
feasible, and in a manner most protective of coastal resources, with all otherwise applicable 
certified local coastal program policies and standards. In choosing between incentives, priority 
shall be given to that incentive most protective of coastal resources so as to avoid any 
development within or adjacent to wetlands or other environmentally sensitive areas, or any 



development within or adjacent to geologic hazard areas, or any development which would 
result in any significant adverse impacts on coastal access and recreation. 

C. An applicant for a density bonus pursuant to Section 19.65.030 may submit to the City a 
proposal for the specific incentives or concessions that the applicant requests pursuant to this 
chapter, and may request a meeting with the City. The City shall grant the concession or 
incentive requested by the applicant unless the City makes a written finding , based upon 
substantial evidence, of any of the following : 

1. The concession or incentive is not required in order to provide for affordable 
housing costs, as defined in Section 50052.5 of the Health and Safety Code, or for rents for the 
targeted units to be set as specified in the density bonus agreement. 

2. The concession or incentive would have a specific adverse impact, as defined in 
paragraph (2) of subdivision (d) of Government Code Section 65589.5, upon public health and 
safety or the physical environment or on any real property that is listed in the California Register 
of Historical Resources and for which there is no feasible method to satisfactorily mitigate or 
avoid the specific adverse impact without rendering the development unaffordable to low- and 
moderate-income households. 

3. The concession or incentive would be contrary to state or federal law. 

D. The developer and city staff shall negotiate to determine the incentives which will make 
the project economically feasible with minimum deviations from established standards and 
minimal impacts of health, safety and welfare. (Ord. 94-888 § 2, 1994; Ord. 94-884) 

1 9.65.070. Development Standards. 

A.''Development standard'' includes a site or construction condition, including, but not limited to, 
a height limitation, a setback requirement, a floor area ratio, an onsite open-space requirement, 
or a parking ratio that applies to a residential development pursuant to any ordinance, general 
plan element, specific plan, charter, or other local condition, law, policy, resolution, or regulation. 

B.The City may not apply any development standard that will have the effect of physically 
precluding the construction of a development meeting the criteria of Section 19.65.030.8 at the 
densities or with the concessions or incentives permitted by this chapter. An applicant may 
submit to the City a proposal for the waiver or reduction of development standards that will have 
the effect of physically precluding the construction of a development meeting the criteria of 
Section 19.65.030.8 at the densities or with the concessions or incentives permitted under this 
chapter, and may request a meeting with the City. 

C.The City is not required to waive or reduce development standards if the waiver or reduction 
would have a specific, adverse impact, as defined in paragraph (2) of subdivision (d) of 
Government Code Section 65589.5, upon health, safety, or the physical environment, and for 
which there is no feasible method to satisfactorily mitigate or avoid the specific adverse impact. 
The City is not required to waive or reduce development standards if such waiver or reduction 
would have an adverse impact on any real property that is listed in the California Register of 
Historical Resources, or to grant any waiver or reduction that would be contrary to state or 
federal law. 

D. A proposal for the waiver or reduction of development standards pursuant to this section 
shall neither reduce nor increase the number of incentives or concessions to which the applicant 
is entitled pursuant to Section 19.65.060. 



E. Upon the request of the developer, the City shall not require a vehicular parking ratio, 
inclusive of disabled and guest parking, of a development meeting the criteria of Section 
19.65.030.8 that exceeds the following ratios : 

1. Zero to one bedroom: one onsite parking space. 
2. Two to three bedrooms: two onsite parking spaces. 

3. Four and more bedrooms: two and one-half parking spaces. 

F. If the total number of parking spaces required for a development is other than a whole 
number, the number shall be rounded up to the next whole number. For purposes of this 
section, a development may provide "onsite parking'' through tandem parking or uncovered 
parking, but not through on-street parking. 

G. This subdivision shall apply to a development that meets the requirements of Section 
19.65.030.8 but only at the request of the applicant. An applicant may request parking 
incentives or concessions beyond those provided in this section. 

19.65.080. Child care facility. 

A. When an applicant proposes to construct a housing development that conforms to the 
requirements of Section 19.65.030.8 and includes a child care facility that will be located on the 
premises of, as part of, or adjacent to, the project, the City shall grant either of the following: 

1. An additional density bonus that is an amount of square feet of residential space 
that is equal to or greater than the amount of square feet in the child care facility. 

2. An additional concession or incentive that contributes significantly to the 
economic feasibility of the construction of the child care facility. 

B. The City shall require, as a condition of approving the housing development, that the 
following occur: 

1. The child care facility shall remain in operation for a period of time that is as long 
as or longer than the period of time during which the density bonus units are required to remain 
affordable pursuant to subdivision (c). 

2. Of the children who attend the child care facility, the children of very low income 
households, lower income households, or families of moderate income shall equal a percentage 
that is equal to or greater than the percentage of dwelling units that are required for very low 
income households, lower income households, or families of moderate income pursuant to 
subdivision (b). 

C. Notwithstanding any requirement of this subdivision, a city, county, or city and county 
shall not be required to provide a density bonus or concession for a child care facility if it finds, 
based upon substantial evidence, that the community has adequate child care facilities. 

D. "Child care facility," as used in this section, means a facility installed, operated, and 
maintained for the nonresidential care of children as defined under applicable state licensing 
requirements for the facility other than a family day care home, but including and not limited to, 
infant centers, preschools, extended day care facilities, and school age child care centers. 



E. "Density bonus" as used in this section means a floor area ratio bonus over the 
otherwise maximum allowable density permitted under the applicable zoning ordinance and land 
use elements of the general plan of the City of: 

1. A maximum of five square feet of floor area for each one square foot of floor 
area contained in the child care facility for existing structures. 

2. A maximum of 10 square feet of floor area for each one square foot of floor area 
contained in the child care facility for new structures. 

3. For purposes of calculating the density bonus under this section, both indoor and 
outdoor square footage requirements for the child care facility as set forth in applicable state 
child care licensing requirements shall be included in the floor area of the child care facility. 

F. "Developer" means the owner or other person, including a lessee, having the right under 
the applicable zoning ordinance of the City to make an application for development approvals 
for the development or redevelopment of a commercial project. 

G "Floor area" means as to a commercial project, the floor area as calculated under the 
applicable zoning ordinance of the City and as to a child care facility, the total area contained 
within the exterior walls of the facility and all outdoor areas devoted to the use of the facility in 
accordance with applicable state child care licensing requirements. 

H. The City may establish a procedure by ordinance to grant a developer of a commercial 
project, containing at least 50,000 square feet of floor area, a density bonus when that 
developer has set aside at least 2,000 square feet of floor area and 3,000 outdoor square feet to 
be used for a child care facility. The granting of a bonus shall not preclude the City from 
imposing necessary conditions on the project or on the additional square footage. Projects 
constructed under this section shall conform to height, setback, lot coverage, architectural 
review, site plan review, fees, charges, and other health, safety, and zoning requirements 
generally applicable to construction in the zone in which the property is located. A consortium 
with more than one developer may be permitted to achieve the threshold amount for the 
available density bonus with each developer's density bonus equal to the percentage 
participation of the developer. This facility may be located on the project site or may be located 
offsite as agreed upon by the developer and the City. If the child care facility is not located on 
the site of the project, the City shall determine whether the location of the child care facility is 
appropriate and whether it conforms with the intent of this section. The child care facility shall 
be of a size to comply with all state licensing requirements in order to accommodate at least 40 
children. 

I. The developer may operate the child care facility itself or may contract with a licensed 
child care provider to operate the facility. In all cases, the developer shall show ongoing 
coordination with a local child care resource and referral network or local governmental child 
care coordinator in order to qualify for the density bonus. 

J. If the developer uses space allocated for child care facility purposes, in accordance with 
Section 19.65.030.8, for purposes other than for a child care facility, an assessment based on 
the square footage of the project may be levied and collected by the City. The assessment shall 
be consistent with the market value of the space. If the developer fails to have the space 
allocated for the child care facility within three years, from the date upon which the first 
temporary certificate of occupancy is granted, an assessment based on the square footage of 
the project may be levied and collected by the City in accordance with procedures to be 
developed by the City. The assessment shall be consistent with the market value of the space. 
A penalty levied against a consortium of developers shall be charged to each developer in an 
amount equal to the developer's percentage square feet participation. Funds collected pursuant 



to this subdivision shall be deposited by the City into a special account to be used for child care 
services or child care facilities. 

K. Once the child care facility has been established, prior to the closure, change in use, or 
reduction in the physical size of, the facility, the City shall be required to make a finding that the 
need for child care is no longer present, or is not present to the same degree as it was at the 
time the facility was established. 

1 9.65.090. Condominium conversions. 

A. When an applicant for approval to convert apartments to a condominium pmject agrees 
to provide at least 33 percent of the total units of the proposed condominium project to persons 
and families of low or moderate income as defined in Section 50093 of the Health and Safety 
Code, or 15 percent of the total units of the proposed condominium project to lower income 
households as defined in Section 50079.5 of the Health and Safety Code, and agrees to pay for 
the reasonably necessary administrative costs incurred by the City pursuant to this section, the 
City shall either (1) grant a density bonus or (2) provide other incentives of equivalent financial 
value. The City may place such reasonable conditions on the granting of a density bonus or 
other incentives of equivalent financial value as it finds appropriate, including, but not limited to, 
conditions which assure continued affordability of units to subsequent purchasers who are 
persons and families of low and moderate income or lower income households. 

B. For purposes of this section, "density bonus" means an increase in units of 25 percent 
over the number of apartments, to be provided within the existing structure or structures 
proposed for conversion. 

C. For purposes of this section, "other incentives of equivalent financial value" shall not be 
construed to require the City to provide cash transfer payments or other monetary 
compensation but may include the reduction or waiver of requirements which the City might 
otherwise apply as conditions of conversion approval. 

D. An applicant for approval to convert apartments to a condominium project may submit to 
the City a preliminary proposal pursuant to this section prior to the submittal of any formal 
requests for subdivision map approvals. The City shall, within 90 days of receipt of a written 
proposal, notify the applicant in writing of the manner in which it will comply with this section. 
The City shall establish procedures for carrying out this section, which shall include legislative 
body approval of the means of compliance with this section. 

E. Nothing in this section shall be construed to require the City to approve a proposal to 
convert apartments to condominiums. 

F. An applicant shall be ineligible for a density bonus or other incentives under this section 
if the apartments proposed for conversion constitute a housing development for which a density 
bonus or other incentives were provided under Government Code Section 65915. 

19.65.100. Other Affordable Housing Incentives or Concessions. 

Applications for affordable housing projects not qualifying for or requesting a density bonus may 
be considered for incentives or concessions at the discretion of the City Council. The City may 
require an affordable housing agreement to ensure the availability of the targeted units for low 
and moderate income households for a period of 30 years and may execute such other 
provisions as may be necessary to implement the agreement. 
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SECTION 2: That Section 19.68.030 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

19.68.030. Manufactured homes in Residential zones. 

A It is the purpose of this section to allow the placement of manufactured homes in 
the R-1-6000, R-1-3800, R-3000-D, R-3000, R-2000, and R-1500 zones. 

B. Eligibility. A manufactured home shall not be eligible: 

1. If more than ten years have elapsed between the date of manufacture 
and the date of the application for a permit. 

2. If the home is not certified under the National Manufactured Housing 
Construction and Safety Standards Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. Section 5401, 
et seq.) 

3. If it has been altered in violation of applicable code. 

C. Criteria. The manufactured home shall: 

1. Be occupied only as a single-family residential use: 

2. Be subject to all provisions of the Zoning Ordinance applicable to 
residential structures; 

3. Be attached to a permanent foundation system in compliance with all 
applicable building regulations; 

4. Have a roof overhang of twelve inches or more. (Ord. 94-884) 

SECTION 3: That Chapter 19.04 is hereby amended to include the following definitions: 

19.04.318. Employee housing. 

Employee housing providing accommodations for six or fewer employees shall be deemed a 
single-family structure with a residential land use designation pursuant to Health and Safety 
Code Section 17021 .5.(b) 

19.04. 761. Transitional housing . 

''Transitional housing" and "transitional housing development'' means buildings configured as 
rental housing developments, but operated under program requirements that call for the 
termination of assistance and recirculation of the assisted unit to another eligible program 
recipient at some predetermined future point in time, which shall be no less than six months 
pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 50801 (i). Pursuant to Government Code Section 
65583(a)(5), transitional housing and supportive housing shall be considered a residential use 
of property, and shall be subject only to those restrictions that apply to other residential 
dwellings of the same type in the same zone. 

19.04.747. Supportive housing. 



"Supportive housing" means housing with no limit on length of stay, that is occupied by the 
target population, and that is linked to onsite or offsite services that assist the supportive 
housing resident in retaining the housing, improving his or her health status, and maximizing his 
or her ability to live and, when possible, work in the community pursuant to Health and Safety 
Code Section 50675.14(a)(B)(2). Pursuant to Government Code Section 65583(a)(5), 
transitional housing and supportive housing shall be considered a residential use of property, 
and shall be subject only to those restrictions that apply to other residential dwellings of the 
same type in the same zone. 

19.04.702. Single-room occupancy unit. 

Single room occupancy" unit or an SRO, means a room used for sleeping purposes that: (1) is 
occupied as a primary residence, (2) lacks, in the unit itself, either or both a kitchen or 
bathroom, and (3) is subject to state landlord-tenant law pursuant to chapter 2 (commencing 
with section 1940) of Title 5 of part 4 of division 3 of the Civil Code. 

SECTION 4: That Section 19.67.010 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

19.67.010. Definition. 
11Senior citizen housing development" means a residential development developed, 

substantially rehabilitated, or substantially renovated for, senior citizens that has at least 35 
dwelling units. Any senior citizen housing development which is required to obtain a public 
report under Section 11010 of the Business and Professions Code and which submits its 
application for a public report after July 1, 2001 , shall be required to have been issued a public 
report as a senior citizen housing development under Section 11010.05 of the Business and 
Professions Code. No housing development constructed prior to January 1, 1985, shall fail to 
qualify as a senior citizen housing development because it was not originally developed or put 
to use for occupancy by senior citizens. 

SECTION 5: That Section 19.23.010. is hereby amended to read as follows: 

19.23.010. Land use table. 

C/MU-1 C/MU-2 C/MU-3 Notes 
Residential and Similar Uses 
SinQie-room occupancy units c N N 

SECTION 6: That Section 19.02.070. is hereby added to read as follows: 

19.02.070. Reasonable Accommodation for Persons with Disabilities. 

A. Reasonable accommodation in the land use and zoning context means providing 
individuals with disabilities or developers of housing for people with disabilities, flexibi lity 
in the application of land use and zoning and building regulations, policies, practices and 
procedures, or even waiving certain requirements, when it is necessary to eliminate 
barriers to housing opportunities ~~asJbe_re__guested flexibility PLWaL'Lei woulcLilQ! 
mguire alu.ndamentaLalteration in the nature_QfJbe~jty.:S.Jan.cLus_e and ~onioo _and 
mul~e_gul.ations. policies. p_raciLces._procedures and the Clty's._certified__LQcal 
C_oastaL e.r_qgnuru 



B. An individual with a disability is someone who has a physical or mental impairment that 
limits one or more major life activities; anyone who is regarded as having such 
impairment; or anyone with a record of such impairment. 

C. A request for reasonable accommodation may be made by any individual with a 
disability, his or her representative, or a developer or provider of housing for individuals 
with disabilities, when the application of a land use, zoning or building regulation, policy, 
practice or procedure acts as a barrier to fair housing opportunities. 

D. In order to mal<e housing available to an individual with a disability, any eligible person 
may request a reasonable accommodation in land use, zoning and building regulations, 
policies, practices and procedures. 

E. Requests for reasonable accommodation shall be in writing and provide the following 
information: 

(1) Name and address of the individual(s) requesting reasonable accommodation; 
(2) Name and address of the property owner(s); 
(3) Address of the property for which accommodation is requested; 
(4) Description of the requested accommodation and the regulation(s), policy or 

procedure for which accommodation is sought; and (5) Reason that the 
requested accommodation may be necessary for the individual(s) with the 
disability to use and enjoy the dwelling. 

F. Any information identified by an applicant as confidential shall be retained in a manner 
so as to respect the privacy rights of the applicant and shall not be made available for 
public inspection. 

G. A request for reasonable accommodation in regulations, policies, practices and 
procedures may be filed at any time that the accommodation may be necessary to 
ensure equal access to housing. A reasonable accommodation does not affect tile . 
. obligations of an individuai:O p_r _a_deveiQRer_QLho.u.sinq for an individual with disabilili~ 
oeu@aOOAs to comply with other applicable regulations not at issue in the requested 
accommodation. 

H. If an individual needs assistance in making the request for reasonable accommodation, 
the City will provide assistance to ensure that the process is accessible. 

I. Requests for reasonable accommodation shall be reviewed by the Community 
Development Director. 

J. The Community Development Director shall issue a written decision on a request for 
reasonable accommodation within thirty (30) days of the date of the application and may 
either grant, grant with modifications, or deny a request for reasonable accommodation 
in accordance with the required findings set forth in paragraph L. 

K. If necessary to reach a determination on the request for reasonable accommodation, the 
Community Development Director may request further information from the applicant 
consistent with fair housing laws, specifying in detail the information that is required. In 
the event that a request for additional information is made, the thirty (30) day period to 
issue a decision is stayed until the applicant responds to the request. 

L. The written decision to grant, grant with modifications, or deny a request for reasonable 
accommodation shall be consistent with fair housing laws and based on the following 
factors: 



(1) Whether the housing, which is the subject of the request for reasonable 
accommodation, will be used by an individual with disabilities protected under fair 
housing laws; 

(2) Whether the requested accommodation is necessary to make housing available 
to an individual with disabilities protected under the fair housing laws; 

(3) Whether the requested accommodation would impose an undue financial or 
administrative burden on the jurisdiction and; 

(4) Whether the requested accommodation would require a fundamental alteration in 
the nature of the jurisdiction's land use and zoning or building program ,and tbe 
Q.ty's certified Local CoastaLErQgram. 

M. The written decision on the request for reasonable accommodation shall explain in detail 
the basis of the decision, including the Community Development Director's findings on 
the criteria set forth in paragraph L. All written decisions shall give notice of the 
applicant's right to appeal and to request reasonable accommodation in the appeals 
process as set forth below. The notice of decision shall be sent to the applicant by 
certified mail. 

N. The written decision of the Community Development Director shall be final unless an 
applicant appeals it to the City Council. 

0 . If the Community Development Director fails to render a written decision on the request 
for reasonable accommodation within the thirty (30) day time period allotted by 
paragraph J, the request shall be deemed granted. 

P. While a request for reasonable accommodation is pending, all laws and regulations 
otherwise applicable to the property that is the subject of the request shall remain in full 
force and effect. 

Q . Within thirty (30) days of the date of the Community Development Director's written 
decision, an applicant may appeal an adverse decision. Appeals from the adverse 
decision shall be made in writing. 

R. If an individual needs assistance in filing an appeal on an adverse decision, the City will 
provide assistance to ensure that the appeals process is accessible. 

S. All appeals shall contain a statement of the grounds for the appeal. Any information 
identified by an applicant as confidential shall be retained in a manner so as to respect 
the privacy rights of the applicant and shall not be made available for public inspection. 

T. Nothing in this procedure shall preclude an aggrieved individual from seeking any other 
state or federal remedy available. 

SECTION TWO: That this ordinance shall only become effectively certified upon 
the date the Coastal Commission concurs with the Executive Director's report of the City's 
acceptance of the suggested modifications and upon the Executive Director's determination that 
the modifications adopted by the City will be consistent with the Commission's certification 
order. 

Appeal Process under the California Code of Civil Procedure (CCP): The time within which 
judicial review of a City Council decision must be sought is governed by Section 1094.6 of the 
CCP. A right to appeal a City Council decision is governed by CCP Section 1094.5 and Chapter 
1.18 of the Imperial Beach Municipal Code. 



PROTEST PROVISION: The 90-day period in which any party may file a protest, pursuant to 
Government Code Section 66020, of the fees, dedications or exactions imposed on this 
development project begins on the date of the final decision. 

INTRODUCED AND FIRST READ at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of 
Imperial Beach, California, on the 1?'h day of February, 2016; and THEREAFTER ADOPTED at 
a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Imperial Beach, California, on the 3rd day of 
March, 2016, by the following vote: 

AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ATTEST: 

JACQUELINE M. HALO, MMC 
CITY CLERK 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

JENNIFER M. LYON 
CITY ATTORNEY 

SERGE DEDINA, MAYOR 



TO: 

FROM: 

MEETING DATE: 

ORIGINATING DEPT.: 

SUBJECT: 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

AGENDA ITEM NO. t.f, t 

STAFF REPORT 
CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 

HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

ANDY HALL, CITY MANAGER~ 
FEBRUARY 17, 2016 

PUBLIC HEARING: ERIC WILSON, DONAX GARDEN, LLC 
(APPLICANT); CONSIDERATION OF ADMINISTRATIVE 
COASTAL PERMIT (ACP 150007), DESIGN REVIEW CASE 
(DRC 150008), SITE PLAN REVIEW (SPR 150009), TENTATIVE 
MAP (TM 150010), AND CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION 
PURSUANT TO CEQA GUIDELINES 15332 (IN-FILL 
DEVELOPMENT) FOR THE DEMOLITION OF ONE EXISTING 
BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION OF EIGHT NEW 
RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUM UNITS AT 808 13TH STREET 
(APN 626-342-15-00). MF 1178. 

Staff is recommending that the City Council conduct a public hearing to review and consider 
approval of a project proposing the demolition of one existing building and construction of eight 
new residential condominium units (two duplexes and four detached single-family residences) 
at 808 131

h Street, which is located in the R-2000 (Medium Density Residential) Zone. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That the City Council choose one of the two 
proposed color schemes and adopt Resolution 2016-
7668, approving Administrative Coastal Permit (ACP 
150007), Design Review Case (DRC 150008), Site 
Plan Review (SPR 150009), Tentative Map (TM 
15001 0), and Categorical Exemption pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines 15332 (In-fill Development) for the 
demolition of one existing building and construction 
of eight new residential condominium units at 808 
131

h Street (APN 626-342-15-00). 

RATIONALE: 

The project should contribute favorably to the 13th 
Street Design Review Corridor and would comply with the purpose of the R-2000 Zone, which is 
to provide for the development of detached and attached residential dwellings in a moderately 
intense residential living environment. 
T:\Community Development\Master Files\MF 1178 Donax Garden - 808 13th Street\MF 1178 Donax Garden City Council 
021716\021716 MF 1178 Donax Garden City Council Staff Report.doc 



OPTIONS: 

City Council Staff Report 
Donax Garden (MF 1178) 

February 17, 2016 
Page 2 of 7 

In addition to receiving this report and adopting staff's recommendations, the City Council can: 

• Approve the project with modifications requested by the City Council; or 

• Disapprove the project and deny the requested permits by making specific findings for 
denial; or 

• Continue the Public Hearing to a specific future meeting to allow staff to provide 
additional information upon which a decision can be rendered. 

BACKGROUND: 

An application was submitted to 
the City on February 5, 2015 for 
an Administrative Coastal 
Permit (ACP 150007), Design 
Review Case (DRC 150008), 
Site Plan Review (SPR 
150009), Tentative Map (TM 
15001 0), and Categorical 
Exemption pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines 15332 (In-fill 
Development) proposing to 
demolish one existing building 
and construct eight new 
residential condominium units 
at 808 13th Street (APN 626-
342-15-00), which is located in the R-2000 (Medium-Density Residential) Zone. The project is 
subject to review by the City Council because it proposes more than four residential units 
(Imperial Beach Municipal Code (IBMC) 19.16.020). 

ANALYSIS: 

The project site includes one 
parcel measuring 18,900 
square feet fronting 13th Street 
and Donax Avenue at the 
southwest corner of 13th Street 
and Donax Avenue in the R-
2000 Zone. Although the size 
of the property would allow for 
nine units, only eight units are 
proposed. The property to the 
north of the site is commercial 
and the properties to the east, 
south, and west are comprised 
of residential uses. The 
proposed building orientation 
provides pedestrian access off of 13th Street and Donax Avenue and vehicular ingress and 
egress occurs through a drive aisle located off of the alley on the west portion of the project site. 
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Each unit would be provided with a two-car garage to meet the parking requirements, and the 
drive aisle accessing the garages would be comprised of permeable interlocking pavers. In 
addition, a refuse enclosure would be attached to the northwest building and would be accessed 
off the alley. 

Trees, shrubs, and ground cover would locate throughout the property, including the north and 
east street-fronting property lines to provide screening and a buffer between the public sidewalk 
and the property. In addition, the applicant is proposing to plant street trees within the Donax 
Avenue parkway, which should enhance the public right-of-way adjacent to the property. 

The design should contribute positively to the corridor transitioning from commercial uses to the 
north into residential zones to the south. The applicant's design provides varied rooflines, 
building projections, and varied building materials such as wood fascia and trim, stucco, siding, 
and stone features. Staff requested that lighting be used in a creative manner to increase the 
aesthetics of the landscaping and buildings. A lighting plan has not been submitted, though the 
applicant has noted on the plans that decorative uplighting would be provided in yards and onto 
the building along 131

h Street and Donax Avenue and is requesting to provide the lighting plan 
as part of a building permit submittal. As such, one of the proposed conditions of approval is 
that a lighting plan shall be provided to staff prior to issuance of building permits, and that 
lighting shall be used in a creative manner to increase the aesthetics of the landscaping and 
buildings without negatively impacting neighbors. 

Design Review Board 
The Design Review Board 
reviewed the project two times. 
At the first meeting on June 30, 
2015, the Board recommended 
design modifications that 
included revisions to the 
building colors and 
architectural features so that 
the project would provide a 
greater aesthetic benefit to the 131h Street Design Review Corridor. The applicant modified the 
plans and proposed two color scheme options, a lighter color scheme and a darker color 
scheme, which was considered by the Design Review Board at the second December 17, 2015 
Design Review Board meeting (see Attachment 6 for meeting minutes). Following a review of 
the revised design, the Board recommended approval of the project with the lighter color 
scheme with a vote of 5-0 with the following conditions: 

• All landscaping shall be drought tolerant 
• Landscaping shall be consistent on the renderings and plans 
• Trees shall be planted to screen the drive aisle 
• A lighting plan shall be provided to staff prior to issuance of building permits 

The recommended conditions of approval have for the project have been incorporated into 
Resolution 2016-7668, though the City Council may alter any proposed conditions as 
necessary. 
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The property is located within the R-2000 (Medium-Density Residential) Zone. The purpose of 
the R-2000 Zone is to provide for the development of detached and attached single family and 
multi-family dwellings in a moderately intense residential living environment in typically one and 
two story dwelling units. Typical of this zone are detached and attached single family dwellings, 
duplexes, apartments, condominiums and townhomes (I BMC Section 19.16. 01 0). The 
residential project proposes eight condominium units (two duplexes and four detached units) 
and meets the purpose and intent of the R-2000 land use designation. 

R-2000 STANDARDS 

The maximum allowable density in the R-2000 zone 
shall be one dwelling unit for each two thousand 
square feet of lot area, not to exceed a maximum 
density of twenty-one dwelling units per net acre 
except as provided for in Section 19.11.095 (Section 
19.16.190). 
Yard requirements for the R-2000 zone are as 
follows (Section 19.16.030): 

PROVIDED/PROPOSED 

The property measures approximately 
18,900 square feet, which would allow 
for a maximum of nine units. 
However, the project proposes eight 
units at a density of one unit for each 
2,362 square feet of lot area. 

A. Front Yard. There shall be a minimum front yard A. 
of fifteen feet, provided that the front of a garage 
shall be setback a minimum of twenty feet. 

The front yard for the project is 
located off of 131

h Street and 
maintains a fifteen and a half foot 
setback and the garages are 
setback twenty feet, even though 
the garages do not face the street. 

B. Side Yard. There shall be a minimum side yard B. The project maintains a five foot 
on each side of five feet. side yard setback along the 

southern property line. 

C. Rear Yard. There shall be a minimum rear yard C. 
of five feet if on an alley and ten feet if no alley. 

The project maintains a five foot 
rear yard setback off the alley 
along the western property line. 
The refuse enclosure may locate 
within the rear yard setback as 
allowed by IBMC 19.54.020. 

D. Street Side Yard. There shall be a minimum D. The project maintains a minimum 
street side yard of ten feet. street side yard of ten feet from 

Donax Avenue. 

E. Additional yard requirements in relation to single 
family homes. In considering site plan review or 
design review for projects adjacent to a single family 
house, consideration shall be given to increased 
yard set-backs for upper floors in order to preserve 
the values of the single family home. 

E. The majority of surrounding 
properties are comprised of 
commercial or multiple-family 
structures. However, one single
family residence is located to the 
west, though no impacts are 
anticipated since the alley 
provides a 20-foot buffer between 
the properties. 



Minimum lot size of 6,000 square-feet (Section 
19.16. 040). 
Minimum street frontage of 50 feet (Section 
19.16.050). 

No principal building or structure shall exceed two 
stories or twenty-six feet in height, whichever is less. 
No accessory building or structure shall exceed 
fifteen feet in height (Section 19.16.060). 

No buildings shall be located less than ten feet from 
any other building on the same lot (Section 
19.16.070). 
At least one distinct ground level, street facing 
pedestrian entryway shall be provided to a 
residential dwelling unit for each fifty feet of linear 
street frontage and a minimum of twenty percent of 
the first floor of that portion of a residential structure 
facing a front or side street shall consist of clear 
glass windows allowing visibility into the dwelling unit 
(Section 19.16.120). 
The maximum floor area ratio shall be 75% in the R-
2000 Zone (Section 19.16.125). 

The maximum lot coverage shall be 50% in the R-
2000 Zone (Section 19.16.125). 

Residential landscape requirements are as follows 
(Section 19.50.040): 

A. Not less than fifty percent of the required front 
yard and street side yard setbacks shall be 
landscaped and permanently maintained. The 
remainder of the required yard may be used for 
driveways and walkways. 

City Council Staff Report 
Donax Garden (MF 1178) 

February 17, 2016 
Page 5 of 7 

The parcel measures approximately 
18,900 square feet. 
The 13th Street frontage is 
approximately 135 feet and the Donax 
Avenue frontage is approximately 140 
feet. 
The project proposes a maximum 
height of 26' for the two duplexes and 
23'-8" for the four single-family 
structures. No accessory buildings 
are proposed and the refuse 
enclosure would measure 
approximately six feet in height. 
All buildings provide a minimum 10 
foot separation. 

Pedestrian entryways are provided off 
of 13th Street and Donax Avenue and 
at least twenty percent of the first floor 
of residential structures facing the 
streets consist of clear glass windows. 

The four single-family residences 
provide approximately 1,734 square 
feet of habitable space per unit and 
each duplex unit provides 
approximately 1 ,623 square feet of 
habitable space per unit for a total of 
13,378 square feet of habitable space. 
13,378 square feet of habitable space 
for the 18,900 square foot property 
would provide a floor area ratio of 
approximately 71%. 
The buildings cover approximately 
8,162 square feet of the 18,900 
square foot parcel for a lot coverage 
of approximately 43%. 

A. Approximately 90% of the front 
yard is landscaped and the 
remaining areas are used for 
walkways. 

B. Landscaping shall be provided within the parking B. The parking area is accessed from 
area or immediately abutting it. a common driveway located off the 
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alley. Landscaping and walkways 
are proposed for areas outside of 
the drive aisle. 

C. There shall be a minimum four-foot landscaped C. Parking is located within garages 
area between the structure and any parking located and not in front of the structures. 
in front of the structure. 

D. There shall be a minimum three-foot-wide 
landscaped area between the parking area and each 
side lot line when parking is located between the 
structure and the street. 
The R-2000 Zone requires two parking spaces per 
dwelling unit, fifty percent enclosed (Section 
19.48.030). 

s d" L d U urroun mg an sean dZ onmg: 

D. Parking areas are not located 
between the structure and the 
street. 

The project proposes two parking 
spaces per dwelling unit, one hundred 
percent enclosed (one two-car garage 
per unit). 

Surrounding Areas Surrounding Zoning Surrounding Land Use 
North C/MU-1 (General Comm. & Mixed-Use) Commercial 
South R-3000 (Two-Family Residential) Residential 
East R-3000 (Two-Family Residential) Residential 
West R-2000 (Medium Density Residential) Residential 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT: 

The project would be categorically exempt pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) Guidelines Section 15332 (In-Fill Development Projects). 

COASTAL JURISDICTION: 

This project is located in the coastal zone as defined by the California Coastal Act of 1976. The 
City Council public hearing will serve as the required coastal permit hearing and the City Council 
will consider the findings under the California Coastal Act. Pursuant to the City of Imperial 
Beach Zoning Ordinance Section 19.87.050, review of the proposal will consider whether the 
proposed development satisfies the required findings prior to the approval and issuance of a 
Coastal Development Permit. The project is not located in the Appeal Jurisdiction of the 
California Coastal Commission as indicated on the Local Coastal Program Post Certification 
and Appeal Jurisdiction Map and, as such, is not appealable to the California Coastal 
Commission under Section 30603(a) of the California Public Resources Code. 

FISCAL ANALYSIS: 

The Applicant has deposited $11 ,000.00 to fund processing of the application. 

Attachments: 
1. Resolution 2016-7668 
2. Plans 
3. Renderings- Design Option 1 
4. Renderings- Design Option 2 
5. Renderings- Original Submittal (No Longer Proposed) 
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6. Design Review Board Minutes June 30, 2015 & December 17, 2015 

• file MF 1178 



ATTACHMENT 1 

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7668 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH, 
CALIFORNIA, APPROVING ADMINISTRATIVE COASTAL PERMIT (ACP 150007), DESIGN 
REVIEW CASE (DRC 150008), SITE PLAN REVIEW (SPR 150009), TENTATIVE MAP (TM 
150010), AND CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION PURSUANT TO CEQA GUIDELINES 15332 (IN
FILL DEVELOPMENT) FOR THE DEMOLITION OF ONE EXISTING BUILDING AND 
CONSTRUCTION OF EIGHT NEW RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUM UNITS AT 808 13TH 
STREET (APN 626-342-15-00). MF 1178; RESOLUTION 2016-7668. 

DEVELOPER: ERIC WILSON, DONAX GARDEN, LLC 

WHEREAS, on February 17, 2016, the City Council of the City of Imperial Beach held a 
duly advertised and noticed public hearing to consider the merits of approving or denying an 
application for an Administrative Coastal Permit (ACP 150007), Design Review Case (DRC 
150008), Site Plan Review (SPR 150009), Tentative Map (TM 15001 0), and Categorical 
Exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 15332 (In-Fill Development) for the demolition of one 
existing building and construction of eight new residential condominium units at 808 131

h Street 
(APN 626-342-15-00), which is located in the R-2000 (Medium Density Residential) Zone. The 
project site is legally described as follows: 

APN 626-342-15-00 

Lots 36-40, in Block 36, South San Diego Park, in the City of Imperial Beach, County of 
San Diego, State of California, according to Map thereof No. 1022, filed in the Office of 
the County Recorder of San Diego County January 91

h, 1907. 

Together with that portion of the southerly 10 feet of Don ax Avenue adjoining said land 
on the north as vacated by the City of Imperial Beach by Resolution No. 2543 recorded 
April 3, 1979 as Instrument No. 79-177416, excepting therefrom the following described 
property: 

That portion of Lot 40 in Block 36 of South San Diego Company's addition to South San 
Diego according to Map thereof No. 1022, filed in the Office of the southerly 10.00 feet of 
Donax Avenue (formerly "G" Street) lying northerly of and adjacent to said Lot 40 as 
vacated and closed to public use by the City Council of Imperial Beach in Resolution No. 
2543, filed April 30, 1979 as file No. 79-177 416 official records in the Office of the 
County Recorder of San Diego County, lying northeasterly of a 15 foot radius curve 
concave southwesterly, said curve being tangent to the east line of said Lot 40 and also 
being tangent to a line that is parallel to and 10 feet northerly of the north line of said Lot 
40. 

WHEREAS, on December 10, 2015, the Design Review Board recommended approval 
of the project's design with conditions with a vote of 5-0; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the project design of the residential project is 
compatible with the community and would be consistent with Policy D-8 (Project Design) of the 
Design Element of the General Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the project is in compliance with the Land Use 
Element of the General Plan; and, 
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WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the project complies with the requirements of the 
California Environmental Quality (CEQA) as the project is categorically exempt pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines 15332 (In-Fill Development Projects); and 

WHEREAS, the City Council further offers the following findings in support of its decision 
to conditionally approve the project: 

ADMINISTRATIVE COASTAL PERMIT (IBMC § 19.87.050): 

1. The proposed development conforms to the certified local coastal plan including 
coastal land use policies. 

The General Plan/Local Coastal Plan designates the site as Medium Density Residential 
(R-2000 Zone). The purpose of the R-2000 zone is to provide for the development of 
detached and attached single family and multi-family dwellings in a moderately intense 
residential living environment in typically one and two story dwelling units. Typical of this 
zone are detached and attached single family dwellings, duplexes, apartments, 
condominiums and townhomes. The proposed residential condominium project meets 
the purpose and intent of the land use designation because it would provide residential 
condominiums in an area allowing for the construction of multiple-family dwelling units. 

2. The proposed development meets the minimum criteria set forth in the City of 
Imperial Beach Zoning Ordinance, the City's Minimum Landscape Planting and 
Irrigation Standards, and the City's Design Guidelines, as applicable. 

The project complies with the City's design guidelines, landscape and irrigation 
standards, and minimum requirements set forth in the Zoning Ordinance because it is 
consistent with the General Plan and the R-2000, Medium Density Residential, Zoning 
development standards for the site. 

3. This project complies with the California Environmental Quality Act. 

This project is categorically exempt from the requirements of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article 19 Sections 15332 (In-Fill 
Development Projects). The City has prepared a Categorical Exemption per the CEQA 
requirements for this project and the Notice of Exemption will be filed with the County 
Clerk in compliance with CEQA. 

4. Public Notice requirements, pursuant to Zoning Ordinance Section 19.87.1 00, of 
the Coastal Development Project have been satisfied. 

The project description and the date of the City Council public hearing were sent to 
property owners within 300 feet and occupants within 100 feet of the subject site on 
February 4, 2016, and a public hearing notice was published in the South County Eagle 
& Times newspaper on February 4, 2016. 

DESIGN REVIEW/SITE PLAN REVIEW (IBMC § 19.81.060): 

5. The proposed use does not have any detrimental effect upon the general health, 
safety and convenience of persons residing or working in the neighborhood, or is 
not detrimental or injurious to the value of the property and improvements in the 
neighborhood. 

The project proposes the construction of eight residential condominium units in the R-
2000 (Medium-Density Residential) Zone, where detached and attached condominiums 
are typical. The project would not have a detrimental effect on the general health, 
welfare, safety and convenience of persons residing or working in the neighborhood 
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because it is consistent with the intent of the development standards and zoning 
designations. The development would not be injurious to the value of the property and 
improvements in the neighborhood because the project represents an improvement of 
the existing conditions and the project could improve property values and stimulate 
growth in the area. 

6. The proposed use does not adversely affect the General Plan or the Local Coastal 
Plan. 

The General Plan/Local Coastal Plan designates the site as R-2000 (Medium-Density 
Residential) Zone. The purpose of the R-2000 Zone is to provide for the development of 
detached and attached single family and multi-family dwellings in a moderately intense 
residential living environment in typically one and two story dwelling units. The proposed 
residential project does not adversely affect the General Plan or the Local Coastal Plan 
because it would provide residential uses in an area allowing for the construction of 
multiple-family dwelling units. 

7. The proposed use is compatible with other existing and proposed uses in the 
neighborhood. 

The property to the north of the site is commercial and the properties to the east, south, 
and west are comprised of residential uses. The proposed residential project is 
compatible with other uses in the neighborhood because it proposes a residential use 
where nearby properties are comprised of residential buildings. 

8. The location, site layout and design of the proposed use orients the proposed 
structures to streets, driveways, sunlight, wind and other adjacent structures and 
uses in a harmonious manner. 

The proposed buildings are oriented 13th Street, Donax Avenue, and the internal drive 
aisle and are harmonious with other uses and structures, which include residential 
buildings in the neighborhood, because the project proposes a residential use where 
nearby properties are comprised of residential buildings. 

9. The combination and relationship of one proposed use to another on the site is 
properly integrated. 

The project proposes residential uses that are properly integrated. The design style and 
the choice of building materials properly integrate the buildings. 

10. Access to and parking for the proposed use does not create any undue traffic 
problem. 

Vehicular ingress and egress to and from the site would be provided from the alley and 
pedestrian access would be provided from 13th Street and Donax Avenue. Access and 
ingress and egress for the project should not create undue traffic problems because the 
project would comply with the standards set forth in the Municipal Code. 

11. All other applicable provisions of the Zoning Code are complied with. 

The project proposes the construction of eight residential condominium units in the R-
2000 (Medium-Density Residential) Zone, where detached and attached condominiums 
are typical and the minimum requirements set forth in the Zoning Ordinance will be met. 
Therefore, the project is consistent with the Zoning Code standards for the site. 
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12. Any other considerations as the Community Development Department deem 
necessary to preserve the health, safety and convenience of the City in general. 

Standard and applicable conditions of approval have been included with the Resolution 
to further ensure that the health, safety, welfare, and convenience of the City in general 
are preserved. 

13. Public Notice requirements, pursuant to Zoning Ordinance Section 19.87.1 00, 
have been satisfied. 

The project description and the date of the City Council public hearing were sent to 
property owners within 300 feet and occupants within 100 feet of the subject site on 
February 4, 2016, and a public hearing notice was published in the South County Eagle 
& Times newspaper on February 4, 2016. 

TENTATIVE MAP FINDINGS (IBMC § 18.12.070): 

14. The proposed tentative tract map is consistent with the General Plan/Local 
Coastal Plan. 

The General Plan/Local Coastal Plan designates the site as R-2000 (Medium-Density 
Residential) Zone. The purpose of the R-2000 Zone is to provide for the development of 
detached and attached single family and multi-family dwellings in a moderately intense 
residential living environment in typically one and two story dwelling units. The proposed 
tentative map is consistent with the General Plan/Local Coastal Plan because it 
complies with the land use designations and zoning ordinance. 

15. The design or improvement of the proposed subdivision is consistent with the 
General Plan/Local Coastal Plan. 

The General Plan/Local Coastal Plan designates the site as Medium Density Residential 
(R-2000 Zone). The purpose of the R-2000 Zone is to provide for the development of 
detached and attached single family and multi-family dwellings in a moderately intense 
residential living environment in typically one and two story dwelling units. Typical of this 
zone are detached and attached single family dwellings, duplexes, apartments, 
condominiums and townhomes. Therefore, the proposed eight unit residential 
condominium project meets the purpose and intent of the land use designation of the 
General Plan/Local Coastal Plan. 

16. The site is physically suitable for the type of development. 

The subject site is physically suitable for the residential development because it is 
relatively flat and the proposed grading and drainage for the development of the project 
has been reviewed so that no adverse impacts would occur. 

17. The design of the subdivision will not cause substantial environmental damage or 
substantial and avoidable injury to fish or wildlife, or their habitat. 

The project involves new construction in a developed urban area that will not affect fish 
or wildlife habitat. 

18. The design of the subdivision will not cause serious public health problems. 

The development will meet all construction requirements and will be served by municipal 
water and sewer service and would not result in public health problems. 

19. The design of the subdivision will not conflict with any easement of record. 

A design of the subdivision will not conflict with any easement of record. 



Resolution No. 2016-7668 
Page 5 of 10 

20. All requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) have been 
fulfilled. 

This project is categorically exempt from the requirements of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article 19 Sections 15332 (In-Fill 
Development Projects). The City has prepared a Categorical Exemption per the CEQA 
requirements for this project and the Notice of Exemption will be filed with the County 
Clerk in compliance with CEQA. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Imperial 
Beach that the above-listed findings and recitals are true and correct and are incorporated by 
reference; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Imperial Beach that 
Administrative Coastal Permit (ACP 150007), Design Review Case (DRC 150008), Site Plan 
Review (SPR 150009), Tentative Map (TM 15001 0), and Categorical Exemption pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines 15332 (In-Fill Development) for the demolition of one existing building and 
construction of eight new residential condominium units at 808 131

h Street (APN 626-342-15-00) 
are hereby approved subject to the following: 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL: 

1. Approval of Administrative Coastal Permit (ACP 150007), Design Review Case (DRC 
150008), Site Plan Review (SPR 150009), Tentative Map (TM 15001 0), and Categorical 
Exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 15332 (In-Fill Development) is valid for three 
years from the date of final action by the City Council to expire February 17, 2019, 
unless vested with substantial construction pursuant to an approved building permit. 
Approvals of the Administrative Coastal Permit (ACP 150007), Design Review Case 
(DRC 150008), Site Plan Review (SPR 150009), and CEQA Categorical Exemption shall 
run coterminous with the tentative map. 

2. The site shall be developed in substantial compliance with the plans dated January 21, 
2016, and Stormwater Management Plan dates July 22, 2015, on file at the Community 
Development Department, or as otherwise amended and approved, and the conditions 
contained herein. 

3. A lighting plan shall be provided to staff prior to issuance of building permits. Lighting 
shall be used in a creative manner to increase the aesthetics of the landscaping and 
buildings without negatively impacting neighbors. 

4. A trellis shall be provided over the trash enclosure for aesthetic purposes. 

5. Development, landscape, open space, and parking standards must meet requirements 
set forth in the Municipal Code. 

6. No portion of the buildings may exceed the 26 foot height limit except those allowed by 
Imperial Beach Municipal Code Section 19.40.020. 

7. All landscaping shall be drought tolerant and developed to be consistent with the 
renderings and plans presented to the City. In addition, trees shall be planted to screen 
the drive aisle and landscaping shall be planted to screen any utilities, subject to 
approval by the City. 
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8. Any landscaping proposed to locate within the public right-of-way, including any other 
work in the right-of-way, requires a Temporary Encroachment Permit, subject to City 
approval. Street trees are a requirement for the project. 

9. A permanent irrigation system shall be installed and permanently maintained to serve all 
landscaped areas. All landscaped and bio-filtration areas, including those in the public 
right-of-way, shall be permanently maintained by the owner in a healthy condition, free 
from weeds, trash, and debris. 

10. Final Map submittal shall include Final Map, Preliminary Title Report with Schedule B 
Exception Items, Subdivision Guarantee, Traverse Closures, Map Reference Items, 
Vesting Deed, and Corporation Documentation/Authority to Sign, and Final Map 
Notification Agreement. 

11. This project is subject to all Municipal Codes, Model Codes, State Codes and City 
Ordinances adopted by the City of Imperial Beach. 

12. All building permits required for the project shall be obtained from the Imperial Beach 
Building Department. 

13. A licensed surveyor/engineer shall verify pad elevations and all building corners and 
setbacks. 

14. Hours of Construction: No work for which a building permit is required shall be 
performed within the hours of 7:00 P.M. -7:00A.M. Monday - Friday, nor prior to 8:00 
A.M. or after 5:00 P.M. on Saturday. Construction work on Sundays, or alteration of the 
approved hours of construction, is subject to City approval. 

15. Each structure shall be fully protected by an approved automatic fire sprinkler system in 
compliance with California Code of Regulations Title 24 and the requirements of the 
Imperial Beach Fire-Rescue Department, and the project shall comply with all other 
requirements by the Public Safety Department. 

16. Ensure that the hot water tank P .T. discharge pipe is piped to discharge to the sanitary 
sewer system or the landscape area. A design that has the water discharge directly into 
the storm drain conveyance system (onto an impervious surface that flows to the street) 
is in violation of the Municipal Storm Water Permit- Order R9-2013-0001. 

17. Sewer lateral (existing and new) locations must be drawn on the plans and submitted to 
the City for review and approval prior to building permit issuance. 

18. Abandon the existing sewer lateral(s) per the Greenbook standards or other approved 
building standards. Include the abandonment procedures on the building plans for City 
approval. 

19. City of Imperial Beach Public Works Department- Wastewater Division shall be notified 
at least 5-days in advance of proposed sewer lateral tie-in. 

20. Repair the sewer main damage at the existing lateral connection to this parcel per the 
Public Works Director's direction. CCTV of break at the lateral connection is available at 
the City's Public Works Department Office, 495 1 01

h Street, Imperial Beach, CA. 

21. No building roof or landscape water drains may be piped to the street or onto impervious 
surfaces that lead to the street. A design that has the water discharge directly into the 
storm drain conveyance system (onto an impervious surface that flow to the street) is in 
violation of the Municipal Storm Water Permit. 
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22. Install landscape-watering system to landscape strip in the right-of-way per I.B.M.C. 
19.50.040.F. 

23. All landscape areas, including grass and mulch areas, must be improved to consist'of at 
least 12-inches of loamy soil in order to maximize the water absorption during wet 
weather condition and minimize irrigation runoff. 

24. Existing curb cut on 13th Street must be removed and replaced with new ADA sidewalk, 
curb, and gutter in accordance with San Diego Regional Standard Drawings G-2, G-7, 
G-9, G-1 0, and G-11. 

25. The 8-foot wide sidewalk on 13th Street shall be retained/replaced as necessary. 

26. Reconstruct pedestrian curb ramp located on corner of Donax Ave and 13th Street to be 
compliant with San Diego Regional Standard Drawing G-27 (Type-A), G-30, G-32A, and 
G-328. 

27. A section of cross gutter adjacent to pedestrian ramp (NW of ramp) is cracked and shall 
be removed and replaced per San Diego Regional Standard Drawings G-11 and G-12. 

28. Existing sidewalk immediately adjacent to alley approach (NW corner of property) shall 
be reconstructed to be compliant with San Diego Regional Standard Drawings G-30 and 
G-31 (Type D). 

29. For alley, sidewalk or curb & gutter replacement ensure compliance with San Diego 
Regional Standard Drawing G-11 in that, the "Area to be removed [must be] 5' or from 
joint to joint in panel, whichever is less." The distance between joints or score marks 
must be a minimum of 5-feet. Where the distance from "Area to be removed", to existing 
joint, edge or score mark is less than the minimum shown, "Area to be removed" shall be 
extended to that joint, edge or score mark. 

30. If it is necessary to cut into the alley pavement as part of this project, all concrete cuts in 
the alley must be replaced with #4 rebar dowels positioned every 1 foot on center. 
Concrete specification must be 560-C-3250. Concrete cuts must also comply with item 
12 above and cuts parallel to the alley drainage must be at least 1-foot from the alley 
drain line. 

31. For any work to be performed in the street or alley, submit a traffic control plan for 
approval by Public Works Director a minimum of 5 working days in advance of street 
work. Traffic control plan is to be per Regional Standard Drawings or CAL TRANS Traffic 
Control Manual. 

32. All street work construction requires a Class A contractor to perform the work. Street 
repairs must achieve 95% sub soil compaction. Asphalt repair must be a minimum of 
four (4) inches thick asphalt placed in the street trench. Asphalt shall be AR4000 "Y2 mix 
(hot). 

33. For any project that proposes work within the public right-of-way (i.e., driveway 
removal/construction, sidewalk removal/construction, street or alley 
demolition/reconstruction, landscaping and irrigation, fences, walls within the public 
right-of-way, etc.), a Temporary Encroachment Permit (TEP) shall be applied for and 
approved either prior to or concurrent with issuance of the building permit required for 
the project. Application for a Temporary Encroachment Permit shall be made on forms 
available at the Community Development Department Counter 

34. All street work construction requires a Class A contractor to perform the work. All 
pavement transitions shall be free of tripping hazards. 
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35. Construct trash/refuse enclosure and a recycling enclosure to comply with IBMC 
19.74.090. Trash and recycling enclosures are to be enclosed by a 6'-0" high masonry 
wall and locking gate. The minimum size trash/refuse enclosure shall be 6'-0" by 9'-0" 
and the minimum recycling enclosure shall be 4'-0" by 8'-0". The enclosure doors/gates 
must not be designed to swing into the adjacent alley. 

36. Any disposal/transportation of solid waste I construction waste in roll off containers must 
be contracted through the City's waste management provider unless the hauling 
capability exists integral to the prime contractor performing the work. 

37. Existing parcel impervious surfaces shall not increase beyond the impervious services 
shown on the approved plans as a post-conversion condition in order to maximize the 
water runoff infiltration area on the parcel in compliance with Municipal Storm Water 
Permit. 

38. Install survey monuments on northeast and southeast property lines in sidewalk, and 
install survey monuments on northwest and southwest property lines in alley. Record 
same with County Office of Records. 

39. In accordance with I.B.M.C. 12.32.120, applicant must place and maintain warning lights 
and barriers at each end of the work, and at no more than 50 feet apart along the side 
thereof from sunset of each day until sunrise of the following day, until the work is 
entirely completed. Barriers shall be placed and maintained not less than three feet 
high. 

40. Applicant shall provide verification of post construction Best Management Practice 
(BMP) maintenance provisions through a legal agreement or covenant. Agreement is 
provided through the Community Development Department. 

41. Property owner must institute "Best Management Practices" to prevent contamination of 
storm drains, ground water and receiving waters during both construction and post 
construction. The property owner or applicant BMP practices shall include but are not 
limited to. 

• Contain all construction water used in conjunction with the construction. 
Contained construction water is to be properly disposed in accordance with 
Federal, State, and City statutes, regulations and ordinances. 

• All recyclable construction waste must be properly recycled and not disposed in 
the landfill. 

• Water used on site must be prevented from entering the storm drain conveyance 
system (i.e. streets, gutters, alley, storm drain ditches, storm drain pipes). 

• All wastewater resulting from cleaning construction tools and equipment must be 
contained on site and properly disposed in accordance with Federal, State, and 
City statutes, regulations, and ordinances. 

• Erosion control - All sediment on the construction site must be contained on the 
construction site and not permitted to enter the storm drain conveyance system. 
Applicant is to cover disturbed and exposed soil areas of the project with plastic
like material (or equivalent product) to prevent sediment removal into the storm 
drain system. 

42. Applicant shall underground all utilities in accordance with I.B.M.C. 13.08.030 -
Subdivisions - Undergrounding Required (All privately owned public utility distribution 
systems and service facilities with the boundaries of any subdivision shall henceforth be 
placed underground.) and 13.08.040 Subdivision - Responsibility of subdivider to 
underground- Exempted facilities. 
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• The subdivider shall be responsible for the requirements of this chapter and shall 
make the necessary arrangements with each of the public utility companies for 
the installation of underground facilities and the relocation of existing facilities. 
The subdivider shall provide the city with letters signed by said public utilities 
indicating that such arrangements have been made with the public utilities 
companies stipulating that the undergrounding of utilities facilities will be 
accomplished concurrent with the filing of the final map of any subdivision as 
required by this code and the state Subdivision Map Act and subject to the 
approval of the City .... " 

43. Applicant shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the City, its agents, officers, and 
employees from any and all claims, actions, proceedings, damages, judgments, or costs, 
including attorney's fees and costs incurred by the City and any claim for private attorney 
general fees and costs claimed by or awarded to any party against the City or its agents 
officers or employees against the City or its agents, officers, or employees, relating to 
the approval of the project (MF1178) including, but not limited to, any action to attack, 
set aside, void, challenge, or annul this development approval and any environmental 
document or decision (including the Administrative Coastal Permit (ACP 150007), 
Design Review Case (DRC 150008), Site Plan Review (SPR 150009), Tentative Map 
(TM 15001 0), and CEQA Categorical Exemption), including any claims for violation of 
the Public Records Act or discovery law arising from and with respect to litigation 
involving these approvals (collectively "Development Approvals"). The City will promptly 
notify applicant of any claim, action or proceeding concerning the Development 
Approvals. The City may elect to conduct its own defense, participate in its own defense, 
or obtain independent legal counsel in defense of any claim related to this 
indemnification. In the event of such election, applicant shall pay all of the costs related 
thereto, including without limitation reasonable attorney's fees and costs. In the event of 
such election applicant shall pay all of the costs related thereto including without 
limitation attorney's fees and costs incurred by the City. In the event of a disagreement 
between the City and applicant regarding litigation issues, the City shall have the 
authority to control the litigation and make litigation related decisions, including, but not 
limited to, settlement or other disposition of the matter. However, the applicant shall not 
be required to pay or perform any settlement unless such settlement is first approved by 
applicant. 

44. The Developer or Developer's representative shall read, understand, and accept the 
conditions listed herein and shall, within 30 days, return a signed statement to the 
Community Development Department accepting said conditions. 

45. The Developer shall pay off any deficits in his project account (150007) prior to building 
permit issuance and prior to final inspection. 

Appeal Process under the California Code of Civil Procedure (CCP): The time within which 
judicial review of a City Council decision must be sought is governed by Section 1094.6 of the 
CCP. A right to appeal a City Council decision is governed by CCP Section 1094.5 and Chapter 
1.18 of the Imperial Beach Municipal Code. 

PROTEST PROVISION: The 90-day period in which any party may file a protest, pursuant to 
Government Code Section 66020, of the fees, dedications or exactions imposed on this 
development project begins on the date of the final decision. 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Imperial 
Beach as follows: 

1. That the foregoing recitals are true and correct. 

2. That Administrative Coastal Permit (ACP 150007), Design Review Case (DRC 
150008), Site Plan Review (SPR 150009), Tentative Map (TM 150010), and 
Categorical Exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 15332 (In-Fill 
Development) are approved for the demolition of one existing building and 
construction of eight new residential condominium units at 808 131h Street (APN 
626-342-15-00), subject to the conditions set forth in this Resolution. 

3. The City Manager or his designee shall provide notice to the California Coastal 
Commission of the City Council's approval of the Administrative Coastal Permit 
pursuant to IBMC Section 19.87.150(B). 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Imperial 
Beach at its meeting held on the 17'hday of February 2016, by the following vote: 

AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 
ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ATTEST: 

JACQUELINE M. HALO, MMC 
CITY CLERK 

SERGE DEDINA, MAYOR 
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SPECIAL NOTES 

DONAX GARDEN CORNER 
1. · The contractor shall verify with the owner and designer the date of the most current 

drawings. 'Refer to the last revision date on title sheet). . . 
2. The contractor and subcontractors sha~ carefully examine the s1te and drawings to obtam 

first hand knowledge of all conditions •. Any discrepancies and/or conditions needing . 
clarification shall be reported to the owner and designer prior to starting work and ordermg 
materials. No allowance shall be given for failure to comply with the above and/or 
conditions which can be determined by examining the site or drawings. 

3. The contra~tor and subcontractors' work shall conform to all applicable building codes and 
local jurisdictions, which regulate building procedures. · . · 

4. Each subcontractor is considered a specialist in his respective field and shall, pr~or to the 
submittal of bid or performance of work, notify the general contractor, owner, and designer, 
of any work called out on the drawings, with respect to his trade, which cannot be fully 
guaranteed for at least one year. . 

8 RESIDENCES FOR 
DONAX GARDEN CORNER LLC 

5. Use of these drawings for other projects other than the one intended by the designer !s a 
violation of common-law copyright and the Professional Code of the State of Califorma. 

6. When original drawings are in the possession of the owner or contractor they are 
responsible for their, preservation and accuracy. No modifications shall be made to these 
drawings except by the office of Robin J. Franklin. A breach of these items shall release 
Robin J. Franklin from. all responsibility and liabliitv with regards to their accuracy. 

7. Robin J. Franklin 1 Building Designer,. has not been retained for on-site supervision an? 
therefore has no control over quality of workmanship and actual materials used on thos 
project and .assUme no responsibility for defective workmanship or materials. 

' . . . . . . . 

C. PUBLIC SAFETY 

10. This project has been reviewed for compliance with the California Fire Code relative to 
access I water flow and has been found to be sufficiently in compliance; please proceed 
with the submittal of construction documents. Hydraulic calculations sought by the 
developer and provided by the water purveyor Califomla American Water have 
demonstrated that the nearest available fire hydrant located near the intersaction of 13th 
street and Donax Avenue and can produce the required fire flow demand. 

11. Each structure shall be fully protected by an approved automatic fire sprinkler system in 
compliance with California Code of Regulations Title 24 and the requirements of the 
Imperial Beach Fire-Rescue Department 

D. BUILDING: 

12. This project is subject to aU Model Codes, State Codes and City Ordinances adopted by 
the City of Imperial Beach. 

13. Contact the Building Offh::ial at (619} 626-1357 with inquiries related to the Building 
Code. 

E. PUBLIC WORKS: 

14. Ensure that the hot water tank P.T. discharge pipe is piped to discharge to the sanitary 
sewer system or the landscape area. A design that has the water discharge directly into 
the stonn drain conveyance system (onto an imperoious surface that flows to the street) 
is in violation of the Municipal Storm Water Penni!- Order R9-2013-0001. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

18. 

Before approval of these plans the sewer lateral {e!o:isting and new) locations must be 
drawn on the plans and submitted to the City for review and approval. 

Abandon the existing sewer lateral(s) per the Greenback standards or other approved 
building standards. Include the abandonment procedures on the building plans for Glty 
approval. 

City of Imperial Beach Public Works Department- Wastewater Division shall bB notified 
at least 5-days In advance of proposed sewer lateral tie-in. 

Repair the sewer main damage at the exist1ng lateral connection to this parcel per the 
Public Worts Director's dlrecUon. CCTV of break at the lateral connection is available at 
the City's Public Works Department Office, 495 1 olh Street, Imperial Beach, CA. 

No building roof or lcmdsc<.'lpe water drains may be piped to the street or onto impervious 
surfaces that lead to the street. A design that has the water discharge direclly into the 
stonn drain conveyance system (onto an impervious surface that flow to the street) is in 
violation of the Municipal Stann Water Pennit- Order R9-2013-0001. 

20. Install landscape-watering system to landscape strip in the right-of-way per J.B.M.C. 
19.50.040.F. 

21. 

22. 

·.~) 

Afllands~pe areas, including grass and mulch areas, must be Improved to consist of at 
least 12-mches of loamy soil in order to maximize the water absorption during wet 
weather condition and minimize irrigation runoff. 

Existing curb cut .on 13\11 Street must be removed and replaced with new ADA sidewalk, 
curb, and gutter m accordance with San Die~o Regional standard Drawings G-2 G-7 
G·9, G-10, and G-11. ' ' 

Th.e ~lot P~an page i~correctly shows the sidewalk along 131h Street as 5-feet wide. The 
C)(Js~ng Sidewalk JS nearly 8-fest wide. This 8-faot wide sidewalk shall be 

--,-- retamed/replaced as necessary. Please correct the Plot Plan drawings. , 
24. Reconstruct pedestrian curb ramp located on comer of DonaxAve and 13u1 Street to be 

~~~f~~nt Wi!h San Diego Regional Standard Drawing G-27 (Type-A), G-30, G-32A, and 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29. 

30. 

31. 

32. 

33. 

A section of cross gutter adjacent to pedesbian ramp (NW of r.3mp) is cracked and shall 
be removed and replaced per San Diego Regional Standard Dravlings G-11 and G-12, 

Existing sidewalk: immer:Jialely adjacent to alley approach (NW corner of property) shall 
be reconstructed to b~; compliant with San Diego Regional Standard Drawings G-30 and 
G-31 (Type D). 

For .alley, sidewalk or c~rb & gutter replacement ensure compliance with San Diego 
~eg1on~l _8ta.ndard DrawJ~g G-11. in that~ the HArlla to be removed [must be) 5' or from 
JOint to JOint.~~ panel, Whichever Is less. The distance between joints or score marks 
;n~st be a m1n1mum of 5-f~el Where the distance from "Area to be removedw, to existing 
JOint, edge or sc~re mar!< IS Jess than the minimum shown, uArea to be removed" shall be 
extended to that Joint, edge or score mark 

If it is necessary to cut into the .alley pavement as part of this project, all concrete cuts in 
the alley mus~ be .replaced Wllh #4 rebar dowels positioned every 1 foot on center. 
Concrete spec1ficat1on must be 560-C-3250, Concrete cuts must also comply with item 
12 ab~ve and cuts parallel to the alley drainage must be at least 1-foot from the alley 
drain lme. 

For any work to be pertorm.ed in the street or alley, submit a traffic control plan for 
approval by Public Works D1rector a minimum of 5 working days in advance of street 
work. Traffic control plan is to be per Regional Standard Drawings or CAL TRANS Traffic 
Control Manual. 

All s~reet work: c~nstruction requires a Class A contractor to perfonn the work. Street 
repa1rs :nust ach!eve 95% sub soil compaction. Asphalt repair must be a minimum of 
four {4} InChes thick <lsphalt plac:ed in the street trench. Asphalt shall be AR40DO '!,6 mi 
(hot). x 

For any project .that pro~oses work within the public right-of-way {i.e., driveway 
remov.a.lfconstructmn,. Sidewalk removal/construction, street or alley 
d.emohtlon!reconstruchon, landscaping and irrigation, fences, walls within the public 
nght-of-way_, etc.},,a Temporary Encroachment Pennit (TEP) shall be applied for and 
approv';"d eJther pno.r to or concurrent with issuance of the building pennit required for 
the project. Application for a Temporary Encroachment Permit shall be made on fonns 
available at the Community Development Department Counter 

All street work. ~onstruction requires a Class A contractor to perfonn the work. All 
pavement trans1honsshall be free of tripping hazards. 

ConstrU!::;t trash/refuse enclosure and a recycling enclosure to comply with JBMC 
19.74.090. Trash and recycling enclosures are to be enclosed by a 6'-0" high masonry 
wall and locking gate. The minimum size trash!refuse enclosure shall be 6'-0" by 9'-0" 
and the minimum recycling enclosure shall be 4'--Q~ by 8'-0". The enclosure doors/gates 
must not be designed to swing into the adjacent alley. 

34. Any disposal/transportation of solid waste I construction waste in roll off containers must 
be contracted through the City's waste management provider unless the hauling 
capability exists integral to the prime contractor perfonning the work. 

35. Existing parcel impervious surfaces shall not increase beyond the Impervious seiVices 
shown on 1he approved plans as a post-conversion condition Jn order to maximize the 
water runoff infiltration area on the parcel in compliance with Municipal Storm Water 
Permit- Order R9~2013-0001. 

36. !nstalt survey monuments on northeast and southeast property lines in sidewalk, and 
mstall survey monuments on northwest and southwest property lines in alley. Record 
same with County Office of Records. 

37. In accordance with J.B.M.C. 12.32.120, applicant must place and maintain warning lights 
and barriers at each end of the 11'/0rk, and at no more than 50 feet apart along the side 
the~eof from sunset of each day until sunrise of the following day, until the work is 
entirely completed. Barriers shall be placed and maintained nat less than three feet 
high. 

38. Applicant shall provide verification of post construction Best Management Practice 
(BMP) maintenance provisions through a legal agreement, covenant, CEQA mitigation 
requirement, and I or Conditional Use Permit. Agreement is provided through the 
Community Development Department 

39. Property owner must institute ~Best Management Practices' to prevent contamination of 
storm dra!ns, ground water and receiving waters during both construction and post 
construction. The property owner or applicant BMP practices shall include but are not 
limited to: 

• Contain all construction water used in conjunction with the construction . 
Contained construcllon water is to be property disposed in accordance wiU1 
Federal, State, and City statutes, regulations and ordinances. 

40. Applicant shall underground all utilities in accordance Wilh I.B.M.C. 13.08.030 • 
Subdivisions - Undergrounding Required (All privately owned public utility distribution 
systems and service facilities With the boundaries of any subdivision shall henceforth be 

• 

• 

• 

• 

~~ 

All recycl<:~ble construction waste· must be properly recycled and not disposed in 
the landfill. 

Water u~ed on site must be prevented from entering the storm drain conveyance 
system (1.e. streets, gutters, alley, storm drain d'1tches, storm drain pipes). 

All wastewater resulting from cleaning construction tools and equipment must be 
contained on site and properly disposed In accordance with Federal, State, and 
City statutes, regulations, and ordinances. 

Erosion control - All sediment on the construc::Uon site must be contained on the 
construction site and not permitted to enter the storm drain conveyance system . 
Appllcnnt Is to cover disturbed and exposed soil areas of the project with plastic
like material (or equivalent product) to prevent sediment removal into the stcnn 
.~in syste'!l 

placed underground,) and 13.08.040 Subdivision - Responsibility of subdivider to 
underground- l:)(empted facilities. 

• The subdivider shaH be responsible for the requirements of this chapter and shall 
make the necessary arrangements with each of the pu~lic utility .c~mpani7~. for 
the installation of underground facilities and the relocation of e:x1shng fac1lit1es. 
The subdivider shall provide the city with letters signed by said public utilities 
indicating that such arrangements have been made with the public utilities 
companies stipulating that the undergroundig of ulilitles facilit!e~ . ~ill be 
accomplished concurrent wit the filing of the final map of any subdJVJSicn as 
required by this code and the state Subdivision Map Act and subject to the 
approval of the City .... " 

4 SINGLE FAMILY HOMES & (2) 
DUPLEXES 

SITE TABULATIONS 
• ZONE: R-2000, MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL ZONE 
• LOT SIZE: 18,947 SQ FT 
• ALLOWABLE DENSITY: 18,947- 2000= 9.47 UNITS 
• PROPOSED DENSITY: 8 UNITS 
• ALLOWABLE LOT COVERAGE: 9,473 SQ FT (50%) 

• PROPOSED LOT COVERAGE: 8,162 SQ FT ( 43%) 
• ALLOWABLE F.A.R.: 14,210 SQ FT (75%) 
• PROPOSED F.A.R.: 13,378 SQ FT (70.6%) 

• ALLOWABLE BUILDING HEIGHT: 26'-0" 
• MAX. PROPOSED BUILDING HEIGHT: 26'..0" 
• REQUIRED FRONT SET BACK: 15'-0" 
• PROPOSED FRONT SET BACK: 15'-6" 
• REQUIRED STREET SIDEYARD SET BACK: 10'·0" 
• PROPOSED STREET SIDEYARD SET BACK: 10'-0" 
• REQUIRED REAR SET BACK WITH ALLEY: 5'·0" 
• PROPOSED REAR SETBACK WITH ALLEY: 5'..0" 
• OPEN SPACE REQUIRED: 300 SQ FT PER UNIT X 8 UNITS= 2400 SQ FT 
• OPEN SPACE PROVIDED: SEE OPEN SPACE PLAN & TABULATIONS 

BUILDING 1: 
UNIT A 

o 1sT FLOOR LIVING AREA: 531 SQ FT 
o 2ND FLOOR LIVING AREA: 1092 SQ FT 

• TOTAL LIVING AREA: 1623 SQ FT 
• GARAGE: 463 SQ FT 

UNIT B 

• 1sT FLOOR LIVING AREA: 531 SQ FT 
• 2ND FLOOR LIVING AREA: 1092 SQ FT 
• TOTAL LIVING AREA: 1623 SQ FT 

• GARAGE: 463 SQ FT 

BUILDINGS 2, 3, 5, & 6 EACH 

• 1sT FLOOR LIVING AREA: 625 SQ FT 
• 2ND FLOOR LIVING AREA: 1109 SQ FT 

• TOTAL LIVING AREA: 1734 SQ FT 
• GARAGE: 434 SQ FT 

BUILDING 4: 
UNIT A 

• 1sT FLOOR LIVING AREA: 531 SQ FT 
• 2N° FLOOR LIVING AREA: 1092 SQ FT 
• TOTAL LIVING AREA: 1623 SQ FT 
• GARAGE: 463 SQ FT 

UNITB 

• 1sT FLOOR LIVING AREA: 481 SQ FT 
• 2ND FLOOR LIVING AREA: 1092 SQ FT 
• TOTAL SQ FT: 1573SQ FT 
• GARAGE: 463 SQ FT 

• ALL BUILDINGS ARE TYPE VB CONSTRUCTION, R-3 & U- OCCUPANCIES, 
FULLY FIRE SPRINKLERED 

SITE NOTES 
1. PLANS-FOR THIS PROJECT SHALL COMPL Y-iNlfti THE: 

A. 2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA BUILDING CODE (CBC) 
B. 2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA RESIDENTIAL CODE (CRC) 
C. 2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA MECHANICAL CODE (CMC) 
D. 2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA PLUMBING CODE (CPC) 
E. 2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA ELECTRICAL CODE (CRC) 
F. 2013 EE!ITION OF THE CALIFORNIA FIRE CODE 'CFC) 
G. 2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA GREEN BUILDING STANDARDS 
H. 2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA ENERGU CODE (CEC) 
I. 2000 EDITION OF THE URBAN-WILDLAND INTERFACE CODE 

2. ON SITi(UTILITIES SHALL BE UNDERGROUNDED. 
3. OWNER SHALL CONSULT APPROPRIATE UTILITY PROVIDERS FOR 

EXACT SERVICE LOCATIONS. 
4. SITE DRAINAGE SHALL BE AWAY FROM STRUCTURES. 
5. MAJOR GRADING IS NOT PROPOSED THIS PROJECT, UTILIZE NATURAL 

DRAINAGE & TOPOGRAPHY. . 
6. ANY PLUMBING FIXTURES BELOW ELEVATION OF UPSTREAM MANHOLE 

SHALL DRAIN BY GRAVITY AND BE PROTECTED BY AN APPROVED 
BACKWATER PREVENTION DEVICE. 

7. ALL WATER PIPING TO BE SIZED IN ACCORDANCE WITH APPENDIX "A" 
OF THE CURRENT U.P.C. 

8. HOSE BIBBS AND LAWN HYDRANTS TO BE PROTECTED BY AN 
APPROVED NON·REMOVEABLE BACKWATER PREVENTION DEVICE. 

9. ELECTRICAL SERVICES TO BE GROUNDED TO EXTERIOR HOSE BIBB 
AND TO AN APPROVED UFER GROUND. 

10. ADDRESSES SHALL BE EASILY SEEN FROM THE STREET OR ALLEY. 
NUMBERS SHALL BE 6~' HIGH WITH %" STROKE ON CONTRASTING 
COLORED BACKGROUND. 

11. A SEPARATE PERMIT IS REQUIRED FOR ALL WORK IN THE PUBLIC 
RIGHT .QF·WAY. . 

12. THE STRUCTURES($) SHALL BE LOCATED ON ENTIRELY NATIVE I 
UNDESTURBED SOIL 'OWNER OR PROJECT 
ENGINEER). sr=e s;O/LS ,Ae.r'c;teT 

13. IF THE BUILDING INSPECTOR SUSPECTS UNCOMPACTED FILL, 
EXPANSIVE SOIL, OR ANY GEOLOGIC INSTABILITY BASED UPON 
OBSERVATION OF THE FOUNDATION EXCAVATION, A SOILS, OR 
GEOLOGICAL REPORT AND RESUBMITTAL OF PLANS SHALL BE 
PRODUCED TO VERIFY THAT THE RECOMMENDATIONS HAVE BEEN 
INCORPORATED MAY BE REQUIRED.-

14. ALL KNOWN PROPERTY LINES (REAL OR ASSUMED), EASEMENTS, AND 
BUILDINGS 'BOTH EXISTING & PROPOSED}, ARE SHOWN ON THIS PLAN. 

15. THESE PLANS AND ALL WORK SHALL COMPLY WITH THE CALIFORNIA 
BUILDING STANDARDS CODE FOUND IN THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
TITLE 24 CCR AS AMENDED AND ADOPTED BY 
THE CIT'( •+ -;J:'M P.EJ?IA-L f-eec4 

STORM WATER QUALITY NOTES 
CONSTRUCTION BMP'S 

This project shall comply with all requirements of the Municipal PEnnit issued by San Diego Regional Water Quality Control 

Board {SDRWQCB) and MUnicipal Storm Water National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit on January 24, 
2007. (http://docs.sandlego.gov/municode/MuniCodeChapter14/Ch14/Ch14Art02Divlslon02.pdf & Storm Water Manual 

http://www.sandiego.gov/development~services/cdf/news/stormwatermanual.pdf) 

Notes below represent key minimum reguirements for construction BMP's. 

1. The contractor shall be responsible for cleanup of all silt &mud on adjacent street(s), due to construction vehicles or 
any ather construction activity, at the end of each work dey, or after a storm event that causes a breech In Installed 
construction BMP's which may compromise Storm Water Quality within any street (s). A stabilized. construction exit 

may be required to prevent construction vehicles or equipment from tracking mud or silt onto the street. 

2. All stockpiles of soil &/or building materials that are intended to be left for a period greater than 7 calendar days are to 

be covered. All removable BMP devices shall be in place at the end of each working day when 5 day rain probability 

forecast exceeds 40%. 

3. A concrete washout shall be provided an all projects whirh propose the construction of any concrete improvements 

which are to be poured in place on site. 

4. The contractor shall restore all erosion/sediment control devices to working order after each run-off producing rainfall 

or after any materlal breach in effectiveness. · 

5. All slopes that are. created or disturbed by construction activity must be protected against erosion and sediment 

transport at all times. 

6. The storage of all construction materials and equipment must be protected against any potential release of pollutants 

Into the environment. 
Updated 10/04/2013 

Allllchment A Summary of Special Inspection 

1 Concrt~te 
2 Bolls !nstalied rn concrete 
3 Special moment-mslsUng concrete frame 
4 Ao!nlorcing steel and prestressing eteel tendons 
5.1 AD slruclural weldlnf! 
5.2 Special moment-ies1stlng Sleet frame 
5.3 Welding relnlorclng steel 
6 Hlgll-strenglh balling 
7 SlructuraJ meson!}' 
a Rolnforccd gypsum concrete 
9 Insulating concrele ffil 

10 Sprny-nppllod flre;aslsUVe materials 
1 f P!llng, drilled piers and caissons 
12 Sllctcrete 

13.1 Verily son cond:Uons are subslan11ally In conformance with the soli 
lnvetUgaUcn report 

13.2 Verify that foundallon excavaliollS exlend to properdepL'l and 
beanna strata 

13.3 Provide son compaction last results, depth of fill, relalive density, 
beadng valuos 

13A Provide soU S)l;panslon te.st results, expansion lnd6lc, recommend a~ 
trans tor foundations, on .grade floor slab doslgn lor each bulldlng 
slle 

14 Smoke'¢0nlrol syslem 
15 Special cases (specified by the Building Offidal) 
11i · Off-alta fabrication ol bUilding components 
17 Olher special cases {speclned by designer of record) 

(Use additional sheets as needed to provfde a comprehensive list} 

No. Description of Type of Inspection Required, Location, Remarks, etc. Design Strength 

.. 

TITLE 24 
Building site is located in Climate Zone CJ l using energy conservation 
design method MM.::Y PA.'tl per calculations (by others). See sht. CF-R for 
mandatory design features and energy certification forms. 
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OPEN SPACE PLAN 

OPEN SPACE TABULATIONS 
UNIT 1: 276 SQ FT PRIVATE YARD+ 60 SQ FT BALCONY= 336 SQ FT 

UNIT 2: 295 SQ FT PRIVATE YARD+ 60 SQ FT BALCONY+ 198 SQ FT ADD'NL= 
553SQFT 

UNIT 3: 315 SQ FT PRIVATE YARD+ 192 SQ FT ADD'NL= 507 SQ FT 

UNIT 4: 555 SQ FT PRIVATE YARD+ 145 SQ FT ADD'NL= 700 SQ FT 

UNIT 5: 240 SQ FT PRIVATE YARD+ 60 SQ FT BALCONY= 300 SQ FT 

UNIT 6: 252 SQ FT PRIVATE YARD+ 60 SQ FT BALCONY+ 176 SQ FT 
ADD'NL= 488 SQ FT 

UNIT 7: 305 SQ FT PRIVATE YARD+ 283 SQ FT ADD'NL= 588 SQ FT 

UNIT 8: 320 SQ FT PRIVATE YARD+ 170 SQ FT ADD'NL= 490 SQ FT 

TOTAL OPEN SPACE PROVIDED: 3962 SQ FT 
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

Parcel~ (APN): 626-342·15.0[1 

Parcal Status: ACTIVE 

Mailing Address: 

X38.41' · 

Situs Address: . BD813TH ST IMPERIAL BEACH CA 91932-2330 C014 
Lege!! 
Desc;i!Jtion: 

37, " .\. 

37.26' 

• . ' 

36.68' 

1~c:.-17 £!<='""" _ S70U£)Et) i;. . NI'Jt.,.L 
Ldv'f· : 

Y£. . I ' 
,AL.'~t:>/VS7;<4/t::.T ~60£ST,e,r,;f?'V ~At/' 
~ A£4'. sn:;, 'M:f4-Z7/~.P£A), t::;'·!Jej 

· c;·.?ZA{t;·sz..h BUILDING 1: 

!, 6.78' 

~ 

• 2 STORY DUPLEX WITH 2 2·CAR GARAGES, TYPE VB CONSTRUCTION, 
R-3 AND U OCCUPANCIES, FULLY SPRINKLERED. 

BUILDING 2: 

I 
:: 
'<!--. 

I I'* ':') 

• 

I 
C) 
C) 
(/) 

I 

.Yo !o 11 

ex. t!!>~o" 
S't"Lle.N¥K..., 

,o.ce.::r;:_~-4 a::. 
I 

X ,95' x38.47' 

• 2 STORY SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE WITH 2 CAR GARAGE, TYPE VB 
CONSTRUCTION, R-3 AND U OCCUPANCIES, FULLY SPRINKLERED. 

BUILDING 3: 
• 2 STORY SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE WITH 2 CAR GARAGE, TYPE VB 

CONSTRUCTION, R-3 AND U OCCUPANCIES, FULLY SPRINKLERED. 

BUILDING 4: 
• 2 STORY DUPLEX WITH 2 2-CAR GARAGES, TYPE VB CONSTRUCTION, 

R-3 AND U OCCUPANCIES, FULLY SPRINKLERED. ' 

BUILDING 5: ;{!J/s..p&co M/J-.PTA-.8Le. d/Y/T) 

o 2 STORY SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE WITH 2 CAR GARAGE, TYPE VB 
CONSTRUCTION, R-3 AND U OCCUPANCIES, FULLY SPRINKLERED. 

BUILDING 6: 

• 

• 2 STORY SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE WITH 2 CAR GARAGE, TYPE VB 
CONSTRUCTION, R·3 AND U OCCUPANCIES, FULLY SPRINKLERED. 

NOTE: INSTALL DECORATIVE UP LIGHTING IN YARDS ONTO BUILDINGS 
ALONG BOTH 13TH STREET & DONAX AVE. (BUILDINGS 1, 2, 3, & 6) 

PARKING PROVIDED: 

• 16 STANDARD SPACES LOCATED IN PRIVATE GARAGES 
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L'ANDSCAPE PLAN 
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GOLDEN MEDALLION TREE 

15 GAL(4) 
MULCH GROUND COVER 

FLAGSTONE GROUND COVER 

BRADFORD PEAR 

15 GAL. (6) 

PURPLE LEAF PLUM 

15 GAL. (6) 

IN MULCH GROUND COVER: 

•' 

COYOTE BRUSH 
1 GAL. (SQ) 

fu HEMEROCALLIS (DAY LILY) 

. 1 GAL (60) 

!:) HUMMINGBIRD SAGE 

1 GAL(20) 

& PHORMIUM TENAX 

SUNDOWNER 1 GAL(20) 

>4 LOMANDRA BREEZE GRASS . 1 GAL(15) 

~ EURYOPS PECTINATUS 1 GAL(1 0) 

GREVILLEA JUNIPERINA 
DONAX WALL PLANTER 

~SPIDER FLOWER 1GAL(20} 

/,y /I /I 
/ ,L_/ 1/ 

* DIANELLA TASMANICA 

YELLOW STRIPE 1GAL(15) 

DONAX PLANTER PARKWAY 
CREEPING THYME (TYMUS SERPYLLUM} 

~ DECORATIVE PERMEABLE PAVEMENT 
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·ROBIN J. FRANKUN, BUILDING DESIGNER,·HAS NOT BEEN RETAINED FOR ON-SITE SUPERVISION AND THEREFORE HAS NO 
CONTROL OVER QUALITY OF WORKMANSHIP AND ACTUAL-MATERIALS USED ON THIS PROJECT AND ASSUMES. NO 
RESPONSIBIL TY FOR DEFECTIVEWORKM.0.NSHIP OR MATERIALS. . . . 
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-DONAX-GARDENCORNER, LLC 
'PROJECT SITE:· i . . 

'80813TH STREET, IMPERIAL BEACH, CA. 
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. · "'!Y A "ll"D. A ... ~-~~ 
Eucrtm!;RJND 4: "DE:s1aN + ·CoNSTiwcnoN 

· NABIL KACH!'P.E. 

Tclj'Fax (619) 440,6533 
1010 SING/NIJ 8100/i ROAD • EL CI}ON. CA W/9 

·Protessional Building Designer 
6151 FAIRMOUNT AVE. SUITE205 
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CONTROL OVER QUALITY OF WORKMANSHIP AND ACTUAL MATERIALS USED ON nus PROJECT AND ASSUMES. NO 
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ROBIN J. FRANKLIN, BUILDING DESIGI\IER, HAS NOT BEEN RETAINED FOR ON-SITE SUPERVISION AND THEREFORE HAS NO 
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Attachment 6 - DRB Minutes for 
MF 1178 (6/30/15 & 12/17/15)

TUESDAY, JUNE 30,2016 

SPECIAL MEETING 

MINUTES 

CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 

City Council Chambers 
8251mperlal Beach Blvd. 
Imperial Beach, CA 91932 

2:00P.M. 
In accordance with City policy, all Design Review Board meetings are recorded In their entirety and 
recordings ere available for review. These minutes ere a brief summary of action taken. 

1.0 CALL TO ORDER 
CHAIRPERSON NAKAWATASE called the Special meeting to order at 2:05P.M. 

ROLL CALL 

BOARDMEMBERS PRESENT: Bowman, Lopez, Nal<awatase 

BOARDMEMBERS ABSENT: Schaaf 

STAFF PRESENT: Senior Planner Foltz, Recording Secretary Richards 

4.0 BUSINESS FROM THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

4.2 REPORT: ERIC WILSON (APPLICANT); CONSIDERATION OF DESIGN REVIEW CASE 
(DRC 150008) FOR THE DEMOLITION OF ONE EXISTING BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION 
OF EIGHT NEW RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUM UNITS AT 808 13TH STREET (APN 626-342-
16-00). MF 1178. 

SENIOR PLANNER FOLTZ gave a PowerPolnt presentation on the proposal of eight new 
residential units. Staff Is recommending that lighting be used for aesthetics throughout the project 
and trees be placed along the street. Staff also recommended that on the North Elevation the wall 
be pushed back a few feet to allow for landscaping between the street and the project. 

Chairperson Nakawatase called for a recess from 2:46 P.M. to 2:52 P.M. 

BOARD MEMBER BOWMAN stated that the project lacks new modern architectural features and 
the color scheme Is very dull. 

BOARD MEMBER LOPEZ stated the project Is lacking a "wow factor" and a new color scheme 
would help the project stand out. 

CHAIRPERSON NAKAWATASE agreed with the statements given by Board Members Bowman 
and Lopez. 1 

BOARD MEMBER BOWMAN Inquired about the necessity of the fence around the project stating 
that removing the fence may give the project a more open anci Inviting feel. She also stated that 
deeper colors would help bring out the variations In the pop outs of the building. 

CHAIRPERSON NAKAWATASE stated that she Is In support of the fence and agrees with Board 
Member Bowman that deeper colors for the pop outs would be beneficial to give more depth to 
the buildings. 



Special Design Review Board (ORB) Minutes 
June 30, 2015 
Page 2 of2 

APPLICANT ERIC WILSON presented color options and reviewed the possible materials that 
would be used for the project. He stated that he was open to the Board Members suggestions 
and he would work with their recommendations. 

MOTION BY NAKAWATASE SECOND BY LOPEZ, TO HAVE THE APPLICANT REDESIGN 
THE PROJECT AND COME BACK WITH MORE VERTICAL INTEREST, AN EXTENSION OF 
THE PORCH, AND MORE COMPLIMENTARY COLORS ON THE SECOND FLOOR POP 
OUTS 
MOTION CARRIED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
AYES: LOPEZ, BOWMAN, NAKAWATASE 
NOES: NONE 
ABSENT: SCHAAF 
ABSTAIN: NONE 

6.0 ADJOURNMENT 

CHAIRPERSON NAI<AWATASE adjourned the meeting at 3:20p.m. 

At>Provetl: --=-
Signature on file 

Shirley Nakawatase, ORB Chairperson 
AttA!If:C~·~,.,.....,~.....,..------. 

Signature on file 

Lari~a Richards, Recording Secretary 



1.0 CALL TO ORDER 

MINUTES 

CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 

DECEMBER 17, 2015 
REGULAR MEETING 4:00P.M. 

City Council Chambers 
825 Imperial Beach Blvd. 
Imperial Beach, CA 91932 

Chairperson Nakawatase called the meeting to order at 4:01 P.M. 

ROLL CALL 
Board Members Present: 
Board Members Absent: 
Staff Present: 

2.0 PUBLIC COMMENTS 
None. 

3.0 CONSENT CALENDAR 
None. 

Nakawatase, Bowman, Voronchihin, Smith, Pamintuan 
None 
City Planner Foltz, Assistant City Manager Dush, Recording 
Secretary Richards 

4.0 BUSINESS FROM THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
4.1 REPORT: ERIC WILSON (APPLICANT); CONSIDERATION OF DESIGN REVIEW CASE 
(DRC 150008) FOR THE DEMOLITION OF ONE EXISTING BUILDING AND 
CONSTRUCTION OF EIGHT NEW RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUM UNITS AT 808 131

H 

STREET (APN 626·342~15-00). MF1178. 

City Planner Foltz gave a PowerPoint Presentation on the proposed revisions to the project 
design plan. He provided the original renderings of the project as well as the modified 
renderings as suggested by the Design Review Board on June 30, 2015. 

Vice Chairperson Pamintuan questioned about whether or not HOA fees have been established. 

Eric Wilson stated that the fees have not been determined yet; however, he expects that they 
should be very minimal since the open area is very limited. 

Vice Chairperson Pamintuan inquired about the details of the trash enclosure. 

City Planner Foltz stated that the trash enclosure is off the alley and it's a masonry block 
enclosure that will be available to all the units. There would be one trash bin and one recycling 
bin. 

Board Member Voronchihin inquired about the possibility of wrapping the wood siding around 
the entire building instead of limiting it to the walls facing the street. 

Chairperson Nakawatase closed the meeting from the public at 4:14 P.M. 
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Chairperson Nakawatase stated that the visual interest will be on the street view of the building 
where the applicant is currently proposing the wood siding. 

Vice Chairperson Pamintuan agreed with Chairperson Nakawatase and expressed concern 
about the additional maintenance costs that would be incurred over time if the wood slding was 
to be wrapped around the buildings. He also noted that the lighting along the alleyway does not 
seem sufficient for safety reasons. 

Chairperson Nakawatase stated that when this project was previously considered by the ORB, 
City Planner Foltz had mentioned that the Design Review Board may want to consider lighting 
elements as a condition of approvaL 

MOTION BY NAKAWATASE, SECOND BY PAMINTUAN, TO ACCEPT THE PROJECT AS 
PRESENTED WITH THE LIGHTER COLOR PALLET AND A CONDITION THAT THE 
LIGHTING PLAN BE CREATED DURING THE PERMIT PROCESS. 

MOTION AMENDED BY NAKAWATASE, SECOND BY PAMINTUAN, THAT ITEMS 1-4 OF 
THE STAFF RECOMMENDATION BE INCORPORATED INTO THE ORIGINAL MOTION. 
MOTION AS AMENDED CARRIED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
AYES: NAKAWATASE, PAMINTUAN, BOWMAN, SMITH, VORONCHIHIN 
NOES: NONE 
ABSENT: NONE 
ABSTAIN: NONE 

5.0 INFORMATIONAL ITEMS/REPORTS 
Chairperson Nakawatase asked for an update on the Breakwater Project. 

City Planner Foltz stated that construction permits are ready to be issued and the applicant 
states that they are going to begin work within the next few months. 

Assistant City Manager Dush stated that the City has been working extensively with Sudberry 
over the past few weeks and the plan is to break ground during the first quarter of 2016. He also 
stated that once the applicant's financing goes through, he expects the project will begin quickly. 

6.0 ADJOURNMENT 
Chairperson Nakawatase adjourned the meeting at 4:24 P.M .. 

__ Attest: C\ .,..=:::., 
Signature on file ---------, 

' ' ;)'/ l ~o 
~?a Richards, Recording Secretary 

Approved: 

Signature on file 

'Itt I'~ 
Shirley Nakawatase, ORB 
Chairperson 
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FROM: 

ORIGINATING DEPT.: 

HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

ANDY HALL, CITY MANAGER~\\ 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

MEETING DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

FEBRUARY 17, 2016 

PUBLIC HEARING: ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-
7664 APPROVING THE PALM AVENUE/ SR 75 COMMERCIAL 
CORRIDOR STREETSCAPE PLAN (MF 1171) 

In 2009, MIG Consultants completed a traffic~calming study of Palm Avenue/SR 75 for the City. 
On December 18, 2013, the City hired a consultant team headed by Project Design 
Consultants (PDC) to prepare 30% concept plans and the environmental documents for the 
next phase of the Palm Avenue/ SR 75 Commercial Corridor Streetscape Plan that is 
being funded primarily by a San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) Smart 
Growth Incentive Program (SGIP) Planning Grant. Staff is recommending adoption of 
Resolution No. 2016-7664 that approves the Palm Avenue/SR 75 Streetscape Plan along with 
the Miti ated Ne ative Declaration MND . 

DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION: 

That the City Council: 

1. Receive the report and open the public hearing; 

2. Entertain testimony and close the public 
hearing; 

3. Adopt Resolution No. 2016-7664 that approves 
the project and provides findings that it is in 
conformance with local and state requirements. 

RATIONALE: 

The State, since its promulgation of AB 32 (Global Warming Solutions Act) set into motion a 
program of land use and transportation requirements and provided funding sources to mitigate 
the production and effects of greenhouse gases. Complete Streets requirements and 
sustainability grants are examples of the State's and the region's commitment to meeting these 
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goals. Approval of the project would address the environmental, pedestrian, bicycle, transit and 
traffic safety issues that the existing Palm Avenue/SR 75 facility poses by traffic-calming the 
highway so that it may be more conducive for all users. This approval along with the Coastal 
Commission's approval of a consolidated coastal development permit would complete the 
discretionary entitlements necessary for the City to pursue the implementation of the project 
(such as the preparation of detailed plans and obtaining funding for its construction phase). 

OPTIONS: 

Option 1: 

Option 2: 

Adopt Resolution No. 2016-7664 that approves the project and the MND that 
would enable the City to proceed with the project's implementation. 

Do not adopt Resolution No. 2016-7664 and provide further direction to city staff. 

BACKGROUND: 

On February 18, 2009, the consulting firm of Moore lacofano Goltsman, Incorporated (MIG) 
completed its Palm Avenue Mixed Use & Commercial Corridor Master Plan Study (MF 970). 
The project study area encompassed the entire length of the Palm Avenue/State Route (SR) 75 
corridor, as well as the one block area north and south of Palm Avenue/SR 75. The study area 
was broken into four sectors: West End Gateway, Park, Mid-Town, and East End Gateway with 
each sector given a unique design character and street improvements proposed to serve 
different functions. The Study was to develop streetscape improvements and urban design 
strategies that support the goal of creating a vibrant, safe, pedestrian-friendly and bicycle
friendly commercial hub along Palm Avenue. Priorities of this effort included transforming the 
six-lane highway into a "Main Street" environment based on Caltrans' Main Street Design 
Guidelines, creating a desirable public realm in which to promote new mixed-use and transit 
oriented developments, providing amenities and services to the community, improving 
connections to surrounding residential neighborhoods and enhancing transportation choices 
while reinforcing the small-scale, beach-town feel of the area. To accomplish this, modifications 
were proposed to existing vehicle travel lanes, parking areas, medians, landscaping, sidewalks, 
crosswalks, drainage, curbs and gutters, and traffic signalization. On February 18, 2009, the 
City Council approved the final Study that included a Traffic Impact Analysis . 

I;_ I 
l I j g l~ 
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On December 18, 2013, the City hired a 
consultant team headed by Project Design 
Consultants (PDC) to prepare 30% concept plans 
and the environmental documents for the next 
phase of the Palm Avenue/ SR 75 Commercial 
Corridor Streetscape Plan that is being funded 
primarily by a San Diego Association of 
Governments (SANDAG) Smart Growth Incentive 
Program (SGIP) Planning Grant. 

Extensive public outreach was required by the 
grant and community workshops for the project 
were held on April 29, 2014 and on January 15, 
2015. 

PROJECT EVALUATION: 

The 30% plans by PDC are basically consistent with the concepts proposed by MIG in 2009. A 
portion of the West End Gateway (between the Coronado city limits to ih Street) is shown 
below: The Bernardo Shores project was required (per Resolution No. 2014-7529) to construct 
their portion of the frontage along SR 75 consistent with the Master Plan. 
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A portion of the Park Sector (between ih Street and Delaware Street) is shown below. The 
Breakwater project (MF 1062) by Sudberry Properties is required (per Resolution 2011-7131) to 
design and install the public improvements in the rights-of-way that front their property. 

The Mid-Town Sector (between Delaware Street and Florida Street) proposes a unique 
treatment of the curb lane that will have it function as a local access lane for the fronting 
businesses with the installation of raised islands to separate it from the two through lanes in 
each direction. Modifications, design alternatives, and adjustments to the project components, 
up to and including extension or removal of the local access lanes, may be made during 
subsequent design phase to achieve the project goals or address engineering constraints. Any 
potential refinements, if needed, are not expected to result in any new impacts and would not 
affect the conclusions in the MND. A portion of the Mid-Town Sector is shown below. 
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The environmental document did assess for any difference in traffic impacts between the 
retention, removal or treatment of the access lanes and concluded that there would not be a 
significant difference. In any of the scenarios, it is recognized that the synchronization of the 
traffic signals would move traffic more efficiently. 

The City of San Diego has recently embarked upon a similar streetscape plan for Palm Avenue/ 
SR 75 that lies within their jurisdiction. Issues regarding rights-of-way relinquishment would be 
handled through a separate process between Caltrans and the City. 

Design Review Board 
The Design Review Board (ORB) was given a presentation on this project on May 15, 2014 and 
on September 17, 2015 and provided comments. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: 

The prior phase of the Master Plan was exempt from CEQA pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 
Sections 15262 (Feasibility and Planning Studies) and 15306 (Information Collection). The 
environmental consultant for this Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master 
Plan project (RECON) completed the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND; SCH 
2015041 055) which will be considered (along with Design Review Case 150039) for approval by 
the City Council on February 17, 2016. The draft MND was routed for public and agency review 
through the State Clearinghouse from April 16, 2015 to May 17, 2015 (pursuant to Section 
15073 of the CEQA Guidelines). A public meeting was held on April 30, 2015 in the Community 
Room to entertain questions and comments. Comments were received during public review 
and responded to from Caltrans, the Unified Port District of San Diego, and from Mr. Bill Dube. 
An addendum to the MND was provided in October of 2015 to assess any significant differences 
in impacts between the proposed raised island access lanes from a striped lane or the deletion 
of the access lanes and concluded that there would be none. 

This project was assessed for vulnerability from future sea 
level rise (SLR) impacts per Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act and 
per the Coastal Commission Sea Level Rise Policy Guidance. 
The Guidance advises that the best available science be used 
to assess for SLR impacts. The 2012 National Research 
Council's Report (Sea-Level Rise for the Coasts of California, 
Oregon and Washington: Past, Present, and Future) projects a 
range in SLR from 17- 66 inches (42- 167 em) by 2100 for 
Southern California. The San Diego Foundation funded a 
SLR study of San Diego Bay that was completed in 2012 by 
ICLEI (Sea Level Rise Adaptation Strategy for San Diego Bay) 
and it produced maps for 1.5 meters of SLR for 2100 (which is 
within the range provided by the NRC Report) that do not show 
SR 75 being inundated by SLR within the city limits. However, 
SR 75 may be vulnerable to SLR impacts north of Imperial 
Beach within the Coronado city limits. The City of Imperial 
Beach is in the process of using more recent SLR models 
(CoSMoS and SPAWAR) in completing its SLR study (funded 
by the Coastal Conservancy and the San Diego Foundation) 
but its report won't be concluded until June 2016 at the earliest. 

~----
.. . 

Sea Level Rise 
Adaptation Strategy 

for 
San Diego Bay 
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COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT JURISDICTION DETERMINATION: 

Oo•ly Condlllons -lnund9llcn 

Mnjor Aooo 

River 
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A portion of the west sector is in the appeal jurisdiction and in the original jurisdiction of the 
Coastal Commission. The City will need to ask the Coastal Commission to process the coastal 
development permit (COP) for this project as a consolidated permit (per Coastal Act Section 
30601.3) after the City has adopted its discretionary permits. Once the Coastal Commission 
has approved the discretionary COP, the City may proceed with the implementation of the 
project. 
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Smart Growth Incentive Program Grant Funding 

On January 23, 2013, the City Council adopted Resolution Number 2013-7294, authorizing and 
supporting the submittal of a SGIP planning grant application in the amount of $400,000. The 
City Council also authorized City matching funds in the amount of $50,000 and up to $45,000 of 
in-kind contributions (staff expenses). 

On June 28, 201 3, the SANDAG Board of Directors approved the SGI P Fiscal Year 2013 
projects for funding including the Palm Avenue Mixed Use & Commercial Corridor Master Plan. 
On July 15, 201 3, the City received a Notice of Award from SANDAG for $400,000 of SGIP 
planning grant funding. This grant expired in January of 2016 and all billable invoices were 
received prior to its expiration. 

Attachments: 
1. Resolution No. 2016-7664 
2. Final Mitigated Negative Declaration 
3. Design Plans (30%) for Palm Ave/ SR 75 

cc: file MF 1171 
Greg Shields, PE, CEO, Project Design Consultants, 701 B Street, Suite 800, San 

Diego, CA 92101 greg@projectdesign.com 
Greg Kazmer, Environmental Analyst, RECON Environmental, Inc. 1927 Fifth Avenue, 

San Diego, CA 92101 gkazmer@reconenvironmental.com 
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Arnold Torma, KOA, 5095 Murphy Canyon Rd., Suite 330, San Diego, CA 92123 
jatorma@koacorporation.com 

Carolina llic Gregor, AICP, Senior Regional Planner, SANDAG, 401 B Street, Suite 800, 
San Diego, CA 92101 Carolina.Gregor@sandag.org 

Kerri Robinson, Coastal Program Analyst, CA Coastal Commission - San Diego District, 
7575 Metropolitan Drive, Suite 103, San Diego, CA 92108-4402 
keri. robinson@coastal .ca.gov 

Christine Babla, A lA, AICP, LEED AP Senior Urban Designer/ Associate, AECOM, 401 
West A Street #1200, San Diego, CA 92101 Christine.Babla@aecom.com 

Jacob Armstrong, Chief Development Review Branch, District 11 Planning Dept., CA 
Dept. of Transportation, 4050 Taylor Street MS-240, San Diego, CA 92110 
jacob . armstrong@dot.ca.gov 

Nancy Graham, AICP, Senior Planner, City of San Diego Planning Department, 1010 
Second Avenue, Suite 1100 (MS 413), San Diego, CA 92101 
NHGraham@sandiego.gov 

Jason H. Giffen, Assistant Vice President, Port of San Diego, 3165 Pacific Highway, PO 
Box 120488, San Diego, CA 92101 jgiffen@portofsandiego.org 

Bill Dube dubebill@gmail.com 
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Attachment 1 
RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7664 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH, 
CALIFORNIA, APPROVING DESIGN REVIEW CASE (DRC) 150039 AND MITIGATED 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION (SCH #2015041055) FOR THE PALM AVENUE/ SR 75 
COMMERCIAL CORRIDOR STREETSCAPE PLAN. MF 1171 

APPLICANT: CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 

WHEREAS, on February 17, 2016, the City Council of the City of Imperial Beach held a 
duly advertised and noticed public hearing to consider the merits of approving or denying an 
application for Design Review Case (DRC 130028), and Mitigated Negative Declaration (SCH 
#2015041 055) for the traffic-calming streetscape project of Palm Avenue/ SR 75. The site of the 
project extends along Palm Avenue/ SR 75 from the city limits of the City of Coronado on the 
west to the city limits of the City of San Diego on the east and it extends one block north and 
south of the streets that intersect the highway; and 

WHEREAS, $400,000 of the project cost was funded through a Smart Growth Incentive 
Program (SMIP) grant by the San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG); and 

WHEREAS, this project was reviewed by the Design Review Board (ORB) on May 15, 
2014 and on September 17, 2015; and 

WHEREAS, community workshops were held on April 29, 2014 and on January 15, 
2015 to obtain public input on this project; and 

WHEREAS, this project would not be impacted from future sea level rise based upon the 
1.5 meter (year 21 00) inundation maps of the 2012 report by ICLEI (Sea Level Rise Adaptation 
Strategy for San Diego Bay); and 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the streetscape project is consistent with the 
General Plan pursuant to Government Code § 65401 and is in substantial compliance with 
Policy D-8 of the Design Element of the General Plan/Local Coastal Plan, which promotes 
project design harmonious with adjoining uses as the proposed street improvements would 
create a more pedestrian and bicycle oriented environment, would unite the northern portion of 
the City with the southern portion and it would exemplify many of the principles of complete 
streets; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the project is in substantial compliance with the 
Circulation Element of the General Plan as the project does not change the 6-lane prime arterial 
classification of Palm Avenue/ SR 75; and, 

WHEREAS, this project complies with the requirements of the California Environmental 
Quality (CEQA) as the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) had been prepared for this project 
and was routed for public review from April 16, 2015 to May 17, 2015 and submitted to the State 
Clearinghouse (SCH #2015041 055) for agency review; and 

WHEREAS, a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) has been prepared 
that assigns responsibility for implementing the mitigation measures that will avoid or reduce all 
potentially significant environmental impacts identified in the MND to below a level of 
significance; and 
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WHEREAS, the coastal development permit (COP) for this project would be processed 
as a consolidated COP by the Coastal Commission; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council further offers the following findings in support of its decision 
to conditionally approve the project: 

DESIGN REVIEW: 

1. The proposed use does not have any detrimental effect upon the general health, 
safety and convenience of persons residing or working in the neighborhood, or is 
not detrimental or injurious to the value of the property and improvements in the 
neighborhood. 

The project proposes traffic-calming measures that would create a more pedestrian and 
bicycle oriented environment, would unite the northern portion of the City with the 
southern portion and it would exemplify many of the principles of complete streets. The 
development would not be injurious to the value of the property and improvements in the 
neighborhood because the improvements would enhance public safety, improve 
property values and stimulate growth in the area. 

2. The proposed use does not adversely affect the General Plan or the Local Coastal 
Plan. 

The streetscape project is consistent pursuant to Government Code § 65401 with the 
Circulation Element of the General Plan as the project does not change the 6-lane prime 
arterial classification of Palm Avenue/ SR 75 and is in substantial compliance with Policy 
D-8 of the Design Element of the General Plan/Local Coastal Plan. 

3. The proposed use is compatible with other existing and proposed uses in the 
neighborhood. 

The traffic-calming streetscape project would make transportation movements more 
conducive for pedestrians, bicyclist, transit patrons, and automobile drivers in the 
neighborhood by providing an attractive and safer urban design setting .. 

4. The location, site layout and design of the proposed use orients the proposed 
structures to streets, driveways, sunlight, wind and other adjacent structures and 
uses in a harmonious manner. 

The proposed streetscape project would make existing businesses more visible and enhance 
commerce by reducing vehicle speeds in a manner that makes streets safer for pedestrians. 

5. The combination and relationship of one proposed use to another on the site is 
properly integrated. 

This finding is not applicable as the project proposes street improvements and does not 
propose new land uses. 

6. Access to and parking for the proposed use does not create any undue traffic 
problem. 

Vehicular ingress and egress would be facilitated and be protected with the provision of access 
lanes separated from the through lnes of Highway 75. The Mitigated Negative Declaration 
prepared for the project identifies mitigation measures that will avoid or reduce all 
potentially significant environmental effects to below a level of significance, including 
traffic. The ingress and egress for the project should not create undue traffic problems. 
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7. All other applicable provisions of the Zoning Code are complied with. 

This finding is not applicable as the project proposes street improvements and does not 
propose new land uses. 

8. Any other considerations as the Community Development Department deem 
necessary to preserve the health, safety and convenience of the City in general. 

Environmental mitigation measures are included in the resolution as conditions of 
approval to further ensure that the health, safety, welfare, and convenience of the City in 
general is preserved. 

9. Public Notice requirements, pursuant to Zoning Ordinance Section 19.87.100, 
have been satisfied. 

Since the coastal development permit (COP) would be processed as a consolidated 
COP by the Coastal Commission, noticing for the local discretionary entitlements were 
followed pursuant to Government Code § 65090 et seq. The project description and the 
date of the City Council public hearing was published in the Imperial Beach and South 
County Eagle & Times newspaper on February 4, 2016. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Imperial 
Beach that Design Review Case (DRC 150039) and Mitigated Negative Declaration (SCH 
#2015041 055) for the Palm Avenue/ SR 75 Commercial Corridor Streetscape Plan including 
the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the project are hereby approved 
and subject to the following: 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL: 

1. Approval of the project, Design Review Case (DRC) 150039 and Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (SCH #2015041055), shall run concurrently with the Coastal Commission's 
issuance of the consolidated coastal development permit (COP) with the City's expiration 
date to occur two years from the date of action by the Coastal Commission, unless 
vested by initiating substantial construction pursuant to an approved permit or if a time 
extension is granted by the Commission. 

2. The final engineering plans and the construction of the project shall be in substantial 
compliance with the 30% design plans as approved by the City Council or as otherwise 
amended. Modifications, design alternatives, and adjustments to the project 
components, up to and including extension or removal of the local access lanes, may be 
made during a subsequent design phase to achieve the project goals or address 
engineering constraints. Any potential refinements, if needed, are not expected to result 
in any new impacts and would not affect the conclusions in the MND. 

Environmental Mitigation Measures: Project shall comply with the required mitigation 
measures provided for in the Mitigated Negative Declaration (SCH #2015041 055) that includes 
the following. 

Mitigation Measure BI0-1 (Biological Resources): 

3. To avoid any direct impacts to raptors and/or any native/migratory birds, removal of trees 
that support active nests in the proposed area of disturbance shall occur outside of the 
breeding season for these species (February 1 to September 15). If removal of habitat in 
the proposed area of disturbance must occur during the breeding season, the Qualified 
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Biologist shall conduct a pre-construction survey to determine the presence or absence 
of nesting birds on the proposed area of disturbance. The pre-construction survey shall 
be conducted within 10 calendar days prior to the start of construction activities 
(including removal of trees). The results shall be submitted to the City of Imperial Beach 
for review and approval prior to initiating any construction activities. 

• If nesting birds are not detected during the pre-construction survey, no further 
mitigation is required. 

• If nesting birds are detected, a letter report or mitigation plan in conformance with 
applicable state and federal law (i.e., appropriate follow-up surveys, monitoring 
schedules, construction and noise barriers/buffers, etc.) shall be prepared and 
shall include proposed measures to be implemented to ensure that take of birds 
or eggs or disturbance of breeding activities is avoided. The report or mitigation 
plan shall be submitted to the City of Imperial Beach for review and approval and 
implemented to the satisfaction of the City. The Qualified Biologist shall verify 
and approve that all measures identified in the report or mitigation plan are in 
place prior to and/or during construction. 

MM-CUL-1 (Archaeological Resources): 

4. Prior to beginning any work that requires monitoring, a pre-construction meeting shall be 
held and shall include a qualified Archaeologist and Native American 
Consultant/Monitor. The qualified Archaeologist and Native American Monitor shall 
attend any grading/excavation related pre-construction meetings to make comments 
and/or suggestions concerning the Archaeological Monitoring Program with the 
Construction Manager and/or Grading Contractor. 

a. Prior to the start of any work that requires monitoring, the archaeologist shall 
submit an archaeological monitoring exhibit (with verification that the exhibit has 
been reviewed and approved by the Native American consultant/monitor when 
Native American resources may be impacted) based on the appropriate 
construction documents to the City identifying the areas to be monitored 
including the delineation of grading/excavation limits. 

b. The exhibit shall be based on the results of the records search conducted as well 
as information regarding existing known soil conditions (native or formation). 

5. The Archaeological Monitor shall be present during soil-disturbing and 
grading/excavation/trenching activities which could result in impacts to archaeological 
resources as identified on the exhibit. The Construction Manager is responsible for 
notifying the monitors of changes to any construction activities such as in the case of a 
potential safety concern within the area being monitored. 

6. The Archaeological and Native American Consultant/Monitor shall document field activity 
via a site monitoring log. These logs shall be transmitted to the City on the first day of 
monitoring, the last day of monitoring, monthly, and in the case of any discoveries. 

7. In the event of a discovery, the Archaeological Monitor shall direct the contractor to 
temporarily divert all soil disturbing activities, including but not limited to digging, 
trenching, excavating or grading activities in the area of discovery and in the area 
reasonably suspected to overlay adjacent resources, and immediately notify the City. 

a. The Archaeological Monitor and Native American Consultant/Monitor, where 
Native American resources are discovered, shall evaluate the significance of the 
resource. 
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b. If human remains are discovered, work shall halt in that area and no soil shall be 
exported off-site until a determination can be made regarding the provenance of 
the human remains; and the procedures set forth in CEQA Section 15064.5(e), 
the California Public Resources Code (Sec. 5097.98) and State Health and 
Safety Code (Sec. 7050.5) shall be undertaken. 

MM-CUL-2 (Paleontological Resources): 

8. Prior to start of construction, the qualified paleontologist (Paleontological Monitor) shall 
conduct a site-specific records search from the San Diego Natural History Museum. 

9. Prior to the start of any grading and excavation, the Paleontological Monitor shall submit 
an exhibit based on the final construction documents that shall identify the areas to be 
monitored, including the delineation of grading/excavation limits. The exhibit shall be 
based on the results of a site-specific records search, existing known soil conditions 
(native or formation), and the depth to which grading/excavation activities would occur. 
Prior to the start of any work, the Paleontological Monitor shall also develop a monitoring 
schedule consistent with the construction schedule, indicating when and where 
monitoring will occur. 

10. During construction, in the event of a discovery, grading/trenching activities in the area 
of discovery will be temporarily diverted. The Paleontological Monitor shall evaluate the 
significance of the resource. The determination of significance for fossil discoveries shall 
be at the discretion of the Paleontological Monitor. 

a. If the resource is significant, a Paleontological Recovery Program shall then be 
submitted to the City. Impacts to significant resources must be mitigated before 
ground-disturbing activities in the area of discovery shall be allowed to resume. 
The Paleontological Monitor shall also: 

• Notify the City that fossil resources will be collected, curated, and 
documented. 

• Ensure that all fossil remains collected are cleaned and catalogued. 

• Ensure that all fossil remains are analyzed to identify function and 
chronology as they relate to the geologic history of the area, that faunal 
material is identified as to species, and that specialty studies are 
completed, as appropriate. 

• Ensure that all fossil remains associated with the monitoring for this 
project are permanently curated with an appropriate institution. 

b. If the resource is not significant (e.g., small pieces of broken common shell 
fragments or other scattered common fossils), the Paleontological Monitor shall 
note in the monitoring reports and notify the Construction Manager that a 
nonsignificant discovery has been made, and work can continue. 

11. Following construction, the Paleontological Monitor shall submit a Monitoring Report to 
the City that describes the results, analysis, and conclusions of all phases of the 
Paleontological Monitoring Program. If significant paleontological resources are 
encountered during monitoring, the Paleontological Recovery Program shall be included 
in the Monitoring Report. A copy of the final Monitoring Report shall be submitted to the 
San Diego Natural History Museum. 
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12. Applicant shall obtain all required permit approvals from other regulatory agencies 
(California Coastal Commission, California Department of Transportation, etc.). 

Appeal Process under the California Code of Civil Procedure (CCP): The time within which 
judicial review of a City Council decision must be sought is governed by Section 1094.6 of the 
CCP. A right to appeal a City Council decision is governed by CCP Section 1094.5 and Chapter 
1.18 of the Imperial Beach Municipal Code. 

PROTEST PROVISION: The 90-day period in which any party may file a protest, pursuant to 
Government Code Section 66020, of the fees, dedications or exactions imposed on this 
development project begins on the date of the final decision. 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Imperial 
Beach at its meeting held on the 1 ih day of February 2016, by the following vote: 

AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ATTEST: 

JACQUELINE M. HALO, MMC 
CITY CLERK 

SERGE DEDINA, MAYOR 
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Preface-1 

PREFACE

This is a Final Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), prepared pursuant to the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), addressing potential environmental impacts associated with 
the implementation of the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan. The 
Draft MND was circulated for public review beginning April 16, 2015, and ending on May 17, 
2015. Four comment letters were received and responses to the comments are provided 
following this preface in Section 2.0. During the public review period, on April 30, 2015, the City 
also conducted a public workshop to provide an overview of the CEQA process and results of 
the MND. During this workshop, written comment forms were distributed to those in attendance. 
No written comments were received during or following this workshop. The project was also 
presented to the Design Review Board on September 17, 2015. Reponses to verbal comments 
included clarification about preliminary design plans and project components. It may be 
necessary to modify or augment the design and location of improvements based on final 
engineering or financial phasing. The City may also implement temporary modifications to the 
corridor consistent with the Master Plan, such as restriping, as an interim measure prior to 
implementation of construction. Modifications, design alternatives, and adjustments to the 
project components, up to and including extension or removal of the local access lanes, may be 
made during subsequent design phase to achieve the project goals or address engineering 
constraints. Any potential refinements, if needed, are not expected to result in any new impacts 
and would not affect the conclusions in the MND.

This Final MND consists of four sections:

1. Preface: This preface summarizes the Final MND process and the documents that 
comprise the Final MND.

2. Responses to Comments: This section addresses comments on the Draft MND received
during the public review period. Each comment letter has been scanned and individual
comments bracketed with corresponding responses in a side-by-side format.

3. Initial Study Checklist: This section contains the Initial Study Checklist circulated during 
the public review period. None of the comments received during the public review period
required edits to the Initial Study Checklist. 

4. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program: This section contains the Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the proposed project.
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RESPONSE 

Thank you for the letter of confirmation regarding CEQA noticing 
requirements. 
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OF:PARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DISTRICT II. DIVISION m· PlANNING 
40SO rAVWR Sl.M.S. 2411 
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Mr. Jim Nakagawa 
City Planner AICP 
Cityof lmperiallleach 
825 Imperial Beach Boulevard 
Imperial Beach. CA 91931 

Dear Mr. Na~agmvn: 

Na ftM'" f'(Jw~r· 
IS' 1-nt~ 1"/fw:JrnJ' 

11 -SD-75 
PMVAR 

MN D SCH 20 I 5041055 
Palm Ave Mruter l11an 

11u! Cnlifomia Dtpanml!lll o f 'l'ranspmtAtion (Cahrans) has received the Mitigated Ne!fnlive 
Declaration (MND · SOI2015041055) tor the Palm A\'cnue Mixed Usc and Commercial Corridor 
Master Plan projcc1 located a long Stale Roule 75 (SR-75)/I'alm A venue. Thank you for including 
Cal trans in the environmental review proces~ l(,r the project re ferenced above. The rnlssion ot 
Cal trans is 10 provide a safe. sustainable. in1egra1ed and efficient traosponation system to enhance 
California·~ economy and llvabWty. 

Cal trans has worked closely with the City on providin~ preliminary oommcn1s related to the City's 
Corridor Ma~ler Plw1 w1d 1he 1mplemenlallon of elements orthe plan under Cnltrans jllri~diccioo. 11 
1vas de1crmined tl>rou~h an cx1ensive review process leading up to the MND, 1hnt !her. arc sever:~! 
design features of the proposed Corridor Master Plan !hal Caltrans would not suppon approving brucd 
on ccnain design s1andards and guidelines •ssocialed wilh pennilting work within slat< right-of-way 
(R/W). Many features of the Corridor Maslerl'lan were evaluated !ethnically and addre•s•d through 
~ur prcliotinary re1~ew wiU1 tlJC City . The fo llowing commenL• relate 10 specific issues uruesolwd due 
1u clements of the plan not being compatible wilh Cal trans standards, or CUI trans decision 10 not 
deviate from ccrtoin design SIMdards for s late highways: 

• l11c minimum lane widlb on two-lane and multilane highways, ramps. collector roads, nnd 
01hcr ap1>urtcnan1 roadway< shli II he t2 foe1, e<cepl as followsc 

o For conventional State highways with posted speeds less than or equal to 40 miles 
per hour and AADTT (truck volume] less than 250 per lane that are ln urban, city ot 

town centers !rural mall" streets)1 the minimum Jane width shall be. 11 reet. Thl! 

preferred lane width Is l2 feet. lane widths of 10 feet or less are not acceptable . 

• Bulbmns wi1hin Calttllll> R/W ideotlli.U in ~1c Corridor Master Plan do nm mcc1 des ign 
b~tidel ines: 

o Curb Extensions: 
(1) Bulbouts. A bulboutls an extension of the sloewal~ into the roadway when there 
Is marked on-stre<'t parking. 

" l'mrldt tuoifc'- .JlUJomt~~bk. M.l<lfhl~d uml c/flcJfNt "llrtJP«'WIU,. ~'$lt'N 
rru~~·C~IIf..,..,;.. • , ..... ,Pitt'•~~'"' hWJiloho•• 

B-1 

B-2 

RTC-3 

RESPONSE 

This comment summarizes the agency miss ion and indicates Caltrans 
has reviewed the environmental document for this project. 

This comment summarizes the coordination process and confirms that 
the proposed improvements along the corridor include several specific 
des igns that would not be compatible with current Caltrans standards. 
As described in the Project Descri ption for the Draft MND, several 
elements of the. project would not meet nor be eligible for design 
exceptions to the Caltrans State Highway Design Manual. Therefore, in 
order for the City to proceed with the project as proposed, a 
relinquishment of the right-of-way would have to be provided by 
Caltrans and accepted by the City. However, the project meets the 
overall goal to provide a multi-modal corridor with facilities to balance 
the needs of pedestrians, bicyclists, transit, and vehicles. The 
improvements to accomplish this goal include improved sidewalks, 
wider medians, traffic signal modifications, dedicated bike lanes, new 
right-turn lanes, restriping, new bus stops, among other components. 
The City acknowledges that the proposed components related to 
minimum lane widths, bulbouts and curb extensions, shoulders, and 
prohibited right-tum lanes would not be compatible with current 
Caltrans design standards. Similarly, there are elements of the project 
that deviate from normally accepted Caltrans design standards, 
including the California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices. 
Therefore, in order for the City to proceed with the project as proposed, 
a relinquishment of the right-of-way would have to be provided by 
Caltrans and accepted by the City, and the project has been analyzed 
in accordance with City roadway design standards. With respect to a 
buffered bike lane being adjacent to a through-right option lane, there 
can be a potential confl ict between motorists and bicycl ists. A number 
of techniques are beginn ing to be implemented and experimented with 
to warn both the motorists and bicycl ists of this potential conflict where 
there may not otherwise be a dedicated turning lane. 
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RTC-4 

RESPONSE 

Palm Avenue/SR-75 is a state highway, and is currently within a right
of-way owned and maintained by Caltrans. The City acknowledges that 
if a full relinquishment is not obtained, any work within Caltrans right-of
way, including landscap ing and utili ties, would require an encroachment 
permit or further coordination under existing agreements. 

This comment indicates that Caltrans is in the process of preparing 
preliminary documents related to the study for the relinquishment 
process. 

This is a closing comment that reiterates the ongoing coordination 
process for the corridor plans and provides agency contact information. 
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C-3 

C-4 

RTC-5 

RESPONSE 

The City of Imperial Beach appreciates the San Diego Unified Port 
District's comment and review of the MND. The overall goal of the 
project is accurately summarized, and the City understands that this 
project is not in the Port's jurisdiction. The City also appreciates the 
Port's support of the proposed project. 

The City recognizes that the planning goals of the Port and the City are 
similar and again appreciate the Port's review of the MND. 

The City looks forward to working with the Port to improve the regional 
transportation network. 

This is a closing comment providing agency contact information. 
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D-1 

D-2 

D-3 

RTC-6 

RESPONSE 

The City appreciates your review of the MND. This is an introductory 
comment which indicates comments to follow. 

The goal of the project is to provide a multi-modal corridor conducive to 
pedestrians, bicycl ists, transit, and vehicles. This would be 
accomplished by the installation of a safe, we ll-defined and comfortable 
environment for all users. Overall, the project either maintains the 
existing number of lanes or proposes to convert a through lane into 
local access along Palm Avenue to better direct and accommodate 
through traffic and local access. As described in the Project Description 
for the Draft MND, the existing two lanes of traffic would be mainta ined 
in the West End Gateway segment and three lanes of traffic in either 
direction would be maintained in the East End segment. To reduce the 
speed along Palm Avenue/SR-75 and to enhance the safety of the side 
street traffic and the traffic getting in and out of businesses, the project 
proposes to add auxiliary medians, or "local access lanes," in the Mid
Town sector. In this area, two lanes in each direction in the center of 
the boulevard would allow for the h igher volumes, flows, and speeds 
associated with through and truck traffic, while the local access lane 
would accommodate slower traffic that seeks street parking or access 
to businesses. Only in a limited area, between De laware Street and 7th 
Street, would the number of lanes be reduced from three lanes to two 
lanes to accommodate bike lanes in the Park segment. Traffic volumes 
along Palm Avenue, including this segment, were analyzed to 
determine that traffic flows could be accommodated w ith the proposed 
improvements even with the four central lanes having to bear a 
somewhat larger proportion of the traffic. 

The project would not add any traffic or vehicle trips to the roadway. 
Implementation of the proposed improvements would maintain or 
improve level of service. According to the Traffic Impact Analys is 
(KOA 2014), intersections studied along Palm Avenue are expected to 
operate at an acceptable level of service and impacts would be less 
than significant. Because of this, the project is not expected to divert 
PM peak traffic to Coronado Avenue. The Navy's EIR/EIS for the NBC 
Coasta l Campus facility did consider the effects of added congestion 
due to that project on Imperial Beach and Coronado streets as was 
appropriate. 
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RTC-7

D-4 The City has been coordinating with Caltrans throughout this project, 
and Caltrans has been present at many of the City’s workshops on this 
project. Palm Avenue/SR-75 is a state highway, and is currently within 
right-of-way owned and maintained by Caltrans. Several elements of 
the project would not meet nor would be eligible for design exceptions 
to the requirements of the Caltrans State Highway Design Manual. 
Therefore, in order for the City to proceed with the project as proposed, 
a relinquishment of the right-of-way would have to be provided by 
Caltrans and accepted by the City. 

D-5 Any blockage on the San Diego Coronado Bay Bridge is a special or 
emergency event that understandably has consequences to the users 
and alternate routes. The project design considers the routine peak 
conditions that are regularly projected to occur and not the occasional 
emergency condition.

D-6 The City appreciates your concern regarding City fiscal designations 
but this issue is not addressed in the MND analysis located herein.
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1.0 

Initial Study I Environmental Checklist and Mitigated Negative Declaration 
for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 

Introduction 

This Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) has been prepared in accordance 
with relevant provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970, as 
amended, and the CEQA Guidelines, as revised. This IS/MND evaluates the environmental 
effects of the proposed Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan project 
(project). The project is located within the City of Imperial Beach (City). The City is the lead 
agency for the project. 

The IS/MND includes the following components: 

• A Draft MND and the forma l findings made by the City that the project would not result in 
any significant effects on the environment, as identified in the IS checklist. 

• A detailed Project Description. 

• An IS Checklist adapted from Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, which provides 
standards to evaluate the potential for significant environmental impacts from the 
proposed project. The project is evaluated in 17 environmental issue categories to 
determine whether the project's environmental impacts would be significant in any 
category. Brief discussions are provided that further substantiate the project's 
anticipated environmental impacts in each category. 

Because the proposed project fits into the definition of a "project" under Public Resources Code 
Section 21 065 requiring discretionary approvals by the City and because it could result in a 
significant effect on the environment, the project is subject to CEQA review. The IS Checklist 
was prepared to determine the appropriate environmental document to satisfy CEQA 
requirements: an Environmental Impact Report (EIR), an MND, or a Negative Declaration. The 
analysis in this IS Checklist supports the conclusion that the project would not result in 
significant environmental impacts with the incorporation of mitigation measures; therefore, an 
MND has been prepared. 

This IS/MND will be circulated 30 days for public and agency review, during wh ich time 
individuals and agencies may submit comments on the adequacy of the environmental review. 
Following the public review period, the City Council will consider any comments received on the 
IS/MND when deciding whether to adopt the MND. 

RECON Page 1 



Initial Study I Environmental Checklist and Mitigated Negative Declaration 
for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 

2.0 Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration 
Project Name: Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 

Project Location: Palm Avenue/State Route 75, Imperial Beach, California 

Project Description: The project includes a number of elements intended to enhance Palm 
Avenue/State Route (SR) 75 within the City of Imperial Beach (City). The overall goal of the 
project is to provide a multi-modal corridor conducive to pedestrians, bicyclists, transit, and 
vehicles as well as to business and new infill development. The project area is primarily located 
along Palm Avenue/SR-75 as well as some side streets, from the City's border with Coronado to 
the City's border with San Diego. 

Street improvements would include widened medians with additional landscaping, wider 
sidewalks with shade trees, clearly marked crosswalks, medians with enhanced pedestrian 
safety "refuges," curb ramps, and bicycle lanes. The project also includes bulb-outs at 
intersections, narrower traffic lanes, and additional on-street diagonal parking along side streets. 
A slower speed local access lane would be separated from the through lanes by a narrow, local
access median. This local access lane wou ld allow vehicles to drive slower in order to access 
the businesses fronting Palm Avenue/SR-75, wh ile also providing a lane apart from the 
"through" traffic for cyclists. The project includes water quality design features, such as storm 
water drainage planter strips, additional trees/landscaping that reduce paved areas, and 
permeable paving. The project also proposes "gateway" elements that signify a sense of arrival 
to the City, such as public open spaces, signage, and public art. 

Palm Avenue/SR-75 is a state highway, and is currently within right-of-way (ROW) owned and 
maintained by the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). Several elements of the 
project would not meet nor would be eligible for design exceptions to the requirements of the 
Caltrans State Highway Design Manual. Therefore, in order for the City to proceed with the 
project as proposed, a relinquishment of the ROW would have to be provided by Caltrans and 
accepted by the City. The potential relinquishment would not occur as an approval under this 
MND, but would be required prior to any project construction activities. Therefore, the project is 
analyzed in this document in accordance with City roadway design standards. Project 
construction activities would occur in segments as funding becomes available, and would begin 
at the western portion of the alignment and move easterly from intersection to intersection. 
Businesses would continue to be open to the public during construction, and access to these 
businesses would be maintained. Traffic control plans would be implemented for each segment 

as they are constructed. 

Findings: Pursuant to the provisions of the CEQA (Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et 
seq.) and based on information contained in the attached IS Checklist, the City has determined 

thad proj~~ot have a significant effect on the environment. 

Signature on file _ 4.:.:.1..:.1 ~5/:..:1..;;;;5 ______ _ 

Signattl@f , Lea~cy Representative Date 

Page 2 RECON 



Initial Study I Environmental Checklist and Mit igated Negative Declaration 
for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 

3.0 Project Description 

1. Project: 

Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 

2. Lead Agency: 

City of Imperial Beach 
825 Imperial Beach Boulevard 
Imperial Beach, CA 91932 

3. Contact Person and Phone Number: 

Gregory Wade, Assistant City Manager and Community Development Director 
City of Imperial Beach 
(619) 628-1354 

4. Project Location: 

Palm Avenue/State Route 75, Imperial Beach, CA 

5. Project Applicant/Sponsor: 

City of Imperial Beach with funding from San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) 

6. General Plan Designation: 

Public ROW 

7. Zoning: 

n/a 

8. Description of Project: 

The project indudes a number of elements intended to enhance Palm Avenue/SR-75 within the 
City (Figures 1 and 2). The overall goal of the project is to provide a multi-modal corridor 
conducive to pedestrians, bicyclists, transit, and vehicles as well as to businesses and new infill 
development. The project area is primarily located along Palm Avenue/SR-75 as well as some 
side streets, from the City's border with Coronado to the City's border with San Diego. Palm 
Avenue is the same roadway as SR-75 from the eastern City limit to Delaware Street and then 
diverges as a local City road providing coastal access. 

RECON Page 3 
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Initial Study I Environmental Checklist and Mitigated Negative Declaration 
for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 

One of the primary project objectives is to develop a unified streetscape palette that provides a 
safe, well-defined, and comfortable environment for all users. Spedfically, this includes improved 
curbs and gutters, sidewalks, pedestrian curb ramps, wider medians, pedestrian refuge, traffic 
signal modifications, dedicated bike lanes, new right tum lanes, restriping, new bus stops, 
retaining walls, additional landscaping, irrigation, storm drains, bioswales, and natural bioretention 
basins. Table 1 shows the improvements at each intersection and segments between 
intersections along Palm Avenue/SR-75. 

Urban Design Concept 

The project incorporates numerous design concepts set forth by the Palm Avenue Commercial 
Corridor Master Plan Study (Master Plan; 2009). The Master Plan set forth an urban design 
concept to connect the four distinct districts or "sectors" that comprise the project (Figure 3). 
These sectors indude the West End Gateway, Park, Mid-town, and the East End Gateway. The 
urban design concept accommodates local and through traffic; emphasizes facil ities for different 
modes of transportation (walking, biking, and driving); and reclaims the public realm from the 
automobile along both Palm Avenue/SR-75 and the north- south streets. 

The pedestrian realm envisioned by the Master Plan and the proposed project includes a network 
of contiguous tree-lined sidewalks, adequate lighting, well-defined crosswalks, and new gathering 
and seating opportunities. A new bicycle-friendly environment would be established through the 
redesign of the existing ROW to incorporate contiguous bike routes that include both dedicated 
bicycle lanes and shared bicycle routes. As detailed in the Master Plan, Palm Avenue/SR-75 is 
envisioned as a corridor that is characterized by: 

• Four interconnected sectors that respond to the private realm and maximize individual 
public realm opportunities; 

• Common unifying streetscape elements that tie the sectors together; 

• An enhanced network of pedestrian and bicycle connections that connect to destinations 
and neighborhoods north and south, through continuous landscaped sidewalks, shared 
and dedicated bicycle paths, well-articulated crosswalks, and a new signalized intersection 
at Palm Avenue and 1Oth Street; 

• Two key elements along its length that include an entry gateway at 13th Street and a new 
open space amenity between Delaware and 7th Street; and 

• A new desirable context for future private mixed-use development. 

~~6 ~CON 
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Initial Study I Environmental Checklist and Mitigated Negative Declaration 
for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 

TABLE 1 
PROPOSED DESIGN IMPROVEMENTS ALONG PALM AVENUE/SR-75 
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Initial Study I Environmental Checklist and Mitigated Negative Declaration 
for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 
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The sectors are described further below. 

West End Gateway 

The West End Gateway Sector extends from the City limits with Coronado along Palm 
Avenue/SR-75 east to 7th Street as a four-lane roadway. This area is primarily characterized by 
mobile homes, recreational vehides, and the Silver Strand Plaza that contains retail, restaurants, 
and a medical center. The roadway along this section gradually inclines as it heads north. In 
addition, property on either side of the roadway slopes away from the sidewalks. 

According to the Master Plan, the West End Gateway Sector is envisioned as a sector that: 

• Cultivates a natural coastal image through native landscaped improvements and 
integrated storm water systems that celebrate its role as a gateway access 

• Sets the stage for multi-modal transportation with well-designed and dedicated areas for 

bicyclists, pedestrians, and vehicles 

The existing two lanes of traffic in either direction and a wide median in the center would be 
maintained under the project (Figures 4a-4c). The wide roadways on either side of the median 
would be reconfigured to accommodate five-foot bicycle lanes that begin the safe travel route for 
bicyclists along Palm Avenue/SR-75. The improvements to the intersection of Rainbow Drive and 
Palm Avenue/SR-75 would include enhanced pedestrian crosswalks, new bulb-outs to reduce 
pedestrian crossing time, and bus stops on both sides of the intersection (see Figures 4a-4c). 
Drought-tolerant trees and other planting would provide shade to the sidewalks, soften the 
hardscape, and serve to reduce heat island effects. The landscaped corridors would also serve as 
storm water swales that capture seasonal precipitation and minimize storm water overflows during 
peak rainfall. 

Park 

The Park Sector is one block long between Delaware and 7th Street. At this junction, Palm 
Avenue/SR-75 splits into a four-lane highway connecting to Coronado (SR-75), and Palm Avenue 
begins its westward connection towards the coast (Figure 5). The block-long sector is 
characterized by a mix of four irregular-shaped medians and traffic islands. 

According to the Master Plan, the Park Sector is envisioned as an area that: 

• Celebrates its role as an entry gateway to the commercial corridors along Old Palm 
Avenue and Seacoast Drive 

• Streamlines the overall circulation pattern for all transportation modes to create a vibrant 
open space along the southern edge of the sector by closing the southern access from 
Delaware Street 

Page 10 RECON 



FIGURE 4a 

Proposed Conf gurat on for West End Gateway Sector 
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FIGURE4b 

Proposed Conf gurat on for West End Gateway Sector 
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FIGURE 4c 

Proposed Conf gurat on for West End Gateway Sector 
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FIGURE 5 

Proposed Conf gurat on for Park Sector 
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Initial Study I Environmental Checklist and Mitigated Negative Declaration 
for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 

Due to the complexity of the three closely spaced intersections where SR-75, Palm Avenue, and 
Delaware Street intersect to form a triangle, the project proposes to improve the bicycle and 
pedestrian connectivity around the area. The project proposes to realign the eastbound approach 
of Palm Avenue, intersecting SR-75, to align with the existing westbound connection at SR-75 
(see Figure 5). The existing segment of eastbound Palm Avenue between Delaware Street and 
9th Street would be abandoned, as would Delaware Street south of Palm Avenue. 

The existing traffic signal at SR-75/Palm Avenue/Delaware Street would be modified to provide for 
eastbound movements from Palm Avenue and pedestrian crossings, but would not be fully 
accessible by Delaware Street, as it currently exists. The addition of crosswalks at the SR-
75/Palm Avenue/Delaware Street traffic signal would benefit pedestrian access and would provide 
a more understandable transition to and from Palm Avenue. In addition, the number of lanes 
between Delaware Street and 7th Street would be reduced from three lanes to two lanes, to 
accommodate bike lanes. 

Mid-town 

The Mid-town Sector extends from Florida Street on the east to Delaware Street on the west. 
Current uses and overall character in this area are primarily auto-oriented. However, certain key 
destinations along Palm Avenue-such as the Imperial Beach Shopping Center and the Imperial 
Beach Promenade-generate a significant amount of pedestrian traffic. Other neighborhood 
destinations include the Post Office on Emory Street and the Rose Teeple Memorial Park on Calla 
Avenue. The proposed Breakwater project that will occupy the former Miracle Shopping Center 
site will also generate pedestrian and vehicular traffic (see Table 6 for a list of future development 
projects within the vicinity of the proposed project). 

According to the Palm Avenue Commercial Corridor Master Plan Study, the Mid-town Sector is 
envisioned as an area that: 

• Builds upon its potential of being a pedestrian-oriented destination sector by reclaiming 
much of its wide auto-oriented roadway to create a safe and vibrant pedestrian and bicyde 
realm 

• Cultivates a distinct identity through a unique "multi-way boulevard" streetscape design 
that transforms the wide right-of-way with local access travel lanes that are buffered from 
fast-moving through-travel lanes by medians 

To reduce the speed along Palm Avenue/SR-75 and to enhance the safety of the side street traffic 
and the traffic getting in and out of businesses, the project proposes to add auxiliary medians, or 
"local access lanes," in this sector (Figures 6a-6c). Six travel lanes and parking would be 
maintained in the proposed reconfiguration. The multi-way boulevard would accommodate 
through traffic as well as slower local traffic through the local access lanes. 

Two lanes in each direction in the center of the boulevard would allow for the higher volumes, 
flows, and speeds associated with through and truck traffic, while the local access lane would 

RECON Page 19 
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FIGURE 6a 

Proposed Conf gurat on for M d-Town Sector 
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FIGURE 6b 

Proposed Conf gurat on for M d-Town Sector 



Initial Study I Environmental Checklist and Mitigated Negative Declaration 
for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 

THIS PAGE IS INTENTIONALLY BLANK. 

Page 24 RECON 



.... 

FIGURE 6c 

Proposed Conf gurat on for M d-Town Sector 
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Initial Study I Environmental Checklist and Mitigated Negative Declaration 
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accommodate slower traffic that seeks street parking or access to businesses. The shared access 
road with appropriate bicycle signage (i.e., sharrows) would continue the safe and wide route for 
bicyclists ensuring a continuous path along Palm Avenue/SR-75. Fifteen-feet-wide sidewalks on 
either side of the roadway would provide pedestrian-friendly routes of travel and access to curb 
side parking. 

Diagonal parking spaces would be added to both 1Oth Street and 11th Street south of Palm 
Avenue/SR-75 (see Figures 6a-6c). The project would also add a new full-access traffic signal at 
1Oth Street by removing the existing medians there while simultaneously dosing the existing left 
tums at 11th Street. This would change the traffic patterns of streets adjacent to the 1Oth Street 
intersection, as some of the traffic at nearby intersections may be diverted onto the 1Oth Street 
and Palm Avenue/SR-75 intersection. Right tums would be restricted from Palm Avenue/SR-75 
inner lane to Florida Street, 1Oth Street, and 9th Street. Vehides requiring access to the above
mentioned three intersections, 11th Street, and Emory Street would use the frontage road. 
Between Florida Street and 9th Street bicydists would use the local access lane. 

Traffic using the local access lane at 1Oth Street, westbound at 9th Street and eastbound at 
Florida Street, would be controlled by a stop sign rather than the traffic signal. Bulb-outs would be 
added to Florence Street, 12th Street, Florida Street, 11th Street, 1Oth Street, and Emory Street. 
The bulb-outs would function as a traffic-calming devise and would reduce the crosswalk length, 
which in turn would shorten the pedestrian walk time. The addition of pop-outs and bike lanes has 
been designed to accommodate traffic operations and would provide traffic-calming effects and 
safer travel for bicyclists, vehicles, and pedestrians. 

East End Gateway 

The East End Gateway Sector formally runs from Florida Street on the west to the City limit on the 

east Uust east of Georgia Street). The area is characterized by fast food restaurants, offices, and 
other commercial uses. Destinations include the American Legion and the recently constructed 
affordable housing complex along Palm Avenue and Florence Street. Most buildings along the 
street front are nondescript, with limited signage. 

According to the Master Plan, the East End Gateway Sector is envisioned as an area that: 

• Celebrates its role as the gateway to the City of Imperial Beach with an iconic entry feature 

• Establishes itself as a bookend to the "Main Street" commercial corridor of Imperial Beach 

• Sets the stage for new and improved bicycle and pedestrian transportation improvements 

Three lanes of traffic in either direction would be maintained in this segment under the project 
(Figures 7a- 7c). New, contiguous dedicated bicycle lanes would run in both directions. On each 
side of the street, parallel parking would be accommodated in eight-foot-wide lanes. Mid-block 
bulb-outs between the parking spaces would provide an additional landscaped buffer to 
pedestrians on the sidewalk and discourage truck parking. The parking along Florence Street 
would be reconfigured to provide for diagonal parking. 
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FIGURE ?a 

Proposed Conf gurat on for East End Gateway Sector 



Initial Study I Environmental Checklist and Mitigated Negative Declaration 
for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 

THIS PAGE IS INTENTIONALLY BLANK. 

Page 30 RECON 



..... 

FIGURE ?b 

Proposed Conf gurat on for East End Gateway Sector 
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FIGURE 7c 

Proposed Conf gurat on for East End Gateway Sector 
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Drainage 
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In the current condition, the storm drain systems within the project area are undersized for a 
potential 1 00-year storm event, which could result in potential flooding along the roadway. 
Additional storm water treatment systems are also needed in order to improve the water quality 
of runoff that ultimately discharges into either San Diego Bay or the Pacific Ocean. The project 
would install new bioswales, bioretention basins, and additional storm drain piping within Palm 
Avenue/SR-75. Bioswales are landscaped areas with gently sloped sides designed to remove 
silt and pollution from surface runoff water, and generally occur within the median that separates 
the local access lanes from the through-traffic lanes. Bioretention basins are smaller landscaped 
areas (typically six feet by six feet) that also retain and treat runoff. 

Storm water runoff from the street would enter the bioretention basin through a curb inlet 
opening and would then flow through a filter media in a landscaped concrete container. The 
filter media would retain and treat pollutants from the street, which would then be retained by 
the biomass of the aboveground plants or trees. The storm-water runoff would flow through the 
media and into an underground storm drain system, where the treated water is discharged. 

Landscaping 

There are several categories of landscaping for the project: groundcover and understory plants, 
canopy/street trees, flowering accent trees, palms, bioswale groundcover and understory plants, 
bioswale trees, and bioretention accent trees. The groundcover and understory planting area 
occurs within the median of the roadway and along sidewalks, and includes generally drought
tolerant plants such as foxtail agave (Agave attenuata), purple three-awn (Aristida purpurea), 
and coastal statice (Limonium californicum). The canopy/street trees also occur within the 
median and sidewalk areas, and include trees such as lemon bottlebrush (Callistemon citrinus), 
Chinese flame tree (Koelreuteria bipinnata), and holly oak (Quercus ilex). 

Flowering accent trees would be installed near pedestrian crosswalks and within the median 

with such species as gold medallion tree (Cassia /eptophylla), chitalpa (X Chitalpa tashkensis), 
and goldenrain tree (Koelreuteria paniculata). Palm trees would be planted with in the median 
and include the Mexican fan palm (Washingtonia robusta) and Canary Island date palm 
(Phoenix canadensis). Within the bioswale planting area-which occurs within the local access 
lane median- the ground cover plants would be similar to those detailed above (i.e., purple 
three-awn), while the trees would be similar to the canopy/street trees previously detailed. The 
chitalpa tree would be used as the accent tree with in the bioretention basin. 

Construction Sequencing 

Project construction activities would occur in segments as funding becomes available and would 
begin at the western portion of the alignment and move easterly from intersection to 
intersection. 
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The project is planned to be constructed in three phases over a 1 0-year period. However, 
construction of each phase wou ld requ ire approximately 14 months to complete in the following 
construction sequence: demolition (2 months), grading (3 months), utilities (3 months), paving (3 
months), and sidewalks and landscaping (3 months). Thus actual construction time is estimated 
to require 3.5 years during the 10-year period. While the project would involve grading the entire 
21.4-acre project site, each phase is estimated to grade approximately 7.13 acres. Total grading 
would generate approximately 17,252 cubic yards of excavation/demolition and 8,626 cubic 
yards of fill/road base, resulting in a tota l of 1 ,294 truck trips. This estimate is highly 
conservative, as it is possible that some materia ls may be recycled and used on-site. 

Staging areas for construction have not been fina lized at this time; however, they would occur in 
developed areas in proximity to Palm Avenue/SR-75 and would be leased prior to construction. 
Businesses would continue to be open to the public during construction and access would be 
maintained, although parking wou ld be limited. Temporary signage indicating that businesses 
are open wou ld be installed prior to construction activities at driveways fronting the business. 
Traffic control plans would be implemented for each segment as they are constructed. Some 
construction activities may be required to be performed at night due to the existing levels of 
traffic during the daytime along Palm Avenue/SR-75. 

Caltrans Relinquishment 

Palm Avenue/SR-75 is a state highway, and is currently within a ROW owned and maintained by 
Caltrans. Several elements of the project would not meet nor be eligible for design exceptions to 
the Caltrans State Highway Design Manual. Therefore, in order for the City to proceed with the 
project as proposed, a relinquishment of the ROW would have to be provided by Caltrans and 
accepted by the City. The potential relinquishment would not occur as an approval under this 
MND, but would be required prior to any project construction activities. Therefore, the project is 
analyzed in this document in accordance with City roadway design standards. 

9. Surrounding Land Use(s) and Project Setting: 

Palm Avenue/SR-75 is the primary roadway entering into Imperial Beach. As previously detailed 
in the project description, there are primarily businesses along th is portion of Palm Avenue/SR-
75, although recently there has been an affordable housing project (at the American Legion 
building) added to the corridor. Low-density single-family housing generally occurs 
approximately one block off Palm Avenue/SR-75 in each direction, to the north and south. 

10. Other Required Agency Approvals or Permits Required: 

California Coasta l Commission - Coastal Development Permit 

County of San Diego (Department of Environmental Health) - Groundwater Well Relocation or 
Removal Permit 
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11. Summary of Environmental Factors Potentially Affected: 

The project would have the following Potentially Significant Impacts to the resource areas listed 
below. A summary of the environmental factors potentia lly affected by this project, consisting of 
a Potentially Significant Impact or Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated, include: 

D Aesthetics 

D Agriculture and 
Forestry Resources 

D Air Quality 

~ Biological Resources 

~ Cultural Resources 

D Geology and Soils 

RECON 

D Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions 

D Hazards and 
Hazardous Materials 

D Hydrology and Water 

Quality 

D Land Use and Planning 

D Mineral Resources 

D Noise 

D Population and 
Housing 

D Public Services 

D Recreation 

D Transportation/Traffic 

D Utilities and Service 
Systems 

D Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 
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4.0 Initial Study Checklist 

1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are 
adequate ly supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses 
following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequate ly supported if the referenced 
information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one 
involved. A "No Impact answer should be explained where it is based on project specific 
factors as well as general standards. 

2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on
site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well 
as operational impacts. 

3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the 
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than 
significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is 
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one 
or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is 
required. 

4. "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where 
the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant 
Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation 
measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level. 

5. Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA 
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or (mitigated) negative 
declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). 

6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information 
sources for potential impacts (e.g. , general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a 
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to 
the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 

7. Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used 
or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion. 

8. Th is is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, 
lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to 
a project's environmenta l effects in whatever format is selected. 

9. The explanation of each issue should identify: 

a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 

b. The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant. 
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4.1 Aesthetics 

Would the project: 

Potentially 
Potentially Significant Less Than 

Issue Significant Unless Significant No Impact 
Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a D D D [8J 

scenic vista? 
b. Substantially damage scenic resources, 

including but not limited to, trees, rock D D D ~ outcroppings, and historic buildings 
within a state scenic hiqhwav? 

c. Substantially degrade the existing 
visual character or quality of the site D D [gl D 
and its surroundings? 

d. Create a new source of substantial light 
or glare that would adversely affect day D D [gl D 
or nighttime views in the area? 

EXPLANATIONS: 

a: No Impact 

Figures 8-11 show the visual simulations of each project area sector. The project area, 
including the sectors along Palm Avenue/SR-75, is not a scenic vista. The project intends to 
enhance the aesthetic character of Palm Avenue/SR-75 through additional medians with more 
landscaping, additional street trees, and enhanced public spaces. These improvements would 
likely enhance the viewshed. Therefore, the project wou ld have no impact on a scenic vista. 

b: No Impact 

State scenic highways are designated by Caltrans. According to the Caltrans State Scenic 
Highway Program Map, SR-75 from the Imperial Beach city limit to Avenida del Sol in Coronado 
was officially designated as a scenic highway in 197 4 (Caltrans 2014 ). As previously detailed in 
the project description, the project would not extend past Imperial Beach's city limits. 
Furthermore, the project intends to improve the scenic value of the Palm Avenue/SR-75 corridor 
through additional landscaping, street trees, and enhanced public spaces. No impact would 

occur. 
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Existing View of West End Gateway 

Proposed View of West End Gateway 

FIGURE 8 
R£ C Q N Existing and Proposed Views of West End Gateway 
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Existing View of Midtown Segment 

Proposed View of Midtown Segment 

FIGURE 9 
R£ C Q N Existing and Proposed Views of Midtown Segment 
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Existing View of Park Segment 

Proposed View of Park Segment 

FIGURE 10 
Existing and Proposed Views of Park Segment 
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Existing View of East End Gateway 

Proposed View of East End Gateway 

FIGURE 11 
R£ C Q N Existing and Proposed Views of East End Gateway 
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c: Less Than Significant Impact 

As previously detailed, the project intends to improve the scenic value of the Palm Avenue/SR-
75 corridor within Imperial Beach. As shown in Figures 13- 16, the project connects the four 
sectors with a unified streetscape palette that provides a more aesthetically pleasing 
environment for pedestrians, cyclists, and motorists. The project's design concept emphasizes 
reclaiming the public realm from the automobile along both Palm Avenue/SR-75 and the north
south local streets while still preserving functionality for motorists. Overall, the project would 
improve the scenic value of the project area following construction. Heavy equipment, such as 
bulldozers, excavators, and ground compactors, would be visible along the roadway and in 
adjacent staging areas during construction. However, the presence of this equipment would be 
temporary. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

d: Less Than Significant Impact 

As each segment of the project is constructed, new street lighting would be installed. The street 
lighting would be energy efficient and would be shielded as to not spill over from the roadway 
and sidewalks. During construction, nighttime lighting may be required. As previously detailed in 
the project description, the project area is mostly surrounded by businesses, although there are 
limited residential uses. During nighttime construction, the standard practice is to aim the 
required lighting downward at the work area, minimizing spillover. In addition, the nighttime 
lighting during construction would be temporary. Therefore, impacts would be less than 
significant. 

4.2 Agriculture and Forestry Resources 

Would the project: 

Potentially 
Potentially Significant Less Than No 

Issue Significant Unless Significant Impact Impact Mitigation Impact 
Incorporated 

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Farmland), as shown on 
the maps prepared pursuant to the D D D ~ 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 
Program of the California Resources 
AQencv, to non-aQricultural use? 

b. Conflict with existing zoning for 
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act D D D IZI 
Contract? 

c. Confl ict with existing zoning for, or 
cause rezoning of, forest land (as 
defined in Public Resources Code D D D ~ 
section 1220[g]), t imberland (as defined 
by Public Resources Code section 
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Potentially 
Potentia lly Significant Less Than No 

Issue Significant Unless Significant 
Impact Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland 
Production (as defined by Government 
Code section 51104[g])? 

d. Result in the loss of forest land or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest D D D [gl 
use? 

e. Involve other changes in the existing 
environment, which, due to their 
location or nature, could result in D D D [8] 
conversion of Farmland to non-
agricultural use or conversion of forest 
land to non-forest use? 

EXPLANATIONS: 

a- e: No Impact 

The project area is not identified as prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of statewide 
importance. The Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program classifies the project area and 
surrounding area as "urban and built up land" (State of California 2010). There is no Williamson 
Act Contract associated with the project area. The project area is not zoned as forest land or 
timberland and does not include any forest land or timberland. Therefore, the project would 
have no impact on agricultural resources, forest land, or timberland. 

4.3 Air Quality 

Would the project: 

Potentially 
Potentially Significant Less Than 

No Issue Significant Unless Significant 
Impact Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 

a. Conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of the applicable air D D D [gl 
quality plan? 

b. Violate any air quality standard or 
contribute substantially to an existing D D [gl D 
or projected air quality violation? 
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Potentially 
Potentially Significant 

Issue Significant Unless 
Impact Mitigation 

Incorporated 
c. Result in a cumulatively considerable 

net increase of any criteria pollutant 
for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable D D federal or state ambient air quality 
standard (including releasing 
emissions which exceed quantitative 
thresholds for ozone precursors)? 

d. Expose sensitive receptors to D D substantial pollutant concentrations? 
e. Create objectionable odors affecting D D a substantial number of people? 

EXPLANATIONS: 

a: No Impact 

Less Than No 
Significant Impact 

Impact 

~ D 

[gl D 

~ D 

This section is based on the Air Quality Analysis prepared for the project (RECON 2014a). The 
project is located within the San Diego Air Basin (SDAB), wh ich is under the jurisdiction of the 
San Diego Air Pollution Control District (SDAPCD). The SDAB is designated as non-attainment 
area for the 2008 federal eight-hour ozone standard and a maintenance area for carbon 
monoxide. The SDAB is a non-attainment area for the state eight-hour and one-hour ozone 
standards and a non-attainment area for the state particulate matter less than 1 0 microns 

(PM10) and particulate matter less than 2.5 microns (PM2.5) in equivalent diameter standards 
(SDAPCD 2010). All areas designated as federal non-attainment areas are required to prepare 
air quality plans showing how the area would meet the federal air quality standards by specific 

attainment dates. 

Similarly, the state requires plans to be prepared that demonstrate progress towards attainment, 
which includes a 5 percent annual reduction in countywide emissions of ozone precursors or an 
expeditious schedule for adopting every feasible emission control measure. The SDAPCD has 

developed a Regional Air Quality Strategy (RAQS), revised in 2009, to attain the state air quality 
standards for ozone, wh ich is the applicable air quality plan in the region. 

Section 15125(8) of the CEQA Guidelines contains specific reference to the need to evaluate 
any inconsistencies between a project and the applicable air quality management plan, i.e. the 
RAQS. Included in the RAQS are Transportation Control Measures (TCMs). The RAQS and 
TCM plan set forth the steps needed to accomplish attainment of state and federal ambient air 
quality standards. The primary concern for assessing impacts on the RAQS is whether the 
project is consistent with the growth assumptions used to develop the plan. 
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The project area is entirely within the existing roadway and would not result in a change in land 
use or the generation of any additional traffic. The project does not include any new structures. 
Therefore, the project is consistent with the growth assumptions of the RAQS. Additionally, the 
proposed project is included in the SANDAG 2012 San Diego Regional Transportation 
Improvement Plan (RTIP) as project "MPO ID: 1811." Thus, the project is consistent with the 
growth assumptions in the regional transportation plans. 

SDAPCD re lies, to a certain degree, on land use designations contained in local general plan 
documents and the SANDAG regiona l transportation plans to prepare air quality plans. 
SDAPCD refers to approved general plans to forecast, inventory, and allocate regional 
emissions from land use and development-related sources. These emissions budgets are used 
in statewide air quality attainment planning efforts. As discussed above, the project is consistent 
with the City's General Plan and the SANDAG 2012 RTIP, therefore, operational (i.e., mobile 
sources) emissions associated with the project would have been accounted for when 
developing emission projections for the RAQS. As such, the project is consistent with the 
regional air quality plan and the RAQS and no impact would occur. 

b: Less Than Significant Impact 

Long-term operation of the project would not result in additional air emissions compared to 
existing conditions as the number of lanes with in Palm Avenue/SR-75 would not expand and 
thus would not increase the number of cars using the roadway. The project would not include 
any new uses, such as new buildings that could result in stationary source emissions. No new 
mobile source emissions would be attributed to the proposed roadway improvements. 
Operational impacts would thus be less than significant. 

Emissions resulting from the project would be due primarily to construction of the project, as the 
project wou ld not result in the increase of traffic volumes. The SDAPCD does not provide 
specific thresholds for determining the significance of construction and operational source
re lated impacts. However, the SDAPCD does specify Air Quality Impact Analysis (AQIA) trigger 
levels for new or modified stationary sources (SDAPCD Rules 20.2 and 20.3). Although these 
trigger levels do not generally apply to construction or mobile sources, for comparative purposes 
these levels are used by the City to evaluate the increased emissions that would be discharged 
into the SDAB if the project were approved (Table 2). 
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TABLE 2 
AIR QUALITY IMPACT SCREENING LEVELS 

Emission Rate 
Pollutant (lb/hr) (lb/day) (tons/yr) 

NOx 25 250 40 
SOx 25 250 40 
co 100 550 100 
PM1o - 100 15 
Lead -- 3.2 0.6 
ROG - 250 --
PM2.s:l - 100 --
SOURCE: SDAPCD Rule 20.2 (12/17/1998) except for ROG and 
PM2.s. 
NOx = oxides of nitrogen, SOx = oxides of sulfur, CO = carbon 
monoxide, PM1o = particulate matter less than 10 microns, ROG = 
reactive organic gases per cubic meter, PM2.s = particulate matter 
less than 2.5 microns 
1 The threshold for ROG is based on the Environmental Protection 
Agency General Conformity Rule, which equates ROG and NOx 
emissions under the clean air act and applies the same limitation on 
ROG and NOx emissions in ozone non-attainment areas (Federal 
Register 2010). 
2 As the SDAPCD does not set a limit on PM2.s and approximately 92 
percent of PM10 exhaust is PM2.s and 61 percent of mechanical PM 10 
is PM2, the PM2.s threshold is equated to the PM10 threshold 
(SCAQMD 2006). 

Construction-related activities are temporary, short-term sources of air emissions. Sources of 
construction-related air emissions include fugitive dust from grading activities; construction 
equipment exhaust; and construction-related trips by workers, delivery trucks, and material
hauling trucks. Table 3 shows the projected maximum daily emissions from construction for 
each criteria pollutant. 

TABLE 3 
SUMMARY OF MAXIMUM DAILY CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS 

(pounds per day) 

Phase ROG NOx co so2 PM10 
Demolition/Site Preparation 4.3 41.7 23.8 >0.1 73.2 
Grading/Excavation 17.5 184 .0 84.7 >0.1 80.4 
DrainaQe/Utilit ies/Sub-qrade 11.1 97.6 58.1 >0.1 77.0 
PavinQ 4 .2 34.3 28.2 >0.1 2.2 
Maximum Daily 17.5 184 .0 84.7 >0.1 80.4 
Significance Threshold 250 250 550 250 100 
Exceed Threshold? No No No No No 

PM2s 
16.6 
23.1 
20.0 
2.0 
23.1 
100 
No 

ROG = react1ve organiC gas, NOx = ox1des of nitrogen, CO = carbon monoxide, S02 = sulfur d1ox1de, PM1o = 
particulate matter less than 10 microns, PM2.s = particulate matter less than 2.5 microns 

For assessing the significance of the air quality emissions resulting during construction of the 
project, the construction emissions were compared to the SDAPCD AQIA trigger levels. As 
shown in Table 2, project construction would not exceed the applicable regiona l emissions 
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thresholds. These thresholds are designed to provide limits below which project emissions 
would not significantly change regional air quality. Therefore, as project emissions are well 
below these limits, project construction would not resu lt in regional emissions that would exceed 
air quality standards or contribute to existing violations. Add itionally, construction emissions 
would be temporary, intermittent, and would cease at the end of project construction. Impacts 
would be less than significant. 

c: Less Than Significant Impact 

As discussed above, the project is consistent with the RAQS, and as shown in Table 2, project 
construction would not exceed the applicable significance thresholds. Construction activities 
would incorporate standard dust control measures and utilize California Air Resources Board 
(CARB)/Environmenta l Protection Agency (EPA) certified construction equipment, thus 
emissions would be further reduced so as not to contribute to a cumulative impact. In addition, 
the project would not result in an increase in traffic capacity nor would it construct facil ities that 
would emit additional pollutants. Therefore, the project would result in less than significant 
cumulative air quality impacts. 

d: Less Than Significant Impact 

A sensitive receptor is a person in the population who is more susceptible to health effects due 
to exposure to an air contaminant than the population at large. Examples include residences, 
schools, playgrounds, child care centers, churches, ath letic facil ities, retirement homes, and 
long-term health care facilities. 

Diesel Particulate Matter (PM) 

As shown in Table 3, the maximum PM10 and PM2.5 emrssrons would occur during 
grading/excavation activities, which require the largest number of heavy-duty diesel equipment. 
Th is period would last for a maximum of 9 months if all three phases were combined. PM 
emissions would decrease for the rema ining construction period, because construction activities 
such as roadway construction and paving would require less construction equipment. While the 
maximum diesel PM emissions associated with grading/excavation activities would only occur 
for a portion of the overall construction period, th is activity represents the worst case condition 
for the total construction period. This would represent less than 1 percent of the total exposure 
period for health risk calculation. 

Due to the short exposure period and the ongoing implementation of U.S. EPA and CARB 
requirements for cleaner fuels, diesel engine retrofits, and new low-emission diesel engine 
types, diesel PM generated by project construction is not expected to create conditions where 
the probability is greater than 1 in 1 million of contracting cancer for the Maximally Exposed 
Individual or to generate ground-level concentrations of non-carcinogenic Toxic Air 
Contaminants (TACs) that exceed a Hazard Index greater than 1 for the Maximally Exposed 
Individual. Therefore, localized impact from diesel particulate matter would be less than 
significant. 
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Carbon Monoxide (CO) 

Small-scale, loca lized concentrations of carbon monoxide (CO) above the state and national 
standards have the potentia l to occur near congested intersections. According to the Traffic 
Impact Analysis (KOA 2014 ), based on the intersection operation improvements associated with 
the project, all signalized intersections analyzed would operate at Level of Service (LOS) D or 
better with the project, with the exception of SR-75 and Rainbow Drive. However, the project 
proposes improvements that would reduce total delay time. Therefore, the project would 
improve conditions at the only failing intersection and would not result in an increase of CO 
concentrations affecting local sensitive receptors. Therefore, project impacts on local CO 
concentrations wou ld be less than significant. 

e: Less Than Significant Impact 

The project does not include any land uses typically associated with odor complaints. During 
construction, diesel equipment may generate some nuisance odors; however, due to the 
distance of sensitive receptors from the project site, odors associated with project construction 
would be less than significant. 

4.4 Biological Resources 

Would the project: 

Issue 

a. Have substantial adverse effects, 
either directly or through habitat 
modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, 
or special status species in local or 
regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife 
(CDFW) or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS)? 

b. Have a substantial adverse effect 
on any riparian habitat or other 
community identified in local or 
regional plans, policies, and 
regu lations or by the CDFW or 
USFWS? 

Page 50 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

D 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

D 

No 
Impact 

D 

RECON 



Initial Study I Environmental Checklist and Mit igated Negative Declaration 
for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 

Potentially 
Potentially Significant Less Than No 

Issue Significant Unless Significant 
Impact Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on 
federally protected wetlands as 
defined by Section 404 of the Clean 
Water Act (including, but not limited D D D ~ to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) 
through direct removal, filling, 
hydrological interruption, or other 
means? 

d. Interfere substantially with the 
movement of any native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or 
with established native resident or D D D ~ 
migratory wildlife corridors, or 
impede the use of native wildlife 
nursery sites? 

e. Conflict with any local policies or 
ordinances protecting biological D D ~ D resources, such as tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

f. Conflict with the provisions of an 
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community Conservation D D ~ D Plan, or other approved local, 
regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

EXPLANATIONS: 

a: Potentially Signif icant Unless Mitigation Incorporated 

The project area is entirely developed. Salt ponds and waters approximately 0.35 mile north are 
within the South Bay Unit of the San Diego National Wildlife Refuge (SDNWR) and, among 
other considerations, are recognized as an important foraging and resting area for migratory 
birds. According to a recent biolog ical resources report prepared for another project adjacent to 
this area (RECON 201 0), sensitive species with the potential to occur in this area include 
northern harrier (Circus cyaneus), light-footed clapper ra il (Rallus /ongirostris levipes), western 
snowy plover (Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus), elegant tern (Thalasseus elegans), California 
least tern (Stemula antillarum browm), Belding's savannah sparrow (Passerculus sandwichensis 

beldingt), and large-billed savannah sparrow (Passerculus sandwichensis rostratus). It should 
be noted, however, that most of these species use habitat north of Palm Avenue/SR-75 and 
13th Street outside the project area. Construction related to the proposed project would be 
limited to the project area within the City's ROW, which is developed as a roadway. 
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However, there are a several palm trees within the median of Palm Avenue/SR-75. Project 
activities include the reconfiguration of the median within the roadway, which may involve the 
removal or relocation of trees. As palm trees may support nesting bird species that are 
protected under the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), potential direct impacts would be 
potentially significant unless mitigation is incorporated. Mitigation has been identified, which is 
detailed below (MM-BI0-1 ). 

MM-BI0-1: 

To avoid any direct impacts to raptors and/or any native/migratory birds, removal of trees 
that support active nests in the proposed area of disturbance shall occur outside of the 
breeding season for these species (February 1 to September 15). If removal of habitat in the 
proposed area of disturbance must occur during the breeding season, the Qualified Biologist 
shall conduct a pre-construction survey to determine the presence or absence of nesting 
birds on the proposed area of disturbance. The pre-construction survey shall be conducted 
within 10 ca lendar days prior to the start of construction activities (including removal of 
trees). The results shall be submitted to the City of Imperial Beach for review and approval 
prior to initiating any construction activities. 

• If nesting birds are not detected during the pre-construction survey, no further 
mitigation is required. 

• If nesting birds are detected, a letter report or mitigation plan in conformance with 
applicable state and federal law (i.e., appropriate follow-up surveys, monitoring 
schedules, construction and noise barriers/buffers, etc.) shall be prepared and shall 
include proposed measures to be implemented to ensure that take of birds or eggs 
or disturbance of breeding activities is avoided. The report or mitigation plan shall be 
submitted to the City of Imperial Beach for review and approval and implemented to 
the satisfaction of the City. The Qualified Biologist shall verify and approve that all 
measures identified in the report or mitigation plan are in place prior to and/or during 
construction. 

b- d: No Impact 

The project area is developed and therefore does not contain any riparian habitat, nor does it 
support any federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vema! pool, coastal, etc.) or wildlife corridors. The project 
would not interfere with the movement of native resident or wildlife species. Because the project 
would be impacting developed and non-sensitive land cover types, no impact would occur. 

e- f: Less Than Significant Impact 

The project is proposed with in a developed ROW and would not conflict with any local policies 
protecting biological resources or an adopted habitat conservation plan. Adjacent to the eastern 
portion of the project area are lands within the City of San Diego Multi-Habitat Planning Area 
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(MHPA) (Figure 12). The MHPA is a planned habitat preserve as part of the Multiple Species 
Conservation Program (MSCP), which is a comprehensive, long-term habitat conservation 
planning program that covers portions of San Diego County. 

Although Imperial Beach is not a participant in the MSCP, the proximity of the project to the 
MHPA warrants analysis of the proposed project in the context of MSCP MHPA Land Use and 
Adjacency Guidelines (City of San Diego 1997), which are used to assess potential indirect 
impacts. The project is assessed on the basis of the following factors. 

Drainage 

Potential runoff during and after construction would be contained and fi ltered by appropriate 
Best Management Practices (BMPs), such as detention basins and bio-filters, before 
discharging into the existing storm drain system within the roadway. Modifications to Palm 
Avenue/SR-75 would not result in any substantial increase in drainage and would not drain 
toward the MHPA. 

Toxics 

Landscaping of the median within the roadway may require the use of fertilizers or pesticides; 
however the only landscaping occurring adjacent to the MHPA would be a canopy tree within 
the bioretention basin. Therefore, no ferti lizers or pesticides would be used in the area adjacent 

to the MHPA. 

Lighting 

Nighttime construction would not occur in the area adjacent to the MHPA. Street lights currently 
exist in the median of Palm Avenue/SR-75 in this area adjacent to the MHPA; however, any 
replacement lighting would be shielded toward the roadway as it currently exists. 

Noise 

The project would not result in any permanent increase in noise above existing conditions, as 
the roadway capacity would not change. Construction noise was assessed in the Noise 
Technical Analysis prepared for the project (RECON 2014b). As detailed in the Noise Technical 
Analysis, the measured ambient noise levels 50 feet from the existing roadway are 66 to 68 
dB(A) Leq (average hourly noise level in a-weighted decibels), with maximum noise levels 

ranging from 82 to 87 dB(A) Lmax· Based on the anticipated construction noise level, 
construction activities would not exceed the maximum daytime noise level. In addition, nighttime 
construction would not occur in the area adjacent to the MHPA. Therefore, no indirect noise 

impacts would occur. 
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FIGURE 12
Project Area n Relat on to the MHPA
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Barriers 

The MHPA area is currently almost entirely separated from the project area by a chain link 
fence along Palm Avenue/SR-75. The project would not remove this fence, which currently 
prevents unauthorized access into the MHPA. 

Invasive Plants 

The landscaping and street trees selected for the project are mostly native to California. No 
invasive plant species would be used or planted adjacent to the MHPA. 

Brush Management 

Brush management for wildfire fuel management is not relevant to the project due to its 
proximity to urban development, the edge of San Diego Bay, and the Pacific Ocean. No 
flammable native brush occurs in proximity to the project. Therefore, project construction 
activities would not result in indirect impacts. Impacts would be less than significant. 

4.5 Cultural Resources 

Would the project: 

Potentially 
Potentially Significant Less Than No 

Issue Significant Unless Significant Impact 
Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 

a. Cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of an D 13] D D historical resource as defined in 
&15064.5? 

b. Cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of an D ~ D D archaeological resource pursuant 
to &15064.5? 

c. Directly or indirectly destroy a 
unique paleontological resource or D ~ D D 
site or unique geologic feature? 

d. Disturb human remains, including 
those interred outside of formal D D ~ D 
cemeteries? 
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EXPLANATIONS: 

a- b: Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated 

A record search was conducted at the South Coastal Information Center by RECON as part of 
the Imperial Beach Bikeway Village project (October 2011) to determine if there were known 
historical or archaeologica l resources with in 1 mile of the project site. The 1-mile rad ius also 
covers the project area. There are no known historical or archaeological resources within the 
project area. A sacred lands search letter was sent to the Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC) to determine if any sacred lands were recorded within the project area. 
The NAHC stated there were no known sacred lands within their records and provided a list of 
Native American tribes to contact. A response was received from the Viejas Tribal Government, 
which requested that a Native American monitor be present during ground-disturbing activities. 

Although this area has been previously disturbed from development of the roadway and utilities, 
new utilities may require excavation into soils not previously disturbed. Therefore, impacts 
associated with archaeological resources would be potentially significant. Mitigation has been 
identified and is detailed below. 

c: Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated 

According to the Geologic Reconnaissance prepared for the project (Geocon 2014 ), the project 
area is underlain by Quaternary-age Old Terrace Deposits (formerly Bay Point Formation). This 
formation has a high paleontological sensitivity rating. In some areas, this formation is 
approximately two to four feet below the surface (Geocon 2014). As previously detailed, new 
utilities may require excavation into soils not previously disturbed. As the project requires 
trenching for new storm drains that may extend eight to ten feet be low the surface, impacts are 
potentially significant unless mitigation is incorporated. Mitigation has been identified, wh ich is 

detailed below. 

d: Less Than Significant Impact 

While there are no formal cemeteries or recorded burials in the vicinity of the project area, 
prehistoric burials are possible. The potentia l for encountering human rema ins during 
construction activities of future redevelopment is low. The proposed project would be required to 
follow all procedures set forth in the California Public Resources Code (§5097 .98) and State 
Health and Safety Code (§7050.5). These regulations detail specific procedures to follow in the 
event of a discovery of human remains. Compliance with these regulations would ensure that 

impacts would be less than significant. 

MM-CUL-1 (Archaeological Resources): 

1. Prior to beginning any work that requires monitoring, a pre-construction meeting shall be 
held and shall include a qualified Archaeologist and Native American Consultant/Monitor. 
The qualified Archaeologist and Native American Monitor shall attend any 
grading/excavation related pre-construction meetings to make comments and/or 
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suggestions concerning the Archaeological Monitoring Program with the Construction 
Manager and/or Grading Contractor. 

a. Prior to the start of any work that requires monitoring, the archaeologist shall submit an 
archaeological monitoring exhibit (with verification that the exhibit has been reviewed 
and approved by the Native American consultant/monitor when Native American 
resources may be impacted) based on the appropriate construction documents to the 
City identifying the areas to be monitored including the delineation of grading/excavation 
limits. 

b. The exhibit shall be based on the results of the records search conducted as well as 
information regarding existing known soil conditions (native or formation). 

2. The Archaeological Monitor shall be present during soil-disturbing and 
grading/excavation/trenching activities which could result in impacts to archaeological 
resources as identified on the exhibit. The Construction Manager is responsible for notifying 
the monitors of changes to any construction activities such as in the case of a potential 
safety concern within the area being monitored. 

3. The Archaeologica l and Native American Consultant/Monitor shall document field activity via 
a site monitoring log. These logs shall be transmitted to the City on the first day of 
monitoring, the last day of monitoring, monthly, and in the case of any discoveries. 

4. In the event of a discovery, the Archaeological Monitor shall direct the contractor to 
temporarily divert all soil disturbing activities, including but not limited to digging, trenching, 
excavating or grading activities in the area of discovery and in the area reasonably 
suspected to overlay adjacent resources , and immediately notify the City. 

a. The Archaeological Monitor and Native American Consultant/Monitor, where Native 
American resources are discovered, shall evaluate the significance of the resource. 

b. If human remains are discovered, work shall halt in that area and no soil shall be 
exported off-site until a determination can be made regarding the provenance of the 
human remains; and the procedures set forth in CEQA Section 15064.5(e), the 
California Public Resources Code (Sec. 5097.98) and State Health and Safety Code 

(Sec. 7050.5) sha ll be undertaken. 

MM-CUL-2 (Paleontological Resources): 

1. Prior to start of construction, the qualified paleontologist (Paleontological Monitor) shall 
conduct a site-specific records search from the San Diego Natural History Museum. 

2. Prior to the start of any grading and excavation, the Paleontological Monitor shall submit an 
exhibit based on the fina l construction documents that shall identify the areas to be 
monitored, including the delineation of grading/excavation limits. The exhibit shall be based 
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on the results of a site-specific records search, existing known soil cond itions (native or 
formation), and the depth to which grading/excavation activities would occur. Prior to the 
start of any work, the Paleontological Monitor shall also develop a monitoring schedule 
consistent with the construction schedule, indicating when and where monitoring will occur. 

3. During construction, in the event of a discovery, grading/trenching activities in the area of 
discovery will be temporarily diverted. The Paleontological Monitor shall evaluate the 
significance of the resource. The determination of significance for fossil discoveries sha ll be 
at the discretion of the Paleontological Monitor. 

a. If the resource is significant, a Paleontological Recovery Program shall then be 
submitted to the City. Impacts to significant resources must be mitigated before ground
disturbing activities in the area of discovery shall be allowed to resume. The 
Paleontological Monitor shall also: 

• Notify the City that fossil resources will be collected, curated, and documented. 

• Ensure that all fossil remains collected are cleaned and catalogued. 

• Ensure that all fossil remains are analyzed to identify function and chronology as 
they relate to the geologic history of the area, that fauna l materia l is identified as to 
species, and that specialty studies are completed, as appropriate. 

• Ensure that all fossil remains associated with the monitoring for this project are 
permanently curated with an appropriate institution. 

b. If the resource is not significant (e.g., small pieces of broken common shell fragments or 
other scattered common fossils), the Paleontological Monitor shall note in the monitoring 
reports and notify the Construction Manager that a non-significant discovery has been 
made, and work can continue. 

4. Following construction, the Paleontological Monitor shall submit a Monitoring Report to the 
City that describes the results, analysis, and conclusions of all phases of the Paleontological 
Monitoring Program. If significant paleontolog ical resources are encountered during 
monitoring, the Paleontologica l Recovery Program shall be included in the Monitoring 
Report. A copy of the final Monitoring Report shall be submitted to the San Diego Natural 
History Museum. 

Page 60 RECON 



Initial Study I Environmental Checklist and Mit igated Negative Declaration 
for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 

4.6 Geology and Soils 

Would the project: 

Issue 

a. Expose people or structures to 
potential substantial adverse 
effects, including the risk of loss, 
injury, or death involving: 
i. Rupture of a known earthquake 

fault, as delineated on the most 
recent Alqu ist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map 
issued by the State Geologist 
for the area or based on other 
substantial evidence of a 
known fault? 

ii. Strong seismic ground 
shaking? 

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, 
including liquefaction? 

iv. Landslides? 
b. Result in substantial soil erosion 

or the loss of topsoil? 
c. Be located on a geologic unit or 

soil that is unstable, or that would 
become unstable as a result of the 
project, and potentially result in 
on- or off-site landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse? 

d. Be located on expansive soil, as 
defined in Table 18-1-B of the 
Uniform Building Code (1994), 
creating substantial risks to life or 
property? 
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Potentially 
Potentially Significant 

Issue Significant Unless 
Impact Mitigation 

Incorporated 
e. Have soils incapable of 

adequately supporting the use of 
septic tanks or alternative D D wastewater disposal systems 
where sewers are not available for 
the disposal of wastewater? 

EXPLANATIONS: 

a: Less Than Significant Impact 

Less Than 
No Significant 

Impact Impact 

D C3l 

This section is based on the Geologic Reconnaissance prepared for the project (Geocon 2014 ). 
Based on a review of the referenced geologic materials and professional knowledge of the 
general area, the project area is not underlain by active, potentially active, or inactive faults. An 
active fault is defined by the California Geological Survey (CGS) as a fault showing evidence for 
activity with in the last 11 ,000 years. The site is not located within a State of California 
Earthquake Fault Zone (formerly referred to as an Alquist- Priolo Fault Zone). 

The Newport-Inglewood/Rose Canyon Fault Zone, located approximately two miles west of the 
site, is the closest known active fault. The CGS includes portions of the Newport
Inglewood/Rose Canyon Fault Zone within the State of Californ ia Earthquake Fault Zone. Based 
upon a review of available geologic data and published reports, the project area is not located 
within a State of California Earthquake Fault Zone. The Newport- Inglewood/Rose Canyon Fault 
Zone would be the dominant source of seismic ground motion if a se ismic event occurred. As 
detailed in the project description, the project does not include the construction of any 
structures. For the repaving and design of the roadway, the project would adhere to grading 
recommendations set forth by the Geologic Reconnaissance. Adherence to these 
recommendations and standard roadway design features would ensure that impacts related to 
seismic activity would be less than significant. 

b: Less Than Significant Impact 

The project would not resu lt in the loss of topsoil, as the project area is entirely developed. The 
project would not result in substantial soil erosion. Prior to construction, the City and/or its 
contractor would prepare a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Program (SWPPP) that would 
detail the erosion and sediment control BMPs that would be utilized within the construction site. 
Implementation of these BMPs would ensure that impacts associated with erosion would be less 
than significant. 
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c: Less Than Significant Impact 

The project area is underlain by surficial materials consisting of previously placed fill , 
undocumented fi ll, and Quaternary-age Old Terrace Deposits. The roadway, sidewalks, 
medians, etc. have been previously graded. No significant soil or geologic conditions were 
observed or are known to exist that would preclude the construction of the proposed 
improvements. Therefore, the geologic unit and soils are generally stable and would not 
become unstable as a result of the project with adherence to grading recommendations 
contained within the Geologic Reconnaissance. 

A landslide is a downslope movement of a large amount of soil due to gravity. These typically 
occur when the side of a hill or mountain becomes unstable to external factors, such as erosion, 
moisture, or seismic events. Based on the Geologic Reconnaissance, landslide deposits have 
not been mapped within the project area. The risk associated with ground movement hazard 
due to landslide is low. Liquefaction of soils can occur when ground shaking causes saturated 
soils to lose strength due to an increase in pore pressure. Due to the dense nature of the 
underlying soil of the Quaternary-age Old Terrace Deposits, the risk associated with liquefaction 
hazard is low. Overall, impacts would be less than significant. 

d: Less Than Significant Impact 

Based on the Geological Reconnaissance, the majority of soils within the project area are 
expected to have a low expansion potential. The clayey portion of the Quaternary-age Old 
Terrace Deposits is expected to have a medium to high expansion potentia l. Expansive soils 
would be removed and replaced with low expansive soils to a depth of approximately th ree feet 
below the base of the surface. Therefore, adherence to grading recommendations contained in 
the Geologic Reconnaissance would avoid significant impacts associated with expansive soils. 
Overall, impacts would be less than significant. 

e: No Impact 

The project would not require the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal 
systems. No impact would occur. 
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4.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Would the project: 

Potentially 
Potentially Significant 

Issue Significant Unless 
Impact Mitigation 

Incorporated 

a. Generate greenhouse gas 
em1ss1ons, either directly or 
indirectly, that may have a D D 
significant impact on the 
environment? 

b. Conflict with an applicable plan, 
policy or regulation adopted for 
the purpose of reducing the D D 
emissions of greenhouse 
gases? 

EXPLANATIONS: 

a: Less Than Significant Impact 

Less Than 
No Significant 

Impact Impact 

~ D 

~ D 

This section is based on the Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Analysis prepared for the project 
(RECON 2014c). A 900 metric ton carbon dioxide equivalent (MTC02E) screening criterion for 
determining when a detailed GHG analysis must be prepared has been used for the project 
following guidance from the California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) 
report "CEQA & Climate Change" dated January 2008. The 900 MTC02E guideline is 
referenced as a conservative threshold for requiring further analysis and mitigation. This 
emission level is based on the amount of vehicle trips, energy and water use, waste, and other 
facto rs associated with projects. CAPCOA identifies project types that are estimated to emit 
approximately 900 MTC02E of GHG emissions annually. Projects that do not meet the criterion 
are not required to prepare a detailed Business as Usual (BAU) GHG technical analysis report. 

To evaluate the project's net GHG emissions, emissions were calculated using the Sacramento 
Metropolitan Air Quality Management District's (SMAQMD) Road Construction Emissions Model 
(Road Construction Model). The Road Construction Model was developed by the SMAQMD 
with the participation of several state air districts, including the SDAPCD. The emissions source 
for this analysis is limited to construction equipment, as the project does not have an operational 
component (e.g., wou ld not construct new buildings, parking lots, or generate additional traffic). 
Table 4 summarizes the gross and net project emissions. 
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TABLE4 
ANNUAL PROJECT GHG EMISSIONS 

(MTC02E PER YEAR) 

Existing GHG Project GHG 
Emission Source Emissions Emissions 

Vehicles 6,896 6,896 
EnerQY Use 0 0 
Area Sources 0 0 
Water Use 0 0 
Solid Waste Disposal 0 0 
Construction 0 175 

TOTAL 

Net Increase in 
GHG Emissions 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

175 
175 

Based on the GHG modeling, construction of the project wou ld emit a total of approximately 
5,231 MTC02E, which when amortized over 30 years, equates to 175 MTC02E annually. As 

shown, the net increase in GHG emissions is not projected to exceed the 900 MTC02E 
screening criterion. Thus, a BAU analysis is not required to determine the percentage reduction 
in emissions. Therefore, GHG emissions associated with the project wou ld be less than 

significant. 

b: Less Than Significant Impact 

The 900 MTC02E criteria was designed to set the emission threshold low enough such that 
smaller projects would not conflict with the State's Assembly Bill 32 mandate for reducing GHG 
emissions (CAPCOA 2008). As the project is well below the 900 MTC02E screening threshold, 
it wou ld not conflict with the City's interim threshold or the Assembly Bill 32 mandate for 
reducing GHG emissions at the state level. In addition, the project proposes additional 
landscaping within sidewalks and medians that would serve to reduce heat island effects and 
improved facilities for cyclists, pedestrians, and public transit that would encourage the use of 
alternative transportation that would reduce GHG emissions. Therefore, the project is consistent 
with the goals and strategies of local and state plans, policies, and regulations aimed at 
reducing GHG emissions, and impacts wou ld be less than significant. 

4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Would the project: 

Potentially 
Potentially Significant Less Than 

No 
Issue Significant Unless Significant 

Impact Impact Mitigation Impact 
Incorporated 

a. Create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment through D D D ~ routine transport, use, or d isposal 
of hazardous materials? 
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Issue 

b. Create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment through 
reasonably foreseeab le upset and 
accident conditions involving the 
release of hazardous materials into 
the environment? 

c. Emit hazardous emissions or 
handle hazardous or acutely 
hazardous materials, substances, 
or waste with in one-quarter mile of 
an existing or proposed school? 

d. Be located on a site which is 
included on a list of hazardous 
materials sites compiled pursuant 
to Government Code Section 
65962.5 and, as a result, would it 
create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment? 

e. For a project located within an 
airport land use plan or, where 
such a plan has not been adopted, 
with in two miles of a public airport 
or public use airport, would the 
project result in a safety hazard for 
people residing or working in the 
project area? 

f. For a project with in the vicinity of a 
private airstrip, wou ld the project 
result in a safety hazard for people 
residing or working in the project 
area? 

g. Impair implementation of or 
physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

h. Expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury or 
death involving wildland fires, 
including where wild lands are 
adjacent to urbanized areas or 
where residences are intermixed 
with wildlands? 

Page 66 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

D 

No 
Impact 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

RECON 



EXPLANATIONS: 

a: No Impact 

Initial Study I Environmental Checklist and Mitigated Negative Declaration 
for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 

The project involves the reconfiguration of Palm Avenue/SR-75, which is an existing 
transportation corridor used for transport of people and goods, including hazardous materials. 
Motor carriers involved in the transportation of hazardous materials must comply with federal 
and state regulations, and must obta in a hazardous materials transportation license from the 
California Highway Patrol. Palm Avenue/SR-75 would continue to be used for the transport of 
hazardous materials following construction of the project. The project would not change the 
amount of hazardous materials that are transported or used in the City. No impact wou ld occur. 

b: Less Than Significant Impact 

Th is section is based on the Phase I Environmenta l Site Assessment (ESA), which was 
prepared for each of the sectors that comprise the project (SCS Engineers 2014 ). Groundwater 
monitoring wells are located at the northern portion of Palm Avenue/SR-75 to the east of 12th 
Street and also along the sidewalks between 1Oth Street and 12th Street. These monitoring 
wells are proposed to be removed and relocated to accommodate the proposed ROW 
improvements. Prior to any well relocation efforts, proper permits would be obtained by the 
contractor from the County of San Diego Department of Environmental Health (DEH). In 
addition, if these groundwater wells are associated with a leaking underground storage tank 
(LUST) case that currently has a "closed-case" status, the well may not need to be replaced 
after well removal, per discretion of the DEH. As the proper permits would be obtained prior to 
well removal, impacts would be less than significant. 

c: No Impact 

There are no schools located within the project area. There is one school within a quarter-mile 
of the project area: Imperial Beach Preschool located at 608 1Oth Street. As detailed in the 
response to 4.8(a) above, the project would not change the amount of hazardous materials that 
are transported or used in the City along Palm Avenue/SR-75. No impact would occur. 

d: Less Than Significant Impact 

The Phase I ESAs prepared for each of the sectors state that there is a low likelihood that 
recognized environmental conditions are present within the project area as a result of the 
current or historical land use, or from a known and reported off-site source. However, some 
historical uses and activities- such as agriculture, cars that ran on leaded gasoline, dry 
cleaners, and gasoline stations- may have resulted in contamination of the soil beneath the 
paved roadway, median, and sidewalks. The project area is currently developed and covered 
with pavement or landscaping; therefore, under normal circumstances (i.e., no excavation), 
there are no complete exposure pathways. As detailed in the project description, excavation, 
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and possibly soil export, would occur during the installation of storm drain lines, bioswales, and 
associated features with in the reconfigured roadway. 

Therefore, it is recommended that limited soil sampling be conducted as a precautionary 
measure to ensure construction workers and others are not exposed to elevated concentrations 
of lead, petroleum hydrocarbon, metal-based pesticides, etc. during construction/soil 
disturbance. In addition, if soil is to be transported off-site, soil sampling would be conducted to 
assess whether the soil contains lead concentrations that would cause the soil to be classified 
as a hazardous or regulated waste. The appropriate documentation of the soil removal and 
subsequent testing would be verified by the City. Therefo re, compliance with existing 
regulations would ensure that potentia l impacts associated with contaminated soils would be 
less than significant. 

e - f: Less Than Significant Impact 

The project area is one mile north of Navy Outlying Landing Field (NOLF) Imperial Beach. The 
Draft A irport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for NOLF Imperial Beach was released in 
August 2014. The ALUCP establishes safety, noise, and compatibility guidelines, which are then 
enforced through an Airport Influence Area (AlA). The project area is located within Review 
Area II of the AlA. As the project involves the reconfiguration of Palm Avenue/SR-75, an existing 
roadway with in the AlA of NOLF Imperial Beach, the project would not increase or decrease the 
safety of those using the roadway with regard to potential aircraft hazards. The project area is 
also 6.5 miles west of Brown Field Municipal Airport and outside of its AlA. There are no private 
airports near the project area. Impacts would be less than significant. 

g: Less Than Significant Impact 

Imperial Beach is potentially vulnerable to tsunamis and severe weather due to its location on 
the coast. As such, the City has taken steps to become better equipped to handle severe 
weather and tsunamis. The City's Public Safety Department offers a Community Emergency 
Response Team program so that community members can gain needed training in the event of 
a large disaster. This program educates people about disaster preparedness for hazards that 
may impact their area and trains them in basic disaster response skills . The City has also 
received "StormReady" and ''TsunamiReady" designations from the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration. These programs help community leaders and emergency 
managers strengthen their local operations. Communities with these designations promote 
better planning, education, and awareness. 

The project involves the reconfiguration of Palm Avenue/SR-75, wh ich is a designated tsunami 
evacuation route within Imperial Beach. The project would not impair or interfere with 
established emergency response or evacuation plans. Traffic control plans would be required 
prior to construction activities within any sector, which would serve to minimize traffic conflicts 
during construction. As detailed in the Traffic Impact Analysis (KOA 2014 ), the project would not 
result in a significant impact related to the operation of intersections or roadway segments. 
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Therefore, the project would not physically interfere or impair potential emergency evacuations. 
Impacts would be less than significant. 

h: No Impact 

The project area is entirely urbanized. The project is not adjacent to wildlands. Therefore, the 
project wou ld not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving wild land fires. No impact would occur. 

4.9 Hydrology and Water Quality 

Would the project: 

Potentially 
Potentially Significant Less Than 

No 
Issue Signif icant Unless Significant 

Impact Impact Mitigation Impact 
Incorporated 

a. Violate any water quality standards D D ~ D or waste discharQe requirements? 
b. Substantially deplete groundwater 

supplies or interfere substantially 
with groundwater recharge such D D D ~ that there would be a net deficit in 
aquifer volume or a lowering of the 
local groundwater tab le? 

c. Substantially alter the existing 
drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of 
the course of a stream or river, in a D D ~ D 
manner, which would result in 
substantial erosion or siltation on-
or off-site? 

d. Substantially alter the existing 
drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of 
the course of a stream or river, or D D ~ D substantially increase the rate or 
amount of surface runoff in a 
manner, which would result in 
flooding on- or off-site? 

e. Create or contribute runoff water, 
which would exceed the capacity of 
existing or planned stormwater D D D ~ drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff? 

f. Otherwise substantially degrade D D D ~ water Q ualitv? 
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Potentially 
Potentially Significant 

Issue Significant Unless 
Impact Mitigation 

Incorporated 

g. Place housing within a 1 00-year 
flood hazard area as mapped on a 
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or D D 
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other 
flood hazard delineation map? 

h. Place within a 1 00-year flood 
hazard area structures which D D would impede or redirect flood 
flows? 

i. Expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury or 
death involving flooding, including D D 
flooding as a result of the failure of 
a levee or dam? 

j. Expose people or structures to 
inundation by seiche, tsunami, or D D 
mudflow? 

EXPLANATIONS: 

a: Less Than Significant Impact 

Less Than No Significant 
Impact Impact 

D [8] 

D [81 

D [8] 

[81 D 

Development projects are required to control storm-water runoff during construction and after 
construction (operation) in order to comply with federa l, state, and local water quality standards. 
Storm-water discharges from construction activities would be controlled consistent with the 
SWPPP, which is required under the Construction General Permit. The SWPPP identifies 
applicable construction BMPs to implement as part of the project. Some examples of 
construction BMPs include perimeter silt fences, designated and contained storage areas for 
materials and waste, and on-site materials for spill control or containment. Implementation of 
BMPs during construction would minimize potential impacts to water quality. As part of the 
project, the contractor is required monitor the water quality BMPs, including conducting routine 
inspections of disturbed areas to ensure that the BMPs remain intact and effective. 

With regard to operation of the project, as detailed in the project description, the project 
proposes new bioretention basins, bioswales, and upgraded storm drains in order to treat and 
manage storm-water runoff from the reconfigured roadway. Storm-water runoff from the street 
would enter the bioretention basin through a curb-inlet opening, and would then flow through a 
filter media in a landscaped concrete container. The fi lter media would detain and treat 
pollutants from the street, wh ich wou ld then be retained by the biomass of the aboveground 
plants or trees. The storm-water runoff would flow through the media and into an underground 
storm-drain system, where the treated water is discharged. 
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Therefore, the bioretention basins and new storm drains would result in the overall improvement 
of water quality. As the project would control runoff with BMPs during construction and improve 
the treatment of runoff following construction, the project would not violate any applicable water 
quality standards or waste discharge requirements. Impacts would be less than significant. 

b: No Impact 

The project wou ld not require the use of groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge. According to the Geologic Reconna issance prepared for the project, 
exploratory borings performed indicate that the water table is at a depth ranging from 
approximately 13 to 19 feet below existing ground surface. Therefore, construction activities 
would not be expected to encounter or deplete groundwater supplies. No impact would occur. 

c- d: Less Than Significant Impact 

This section is partially based on the Preliminary Drainage Report prepared for the project 
(Project Design Consultants 2014). There are no streams or rivers within the project area, thus 
the project would not alter the course of a stream or river. 

Drainage basins provide the basis for hydrologic calculations used in the study. Drainage basins 
delineated for the study consist of on- and off-site areas that generate surface flow onto Palm 
Avenue/SR-75. Hydrologic ca lcu lations were completed fo r the existing and proposed 
cond itions in order to obtain an accurate estimate of runoff from the roadway. The proposed 
drainage basins are similar to the existing drainage basins. Therefore , the project wou ld not 
significantly alter the existing drainage patterns of the project area and thus would not resu lt in 
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site. 

The project would generally reduce peak runoff flows through the addition of storm-drain pipes 
and curb inlets. Therefore, the project would not substantially increase the rate or amount of 
surface runoff and would minimize flooding along Palm Avenue/SR-75. Impacts would be less 
than significant. 

e - f: No Impact 

According to the Prelim inary Drainage Report, in the existing condition, the storm drain systems 
within the project area are undersized for a potential 1 00-year storm event. The project area is 
also lacking a sufficient amount of curb inlets. As previously detailed, the project would add curb 
inlets/bioretention basins and new storm drains. The project would also generally decrease the 
amount of surface flow that is discharged into the storm drain system. Therefore, the project 
would increase the capacity of the storm-drain system, improve water quality, and generally 
decrease the amount of runoff entering the system. No impact would occur. 
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g - h: No Impact 

According to the Preliminary Drainage Report, the project is not within a 1 00-year flood hazard 
area. No impact wou ld occur. 

i: No Impact 

The project area is not within or adjacent to a dam or levee. No impact would occur. 

j: Less Than Significant Impact 

As previously detailed in the response to 4.8(g), Palm Avenue/SR-75 is a designated tsunami 
evacuation route for Imperial Beach. The project aims to improve drainage along Palm 
Avenue/SR-75 and would not substantially alter the feasibility of this roadway being used as an 
evacuation route. Impacts would be less than significant. 

4.10 Land Use and Planning 

Would the project: 

Potentially 
Potentially Significant Less Than No 

Issue Significant Unless Significant 
Impact Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 

a. Physically divide an established D D D ~ community? 
b. Conflict with any applicable land 

use plan, policy, or regulation of an 
agency with jurisdiction over the D D 121 D project adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect? 

c. Conflict with any applicable habitat 
conservation plan or natural D D ~ D 
community conservation plan? 

EXPLANATIONS: 

a: No Impact 

The project wou ld not physically divide an established community, but rather, with the proposed 
traffic-calming improvements, would serve to unify the community. The project consists of the 
reconfiguration of Palm Avenue/SR-75 within Imperial Beach to provide a multi-modal corridor 
conducive to pedestrians, bicyclists, transit, and vehicles as well as to business and new infill 

development. No impact would occur. 
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b: Less Than Significant Impact 

The project is consistent with the City's General Plan and Local Coastal Plan (updated in 201 0). 
For example, Goal 1 of the Circulation Element within the General Plan states: "The quality of 
life and economic vitality of Imperial Beach is dependent upon a safe and efficiently operating 
circulation system that provides for pedestrians, bicycles, trucks, automobiles and public 
transportation." The main goal of the project is to increase the connectivity and safety of Palm 
Avenue/SR-75 for pedestrians, cyclists, public transportation users, and motorists. The project 
would add dedicated bicycle lanes throughout, provide bulb-outs for shorter pedestrian crossing 
times, and replace bus stops. 

Policy C-1 within the Circulation Element states that roadways should conform to the roadway 
classifications set forth in General Plan Figure C-5. The project wou ld not change the roadway 
classification of Palm Avenue/SR-75, which is designated as a six-lane prime arterial. In 
addition, the project conforms to the other applicable portion of this policy, which states: "All 
street and highway designs should further the goal of providing safe and efficient circulation, as 
well as an aesthetically pleasing urban form." As previously detailed, the project's primary 
objective is to provide a safer route for all users while maintaining efficient circulation. The 
project would also improve the aesthetic of this corridor through additional street trees and 
landscaping. 

The project would also be consistent with recent amendments to the General Plan/Local 
Coasta l Plan (August 2012), which are intended to provide more effective direction for 
development and improvement of properties with in the City's commercial corridors, including the 
project area (Palm Avenue/SR 75). As detailed in the Master Plan, the project area currently 
"lacks the incentive for residents and visitors to actively use the corridor or spend leisurely time 
taking pleasure in their surroundings." The intention of the project is to "design the corridor to 
become the City's 'Main Street' and 'Downtown' destination, thereby attracting locally serving 
and family-friendly businesses that contribute to the positive image of the corridor." 

Overall, the project would not conflict with any applicable land use plan. Impacts wou ld be less 
than significant. 

c: Less Than Significant Impact 

Please refer to response 4.4(e-f). Impacts would be less than significant. 
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4.11 Mineral Resources 

Would the project: 

Potentially 
Potentially Significant 

Issue Significant Unless 
Impact Mitigation 

Incorporated 

a. Result in the loss of availability of a 
known mineral resource that would D D be of value to the region and the 
residents of the state? 

b. Result in the loss of availability of a 
locally important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on a local D D 
general plan, specific plan or other 
land use plan? 

EXPLANATIONS: 

a - b: No Impact 

Less Than 
No Significant 

Impact Impact 

D [gl 

D r2J 

The project area and the surrounding uses are entirely developed and urbanized. Construction 
activities associated with the project would not result in the loss of a known mineral resource, as 
these activities would occur within developed areas where mineral resources do not exist due to 

previous development. There would be no impact to mineral resources. 

4.12 Noise 

Would the project: 

Potentially 
Potentially Significant Less Than 

No Issue Significant Unless Significant 
Impact Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 

a. Expose persons to or generate 
noise levels in excess of standards 
established in the local general D D [gl D plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other 
aQencies? 

b. Expose persons to or generate 
excessive ground bome vibration D D [gl D 
or ground bome noise levels? 

Page 74 RECON 



Initial Study I Environmental Checklist and Mit igated Negative Declaration 
for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 

Potentially 
Potentially Significant Less Than No Issue Significant Unless Significant 

Impact Impact Mitigation Impact 
Incorporated 

c. Result in a substantial permanent 
increase in ambient noise levels in D D ~ D the project vicinity above levels 
existing without the project? 

d. Result in a substantial temporary or 
periodic increase in ambient noise D D ~ D levels in the project vicinity above 
existing without the project? 

e. For a project located within an 
airport land use plan, or, where 
such a plan has not been adopted, 
with in two miles of a public airport D D ~ D or public use airport, would the 
project expose people residing or 
working in the area to excessive 
noise levels? 

f. For a project within the vicinity of a 
private airstrip, would the project 
expose people resid ing or working D D ~ D 
in the project area to excessive 
noise levels? 

EXPLANATIONS: 

a: Less Than Significant Impact 

This section is based on the Noise Analysis prepared for the project (RECON 2014b). Noise is 
defined as sound that is loud, unpleasant, unexpected, or undesired and, therefore, may cause 
general annoyance, interference with speech communication, sleep disturbance, and, in the 
extreme, hearing impairment. Decibels (dB) are the standard unit of measurement of the sound 
pressure generated by noise sources and are measured on a logarithmic scale that quantifies 
sound intensity in a manner similar to the Richter scale for earthquake magnitudes. A doubling 
of the energy of a noise source, such as doubling of traffic volume, would increase the noise 
level by 3 dB; a halving of the noise energy wou ld resu lt in a 3 dB decrease. 

The human ear is not equally sensitive to all frequencies within the sound spectrum. To 
accommodate this phenomenon, the A-weighted scale, which approximates the frequency 
response of the average young ear when listening to most ordinary everyday sounds, was 
devised. Noise levels using A-weighted measurements are written dB(A). It is widely accepted 
that the average healthy ear can barely perceive changes of 3 dB(A) (increase or decrease) and 

that a change of 5 dB(A) is readily perceptible. An increase of 10 dB(A) is perceived as twice as 
loud, and a decrease of 10 dB(A) is perceived as half as loud. 
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Although dB(A) may adequately indicate the level of environmental noise at any instant in time, 
community noise levels vary continuously. Most environmental noise includes a conglomeration 
of frequencies from distant sources that create a relatively steady background noise in which no 
particular source is identifiable. Average noise levels over a period of minutes or hours are 
usually expressed as dB(A) Leq, which typically assumes a 1-hour average noise level and is 
used as such in this report. The maximum noise level (Lmax) is the highest sound level occurring 
during a specific period. 

To determine the existing noise environment and assess the potential impacts of noise resulting 
from the construction of the improvements associated with the project, noise measurements 
were taken in the project area. Three noise measurements (five feet above the ground) were 
taken adjacent to Palm Avenue/SR-75. Additionally, while the noise level measurements were 
being conducted, traffic counts were taken on Palm Avenue/SR-75. The dominant noise source 
was traffic on Palm Avenue/SR-75. Noise levels were measured for 15 minutes, and traffic on 
Palm Avenue/SR-75 was counted during the interval. Noise measurements are summarized in 

Table 5. 

TABLE 5 
NOISE MEASUREMENT SUMMARY 

Measurement 
10 Location Time Leq dB(A) Lmax dB(A) Lmin dB(A) 

1 
7m Street and 

11:01 A.M. 68.0 82.4 48.1 Palm Avenue 

2 
11'" Street and 11:40 A.M. 67.1 82.2 48.1 Palm Avenue 

3 
Georgia Street and 

12:24 P.M. 66.4 87.0 47.5 Palm Avenue 

The City adopted a General Plan/Local Coastal Plan Noise Element in October 1994. The goat 
of the Noise Element is "to regulate and control unnecessary excessive and annoying sounds 
and vibrations emanating from uses and activities within the City, and to prohibit such sounds 
and vibrations as are detrimental to the public health, welfare and safety of its residents" (City of 
Imperial Beach 1994 ). 

Title 9 of the Imperial Beach Municipal Code (Municipal Code) contains the City's noise control 
regulations. The Municipa l Code does not contain quantifiable noise level limits at property lines 
but instead regulates noise based on disturbance of "the peace, quiet and comfort of the 
community by creating unreasonably loud or disturbing unnecessary noises." Section 
9.32.020(H) of the Municipal Code provides various prohibited noise sources including signaling 
devices, vehicle noises, hawkers and peddlers, advertising, and construction and prohibits 
construction noise from "[t]he use of any toots, power machinery or equipment so as to cause 
noises disturbing to the comfort and repose of any person residing or working in the vicinity, or 

in excess of 75 decibels between the hours of 10 P.M. and 7 A.M." 
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With regards to potential operational impacts, the project would modify the lane configuration on 
an existing roadway. The project does not include any new stationary noise sources, such as 
mechanical equipment. The proposed improvements would rema in within the existing ROW and 
would require adjusting existing lanes and relocating some medians. As the improvements do 
not generate traffic, the difference between the no-project condition and the with-project 
cond itions would be the result of the relocation of traffic nearer to receivers (KOA 2014). While 
the outside traffic lanes wou ld be located slightly nearer to the receivers, these lanes would be 
at a lower speed and carry less volume than under the existing condition. Thus, the primary 
noise source (i.e., the higher speed traffic) would remain in the same general location. As the 
project would have little effect on noise levels, the project would not result in a substantial 
increase in ambient noise levels. 

Construction noise would be related primarily to the use of heavy equipment and material 
deliveries. Noise impacts from construction are a function of the noise generated by equipment, 
the location and sensitivity of nearby land uses, and the timing and duration of the noise
generating activities. Prediction of project construction noise impacts is based on the Federal 
Highway Administration's Roadway Construction Noise Model (FHWA 2006). The model also 
employs an "acoustic usage factor" to estimate the percentage of time each piece of 
construction equipment is operating at full power (i.e., its loudest condition) during a 
construction phase. 

During excavating, grading, and paving operations, equipment moves to different locations and 
goes through varying load cycles, and there are breaks for the operators and for non-equipment 
tasks, such as measurement. Maximum noise levels may be 85 to 90 dB(A) at a distance of 
50 feet during most construction activities. 

Based on typical roadway construction practices, a daily work area would have an average 
linear working distance of 300 feet. A receiver was modeled at the edge of the roadway, 
approximately 50 feet from the centerline of construction. Assuming the receiver is centered on 
the construction, the equipment would pass the receiver at a nearest point 50 feet away and up 
to 150 feet at either end. This would result in an average distance of 150 feet from the center of 

construction activity. At 150 feet, short-term noise levels may reach as high as 85 dB(A) Lmax for 
very short periods, typically less than a few seconds, as pieces of equipment pass by with the 
engines under fu ll load, and hourly average noise levels near the edge of the project site would 

be 75 dB(A) Leq or less. 

The nearest residence is located west of the intersection of Palm Avenue/SR-75 and Ra inbow 
Drive, approximately 70 feet from the nearest point of construction activities at the north end of 
the project. Hourly construction noise levels at this distance would attenuate to 73 dB(A) leq or 
less, and maximum construction noise during pavement breaking activities, which would be 

located at greater distances, would attenuate to 84 dB(A) Lmax or less. While the City does not 
specify a noise level limit for construction activities, in most surrounding jurisdictions noise 
levels of 75 dB(A) Leq or less are considered an acceptable noise level for construction. 
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Therefore, construction-related noise would not generate noise levels that wou ld expose people 
resid ing in the area to excessive noise. 

Commercial businesses are located approximately 50 feet from the nearest point of construction 
activities for the project. Hourly construction noise levels at these businesses are calculated to 
be 75 dB(A) leq with maximum construction noise during pavement breaking activities at 90 

dB(A) Lmax or less. Based on 75 dB(A) Leq being a generally acceptable noise level for 
construction, construction-related noise would not generate noise levels that would expose 
people working in the area to excessive noise. No construction-related noise impacts would 
occur from diesel engine noise or pavement-breaking activities associated with development of 
the project. 

The measured ambient noise levels 50 feet from the existing roadway are 66 to 68 dB(A) leq 
with maximum noise levels ranging from 82 to 87 dB(A) Lmax· Based on the anticipated 
construction noise level, construction activities wou ld be heard at nearby receiver locations and 
may cause occasional speech disruption, specifically during times of pavement breaking, and 
may be considered a temporary nuisance. However, while construction noise levels would be 
noticeable over the ambient noise levels, the project would not result in a significant temporary 
increase in ambient noise levels. 

b: Less Than Significant Impact 

Construction activities would include breaking and/or milling of the existing roadway surface, 
site preparation work, grading and excavation, concrete work, and paving. The greatest 
vibrations wou ld occur during pavement breaking, when hydraulic hammers are used to crack 
the upper layer of the roadway. 

Vibration levels generated by pavement-breaking activities would vary depending on project 
cond itions, such as sub-surface soil conditions, construction methods, and the specific 
equipment used. Depending on the proximity of existing structures to each pavement-breaking 
site, the structural soundness of the existing buildings, and the methods of construction used to 
construct them, vibration levels caused by pavement breaking may be high enough to be 
perceptible within 50 feet and would be high enough to damage existing structures with in 15 
feet. Based on field observations, the nearest receivers are commercial in nature and are at 
least 18 feet from the roadway edge. At th is distance vibrations may reach up to 0.05 inch per 
second peak particle velocity (PPV), which may be perceptible, but would not result in structural 
or cosmetic damage. 

Other project construction activities, such as the use of high-power or vibratory tools, 
compactors, and tracked equipment, may also potentially generate substantial vibration in the 
immediate vicinity, typ ically within 10 feet of the equipment. Thus, typical construction activities 
are not anticipated to be a source of substantial vibration and would result in a less than 
significant impact. 
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The proposed improvements would remain with in the existing ROW and would adjust the 
location of existing lanes. As the project would not generate any new traffic, any change in 
vibration levels between the existing conditions and the proposed project would be the result of 
moving the lanes nearer to rece ivers. However, as vehicles traveling on roadways are 
supported on flexible suspension systems and pneumatic tires, they are not an efficient source 
of ground vibration. They can, however, impart vibration into the ground when they roll over 
pavement that is not smooth. Continuous traffic traveling on a smooth roadway creates a fairly 
continuous but re latively low level of vibration. Where discontinuities exist in the pavement, 
heavy truck passages can be a primary source of localized, intermittent vibration peaks. These 
peaks typically last no more than a few seconds and often only a fraction of a second. As the 
project is a road improvement project, it will repave the roadway and would create a smooth 
roadway; thus, vibration impacts from operation would be less than significant. 

c: Less Than Significant Impact 

As detailed in the response to 4.12(a), while construction noise levels would be noticeable over 
the ambient noise levels, the project would not result in a significant temporary increase in 
ambient noise levels. Impacts would be less than significant. 

d: Less Than Significant Impact 

As detailed in the response to 4.12(a), with regards to potential operational impacts, the project 
would modify the lane configuration on an existing roadway. The project does not include any 
new stationary noise sources, such as mechanical equipment. The project would not result in a 
substantial increase in ambient noise levels. Impacts would be less than significant. 

e- f: Less Than Significant Impact 

As detailed in the response to Section 4.8(f), the project area is one mile north of NOLF Imperial 
Beach. The Draft ALUCP for NOLF Imperial Beach establishes noise compatibility guidelines, 
which are then enforced through an AlA. The project area is located with in Review Area II of the 
AlA. The project area is also 6.5 miles west of Brown Field Municipal Airport and outside of that 
AlA. There are no private airports near the project area. 

The project involves the reconfiguration of Palm Avenue/SR-75, which does not involve a use 
that would expose people residing or working in the area to excessive noise levels. Impacts 
would be less than significant. 
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4.13 Population and Housing 

Would the project: 

Potentially 
Potentially Significant 

Issue Significant Unless 
Impact Mitigation 

Incorporated 
a. Induce substantial population 

growth in an area, either directly 
(for example, by proposing new 
homes and businesses) or D D 
indirectly (for example, through 
extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

b. Displace substantial numbers of 
existing housing, necessitating the D D construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

c. Displace substantia l numbers of 
people, necessitating the D D construction of replacement 
housinQ elsewhere? 

EXPLANATIONS: 

a: Less Than Significant Impact 

Less Than No Significant Impact Impact 

~ D 

D ~ 

D ~ 

The project would not directly induce population growth, as there are no new land uses 
(i.e., residences and businesses) proposed. The project would not result in indirect population 
growth either. The project is the reconfiguration of the existing roadway in order to increase 
safety and accessibility for all modes of travel. Changes in zoning and land use along this 
roadway were evaluated under CEQA as part of the General Plan/Local Coastal Plan and 
Commercial Zoning Amendments Project (Imperia l Beach 2012) and have since been adopted. 

Thus, the project would not result in indirect impacts re lated to substantial population growth. 
Direct and indirect impacts related to substantial population growth wou ld be Jess than 
significant. 

b - c: No Impact 

The project area does not include any existing housing, as it is an existing roadway. No existing 
housing, or persons, would be displaced as a result of the project. No impact wou ld occur. 
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4.14 Public Services 

Would the project: 

Issue 

a. Result in substantial adverse 
physical impacts associated with 
the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, 
need for new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, 
in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or 
other performance objectives for 
any of the public services: 

i. Fire protection? 

ii. Police protection? 
iii. Schools? 

iv. Parks? 

v. Other public facilities? 

EXPLANATIONS: 

a: No Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

D 
D 
D 
D 
D 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

D 
D 
D 
D 
D 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

D 
D 
D 
D 
D 

No 
Impact 

The project would not change the existing use of the roadway. The project would not result in 
the need for new or physically altered governmental facilities for fire, police, schools, parks, or 

other public facilities. No impact would occur. 
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4.15 Recreation 

Would the project: 

Potentially 
Potentially Significant 

Issue Significant Unless 
Impact Mitigation 

Incorporated 

a. Increase the use of existing 
neighborhood and regional parks 
or other recreational facilities such D 0 that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would 
occur or be accelerated? 

b. Include recreational facilities or 
require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities, D D which might have an adverse 
physical effect on the 
environment? 

EXPLANATIONS: 

a: No Impact 

Less Than No Significant Impact Impact 

0 ~ 

1:8:1 D 

The project involves the reconfiguration of Palm Avenue/SR-75, which would not increase the 
use of parks as the project does not involve a component that would create residential growth. 
Although the project proposes to improve the bicyde and pedestrian connectivity in the Park 
Sector, project improvements are limited to the roadways within the City's ROW. No impact would 

occur. 

b: Less Than Significant Impact 

The project includes the provision of bicycle lanes throughout the project area, wh ich may be 
considered recreational facilities. The bicycle lanes would be within the existing developed 

ROW as part of the project. The impacts of the project are evaluated throughout this document. 
Impacts would be less than significant. 
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4.16 Transportation I Traffic 

Would the project: 

Issue 

a. Conflict with an applicable plan, 
ordinance, or policy establishing 
measures of effectiveness for the 
performance of the circu lation 
system, taking into account all 
modes of transportation including 
mass transit and non-motorized 
travel and relevant components of 
the circulation system, including 
but not limited to intersections, 
streets, highways and freeways, 
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and 
mass transit? 

b. Conflict with an applicable 
congestion management program, 
including, but not limited to level of 
service standards and travel 
demand measures, or other 
standards established by the 
county congestion management 
agency for designated roads or 
highways? 

c. Result in a change in air traffic 
patterns, including either an 
increase in traffic levels or a 
change in location that results in 
substantial safety risks? 

d. Substantially increase hazards due 
to a design feature (e.g. , sharp 
curves or dangerous intersections) 
or incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

e. Result in inadequate emergency 
access? 

f. Conflict with adopted policies, 
plans, or programs regarding 
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian 
facilities, or otherwise decrease the 
performance or safety of such 
facilities? 

RECON 
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D 

D 

D 
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Potentially 
Signif icant 

Unless 
Mitigation 
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D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

Less Than 
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D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

No 
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D 
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EXPLANATIONS: 

a: Less Than Significant Impact 

This section is based on the Traffic Impact Analysis prepared for the project (KOA 2014). The 
study area for th is project includes nine intersections and six roadway segments along Palm 
Avenue/SR-75 between 13th Street and Rainbow Drive: 

Intersections 

• Palm Avenue/SR-75 and 13th Street 

• Palm Avenue/SR-75 and 12th Street 

• Palm Avenue/SR-75 and Florida Street 

• Palm Avenue/SR-75 and 10th Street 

• Palm Avenue/SR-75 and 9th Street 

• Palm Avenue/SR-75 and Delaware Street 

• SR-75 and 7th Street 

• SR-75 and Rainbow Drive 

• Palm Avenue and 7th Street 

Roadway Segments 

• Palm Avenue/SR 75 between 13th Street and Florida Street 
• Palm Avenue/SR 75 between Florida Street and 10th Street. 
• Palm Avenue/SR 75 between 10th Street and 9th Street 
• Palm Avenue/SR 75 between 9th Street and Delaware Street. 
• SR-75 between Delaware Street and 7th Street 
• SR-75 between 7th Street and Rainbow Drive. 

The following scenarios were evaluated to identify the potential transportation impacts of the 

project: 

• Existing Conditions 
• Horizon Year Conditions (Year 2035) and Horizon Year Plus Project Condition 

Street system operating conditions are typ ically described in terms of LOS, which is a 
report-card scale used to indicate the quality of traffic flow on roadway segments and at 
intersections. LOS ranges from LOS A (free flow, little congestion) to LOS F (forced flow, 
extreme congestion). 

As noted in the project description, the project does not change the carrying capacity of the 
roadway. Under the Existing Condition scenario, all intersections and roadway segments 

operate at an acceptable LOS. 

Horizon Year conditions represent traffic conditions in 2035 and beyond, according to regional 

growth models. Traffic growth on area roadways is a function of the expected land development, 
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economic activity, and changes in demographics. For the Horizon Year analysis, a growth rate 
of eight percent was calculated using the SANDAG Series 11 traffic forecast model and was 
applied to existing volumes. Additionally, traffic volumes from planned new developments (i.e., 
cumulative projects) that will add traffic to the study area roadways were added to develop 
Horizon Year base volumes (Table 6). 

TABLE 6 
CUMULATIVE PROJECTS 

Project Name 
Navy NBC Coastal Campus Facility 
Bernardo Shores 
Imperial Beach Bikeway Village 
City GPA Commercial Rezone 
Breakwater ShoppinQ Center 
NBC = Naval Base Coronado 
GPA = General Plan Amendment 

Description 
Future expansion of traininQ facility 
Multi-family Residential 
Commercial/ Hostel 
Commercial/ Residential 
Commercial 

The traffic analysis shows that, without the project, one intersection (SR-75 and Rainbow Drive 

in the AM peak hour), would operate at LOS F. With the project, this intersection would operate 
at LOS F, but the delay at the intersection would be reduced by 17.9 seconds. Overall, the 
project would not result in any significant impacts to study intersections or roadway segments. 

Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

b: No Impact 

The project would not conflict with an applicable congestion management program, as it would 
not add permanent vehicle trips to the circulation system. No impact would occur. 

c: No Impact 

The project would have no effect on air traffic patterns. No impact would occur. 

d: No Impact 

The project would not substantially increase potential hazards due to a design feature. As 
detailed in the project description, the primary objective of the project is to increase the safety of 
Palm Avenue/SR-75 for all modes of transportation. Slightly narrowing the lanes would serve to 
reduce vehicle speeds, thus increasing safety for motorists and other users. By providing local 
access lanes within the Mid-town Sector, the project wou ld allow motorists to slow down in order 
to find street parking or access business driveways without slowing down through traffic. The 
project also includes bulb-outs on six intersections within the project limits, reducing the wa lking 
distance and the time that the pedestrians are in the street. Overall, the project would generally 
reduce potential traffic hazards. Thus, no impact would occur. 
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e: No Impact 

The project would not result in inadequate emergency access, as it would not reduce the vehicle 
carrying capacity of Palm Avenue/SR-75. No impact would occur. 

f: No Impact 

Public Transit 

The regional transit agency, San Diego Metropolitan Transit System (MTS), operates Bus 
Routes 901, 933, and 934 in Imperial Beach with numerous stops along Palm Avenue/SR-75. 
The project would not significantly affect the operation of the buses. Where there are auxiliary 
medians that are proposed to separate traffic, the location of the bus stops would allow buses to 
choose the local access or the through lanes. The project would also require some of the mid
block bus stops to be relocated to the closest traffic signal to facilitate accessibility for the 
passengers. This would discourage the passengers from illegally crossing the streets at mid
block locations. During construction, it may be necessary to temporarily relocate bus stops, 
which would be addressed in the traffic control plan for each sector in coordination with MTS. 

Bicycle Circulation 

The Imperial Beach Bicycle Transportation Plan (BTP) is an implementation document of the 
Circulation Element of the City's General Plan, designed to illustrate the existing bike routes and 
facilities as well as to lay out future bicycle transportation elements. The BTP covers the entire 
City's street and bicycle path network, classifying each as Class I, II, and Ill type bike routes. 
Currently there are limited bicycle facil ities with in the City limit. The Bayshore Bikeway, which is 
a Class I bike lane, runs along the northern boundary of the City for a length of 0.81 mile and 
connects adjacent cities. A Class II bike facility exists on Palm Avenue/SR-75 just east of 13th 
Street and City boundary. According to SANDAG, a Class Ill bike route exists on 7th Street from 
Cypress Avenue to Bayshore Bikeway and on 13th Street from Palm Avenue/SR-75 to the 
Bayshore Bikeway. 

The project would be an extension of the existing Class II bike facility east of 13th Street. The 
project proposes Class II bike lanes in both directions between 13th Street and Florida Street. 
Between Florida Street and 9th Street with proposed auxiliary medians, the bicycle traffic would 
have to use the local access lanes and share the lane with vehicular traffic. The bike lanes 
would continue again from 9th Street to Rainbow Drive. As the project would create new bicycle 
facilities within the City, it would not conflict with the BTP. 

Pedestrian Circulation 

As previously detailed, project includes bulb-outs on six intersections within the project limits, 
reducing the walking distance and the time that the pedestrians are in the street. The design 
would also improve the ability of the pedestrians, bicyclists, and motorists to see each other and 
encourage the motorists to travel at a slower speed, thereby improving the safety of the 
pedestrians. The proposed design reduces the pedestrian travel distance by approximately 1 0 
feet across Palm Avenue/SR-75 and involves installation of pedestrian ramps, which are 
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Americans with Disabilities Act compliant. The reduction of this distance would reduce the 
length of the traffic signal's pedestrian phase, and as a result would improve intersection 
operations. 

New crosswalks have been proposed for each traffic signal along the corridor to promote the 
movements of pedestrians across SR-75. Also, a proposed new signal at 10th Street and an 
upgraded traffic signal at Delaware Street would provide new, controlled pedestrian crossing 
points that would enhance safety and again discourage dangerous midblock crossings. In 
addition, as previously mentioned, the bus stops are proposed to be relocated to make the 
crosswalks at the intersections more accessible to pedestrians. 

Overall, the project would have no impact with regards to conflicting with alternate modes of 
transportation. 

4.17 Uti I ities and Service Systems 

Would the project: 

Potentially 
Potentially Significant Less Than 

No 
Issue Significant Unless Significant 

Impact Impact Mitigation Impact 
Incorporated 

a. Exceed wastewater treatment 
requirements of the applicable D D D 1:8] 
Regional Water Quality Control 
Board? 

b. Require or result in the 
construction of new water or 
wastewater treatment facilities or D D D ~ expansion of existing facilit ies, the 
construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

c. Require or result in the 
construction of new storm water 
drainage facilities or expansion of D D [gl D existing facilities, the construction 
of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

d. Have sufficient water supplies 
available to serve the project from 
existing entitlements and D D [gl D 
resources, or are new or expanded 
entitlements needed? 
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Potentially 
Potentially Significant 

Issue Significant Unless 
Impact Mitigation 

Incorporated 

e. Result in a determination by the 
wastewater treatment provided 
wh ich serves or may serve the 
project that it has adequate D D 
capacity to serve the project's 
projected demand in addition to the 
provider's existing commitments? 

f. Be served by a landfill with 
sufficient permitted capacity to D D accommodate the project's solid 
waste disposal needs? 

g. Comply with federal, state, and 
local statutes and regulation D D 
related to solid waste? 

EXPLANATIONS: 

a: No Impact 

Less Than No Significant 
Impact Impact 

D [gl 

~ D 

~ D 

The project does not involve any wastewater treatment requirements; no impact would occur. 

b: No Impact 

The project would not require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment 
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, as no population growth would occur due to the 

reconfiguration of the roadway. No impact would occur. 

c: Less Than Significant Impact 

As previously detailed in the project description, the project would require the construction of 
new storm-water drainage facilities. The impacts of the construction of these facilities are 

analyzed throughout this MND. Impacts wou ld be less than significant. 

d: Less Than Significant Impact 

The project would install native landscaping in the median, which would require minimal 
irr igation. There would be adequate water supplies to provide for irr igation, as the existing 
landscaped medians are currently being irrigated. Impacts would be less than significant. 

e: No Impact 

The project would not result in any wastewater treatment needs. No impact would occur. 
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f- g: Less Than Significant Impact 

The project is not expected to generate a significant amount of construction debris, as no 
structures would be demolished. However, existing pavement, curbs, and gutters would be 
removed. If there is remaining fi ll/concrete from the replacement of the paving, construction 
debris would either be handled through EDCO or hauled by the contractor to the Otay Landfill, 
an approved construction debris processing facility, for recycling. The project would not requ ire 
any other waste disposal needs and would comply with existing local, state, and federal solid 
waste regulations. Overall, impacts associated with solid waste would be less than significant. 

4.18 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

Does the project: 

Potentially 
Issue Significant 

Impact 

a. Have the potential to degrade the 
quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of a 
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish 
or wildlife population to drop below 
self-susta ining levels, threaten to 
eliminate a plant or animal 0 
community, reduce the number or 
restrict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples of the 
major periods of California history 
or _m-ehistorv? 

b. Does the project have impacts that 
are individually limited, but 
cumulatively considerable? 
("Cumulatively considerable" 
means that the incremental effects 
of a project are considerable when D 
viewed in connection with the 
effects of past projects, the effects 
of other current projects, and the 
effects of probable futures 
projects)? 

c. Does the project have 
environmental effects, which will 
cause substantial adverse effects D 
on human beings, either directly or 
indirectly? 
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EXPLANATIONS: 

a: Less Than Significant Impact 

The project would not degrade the quality of the environment, nor would it substantia lly reduce 
the habitat of a wildlife species, as it is an entire ly developed area. The project would have the 
potential to result in impacts to nesting birds if trees are removed during the breeding season; 
however, there is not a substantial number of trees within the median. Furthermore, mitigation 
was identified in order to reduce impacts to a level that is less than significant. As a result of th is 
evaluation, there is no substantial evidence that, after mitigation, significant effects associated 
with this project would result. Therefore, this project has been determined not to meet this 
Mandatory Finding of Significance. 

b: Less Than Significant Impact 

Per the instructions for evaluating environmental impacts in this Initial Study, the potential for 
adverse cumulative effects were considered in the response to each question in Section 4 of 
this checklist. In addition to project-specific impacts, th is evaluation considered the project's 
potential for incremental effects that are cumulatively considerable, including those due to 
development projects identified in Table 6 of this checklist. As a result of this evaluation, 
potentially significant cumulative effects were determined to exist re lated to paleontological 
resources. However, mitigation has been included that reduces these potential cumulative 
effects to a level below significance , as detailed in Section 4.5 of this checklist. As a resu lt of 
th is evaluation, there is no substantial evidence that, after mitigation, there are cumulative 
effects associated with this project. Therefore, this project has been determined not to meet this 
Mandatory Finding of Significance. 

c: No Impact 

In the evaluation of environmental impacts in th is Initial Study, the potential for adverse direct or 
indirect impacts to human beings were considered in the response to multiple questions 
throughout this checklist, such as air quality, hazards and hazardous materials, and noise. As a 
result of this evaluation, there is no substantial evidence that there are adverse effects on 
human beings associated with this project. The project would generally increase the safety of 
motorists, cyclists, and pedestrians who would use Palm Avenue/SR-75. Therefore, this project 
has been determined not to meet this Mandatory Finding of Significance. 
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5.0 Determination and Preparers 

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE FEE DETERMINATION 

(Fish and Game Code Section 71 1.4, Statutes of 2006 - SB 1535) 

[ ] It is hereby found that this project involves no potential for any adverse effect, either 
individual or cumulatively, on wildlife resources and that a "Certificate of Fee Exemption" 
shall be prepared for this project. 

[X] It is hereby found that this project could potentially impact wildlife, individua lly or 
cumulatively, and therefore, fees in accordance with Section 711.4(d) of the Fish and 
Game Code shall be paid to the County Clerk. 

Report Preparers 

RECON Environmental, Inc., 1927 Fifth Avenue, San Diego, California 92101 

Greg Kazmer, Primary Report Author, Environmental Analyst 
William Maddux, Air/GHG/Noise Author, Senior Acoustician/Air Quality Analyst 
Michael Page, Technical Reviewer, Senior Project Manager 
Lisa Lind, Report Reviewer, Principal 
Chris Nixon, Graphics Preparer, GIS Technician 
Eija Blocker, Technical Editor, Production Specialist 
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6.0 Sources Consulted 

Aesthetics 
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 

2011 Californ ia Scenic Highway Mapping System - San Diego County. Accessed 
December 1, 2014 via http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LandArch/scenic/schwy.htm. 

Agriculture/Forestry Resources 
State of California, Department of Conservation 

2010 California Important Farmland Finder. Accessed December 1, 2014 via 
http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/ciff/ciff.html. 

Air Quality 
KOA 

2014 Traffic Impact Analysis for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commerdal Corridor 
Master Plan Project, Imperial Beach, California. November 25. 

RECON Environmental 
2014a Air Quality Analysis for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master 

Plan Project, Imperial Beach, California. November 25. 

Biological Resources 
RECON Environmental 

201 1 Biological Resources Letter Report for the Imperial Beach Bikeway Village Project 
Area and Vicinity. October 

2014b Noise Analysis for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 
Project, Imperial Beach, California. November 25. 

San Diego, City of 
1997 Multiple Species Conservation Program, City of San Diego MSCP Subarea Plan. 

March. 

Cultural Resources 
Geocon 

2014 Geologic and Soils Reconnaissance for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial 
Corridor Master Plan Project, Imperial Beach, California. November. 

Geology/Soils 
Geocon 

2014 Geologic and Soils Reconnaissance for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial 

Corridor Master Plan Project, Imperial Beach, California. November. 
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Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) 

2008 CEQA & Climate Change. January. 

RECON Environmental 
2014c GHG Analysis for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 

Project, Imperial Beach, California. November 25. 

Hazards/Hazardous Materials 
KOA 

2014 Traffic Impact Analysis for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercia l Corridor 
Master Plan Project, Imperial Beach, California. November 25. 

SCS Engineers 
2014 Phase I Environmental Site Assessment for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and 

Commercial Corridor Master Plan Project, Imperial Beach, California. November. 

Hydrology/Water Quality 
Project Design Consultants 

2014 Preliminary Drainage Report for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial 
Corridor Master Plan Project, Imperial Beach, California. November. 

Mineral Resources 
California Department of Conservation 

2013 GIS Data from Division of Mines and Geology, Mineral Land Classification. 

Noise 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 

2006 Road Construction Noise Model (RCNM). Software Version 1.00. Prepared by U.S. 
Department of Transportation, Research and Innovative Technology Administration. 
February 2. 

lmperiaiBeach,Cnyof 
1994 General Plan and Local Coastal Plan. October 19. Updated 2010. Available at: 

http://www.imperialbeachca.gov/vertical/sites/% 7B6283CA4C-E2BD-4DFA-A7F7-
8D4ECD543 EOF% 7 D/uploads/% 7B8C970972-4 DD1-433D-A 7CA
D6AFB163EB62%7D.PDF. 

KOA 
2014 Traffic Impact Analysis for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercia l Corridor 

Master Plan Project, Imperial Beach, California. November 25. 
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RECON Environmental 
2014b Noise Analysis for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master Plan 

Project, Imperial Beach, California. November 25. 

Population and Housing 
Imperial, City of 

2012 General Plan/Local Coasta l Plan and Commercia l Zoning Amendments Project. 
Accessed at: http://www.imperialbeachca.gov/verticallsites/ % 7B6283CA4C-E2BD-
4DFA-A 7F7 -8 D4 ECD543EO F% 70/uploads/Final_ 
Commercial_ Zoning_ Amend_ Clean_PDF _7 -2-12.pdf 

Transportation/Traffic 
KOA 

2014 Traffic Impact Analysis for the Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercia l Corridor 
Master Plan Project, Imperial Beach, California. November 25. 
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ATTACHMENTS 

Attachments to the Draft Initial Study were circulated for public review and are on file at 

the City of Imperial Beach and on their website: 

http://www. imperial beach ca .gov/index.asp?Type=B BASI C&S EC={AF F 189 F6-F68C-

4049-9AE6-E3940A5D9C07}&DE={43F7E7A5-051A-4771 -B427-FA63C822C526} 
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MMRP-1

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

INTRODUCTION

A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) is required by California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) Section 21081.6 to be incorporated into the Final Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (MND) for projects having the potential to cause significant environmental impacts. 
The MMRP describes conditions of project approval that mitigate or avoid significant effects on 
the environment. 

This MMRP addresses the proposed Palm Avenue Mixed Use and Commercial Corridor Master 
Plan project being carried forward for approval, by the City of Imperial Beach (City). The 
proposed project is currently within right-of-way owned and maintained by the California 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans), and for which the City is the Lead Agency under 
CEQA. The project area is primarily located along Palm Avenue/SR-75 as well as some side 
streets, from the City’s border with Coronado to the City’s border with San Diego. Palm Avenue
is the same roadway as SR-75 from the eastern City limit to Delaware Street and then diverges 
as a local City road providing coastal access.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY

The project includes a number of elements intended to enhance Palm Avenue/SR-75 within the 
City. The overall goal of the project is to provide a multi-modal corridor conducive to 
pedestrians, bicyclists, transit, and vehicles as well as to businesses and new infill development.
One of the primary project objectives is to develop a unified streetscape palette that provides a 
safe, well-defined, and comfortable environment for all users. Specifically, this includes 
improved curbs and gutters, sidewalks, pedestrian curb ramps, wider medians, pedestrian 
refuge, traffic signal modifications, dedicated bike lanes, new right-turn lanes, restriping, new 
bus stops, retaining walls, additional landscaping, irrigation, storm drains, bioswales, and 
natural bioretention basins. 

MMRP FORMAT AND IMPLEMENTATION

Mitigation measures that would reduce or eliminate potential environmental impacts of the 
proposed project were identified in the MND. The project mitigation measures will become 
conditions of project approval if the MND is approved. The City is required to verify that all 
adopted mitigation measures are implemented properly as defined in the MMRP. To ensure 
compliance, a checklist has been prepared and shall be adopted by the City for administration
by City personnel. The MMRP is intended to be referred to by grading/construction contractors
and City personnel. Information contained within the checklist clearly identifies each mitigation 
measure, defines the conditions required to verify compliance, and delineates the monitoring
schedule. Specific responsibilities are delineated for each measure, which may be delegated to 
qualified City staff or consultants.



MMRP-2

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR PALM AVENUE MIXED USE AND COMMERCIAL CORRIDOR

Mitigation Measure Responsibility Schedule

Mitigation Measure BIO-1 (Biological Resources):

To avoid any direct impacts to raptors and/or any native/migratory birds, removal of trees that 
support active nests in the proposed area of disturbance shall occur outside of the breeding 
season for these species (February 1 to September 15). If removal of habitat in the proposed 
area of disturbance must occur during the breeding season, the Qualified Biologist shall 
conduct a pre-construction survey to determine the presence or absence of nesting birds on 
the proposed area of disturbance. The pre-construction survey shall be conducted within 
10 calendar days prior to the start of construction activities (including removal of trees). The 
results shall be submitted to the City of Imperial Beach for review and approval prior to 
initiating any construction activities. 

If nesting birds are not detected during the pre-construction survey, no further mitigation is 
required.
If nesting birds are detected, a letter report or mitigation plan in conformance with 
applicable state and federal law (i.e., appropriate follow-up surveys, monitoring schedules, 
construction and noise barriers/buffers, etc.) shall be prepared and shall include proposed 
measures to be implemented to ensure that take of birds or eggs or disturbance of 
breeding activities is avoided. The report or mitigation plan shall be submitted to the City of 
Imperial Beach for review and approval and implemented to the satisfaction of the City. 
The Qualified Biologist shall verify and approve that all measures identified in the report or 
mitigation plan are in place prior to and/or during construction. 

Construction 
contractor to hire 
qualified biologist. City 
Planner to review 
qualifications of 
biologist and letter 
report.

Prior to the 
commencement of 
breeding season 

(February 1)



MMRP-3

Mitigation Measure Responsibility Schedule

MM-CUL-1 (Archaeological Resources):

1. Prior to beginning any work that requires monitoring, a pre-construction meeting shall be 
held and shall include a qualified Archaeologist and Native American Consultant/Monitor. 
The qualified Archaeologist and Native American Monitor shall attend any 
grading/excavation related pre-construction meetings to make comments and/or 
suggestions concerning the Archaeological Monitoring Program with the Construction 
Manager and/or Grading Contractor.
a. Prior to the start of any work that requires monitoring, the archaeologist shall submit an 

archaeological monitoring exhibit (with verification that the exhibit has been reviewed 
and approved by the Native American consultant/monitor when Native American 
resources may be impacted) based on the appropriate construction documents to the 
City identifying the areas to be monitored including the delineation of 
grading/excavation limits.

b. The exhibit shall be based on the results of the records search conducted as well as 
information regarding existing known soil conditions (native or formation).

2. The Archaeological Monitor shall be present during soil-disturbing and 
grading/excavation/trenching activities which could result in impacts to archaeological 
resources as identified on the exhibit. The Construction Manager is responsible for 
notifying the monitors of changes to any construction activities such as in the case of a 
potential safety concern within the area being monitored.

3. The Archaeological and Native American Consultant/Monitor shall document field activity 
via a site monitoring log. These logs shall be transmitted to the City on the first day of 
monitoring, the last day of monitoring, monthly, and in the case of any discoveries. 

4. In the event of a discovery, the Archaeological Monitor shall direct the contractor to 
temporarily divert all soil disturbing activities, including but not limited to digging, trenching, 
excavating or grading activities in the area of discovery and in the area reasonably 
suspected to overlay adjacent resources, and immediately notify the City.
a. The Archaeological Monitor and Native American Consultant/Monitor, where Native 

American resources are discovered, shall evaluate the significance of the resource.
b. If human remains are discovered, work shall halt in that area and no soil shall be 

exported off-site until a determination can be made regarding the provenance of the 
human remains; and the procedures set forth in CEQA Section 15064.5(e), the 
California Public Resources Code (Sec. 5097.98) and State Health and Safety Code 
(Sec. 7050.5) shall be undertaken.

Construction 
contractor to hire 
qualified archaeologist 
and Native American 
monitor. City Planner 
to review qualifications 
and monitoring log.

Prior to excavation
in native or 

undisturbed soils



MMRP-4

Mitigation Measure Responsibility Schedule

MM-CUL-2 (Paleontological Resources):
1. Prior to start of construction, the qualified paleontologist (Paleontological Monitor) shall 

conduct a site-specific records search from the San Diego Natural History Museum.
2. Prior to the start of any grading and excavation, the Paleontological Monitor shall submit an 

exhibit based on the final construction documents that shall identify the areas to be 
monitored, including the delineation of grading/excavation limits. The exhibit shall be based 
on the results of a site-specific records search, existing known soil conditions (native or 
formation), and the depth to which grading/excavation activities would occur. Prior to the 
start of any work, the Paleontological Monitor shall also develop a monitoring schedule 
consistent with the construction schedule, indicating when and where monitoring will occur.

3. During construction, in the event of a discovery, grading/trenching activities in the area of 
discovery will be temporarily diverted. The Paleontological Monitor shall evaluate the 
significance of the resource. The determination of significance for fossil discoveries shall 
be at the discretion of the Paleontological Monitor.

a. If the resource is significant, a Paleontological Recovery Program shall then be 
submitted to the City. Impacts to significant resources must be mitigated before 
ground-disturbing activities in the area of discovery shall be allowed to resume.
The Paleontological Monitor shall also:

Notify the City that fossil resources will be collected, curated, and documented.
Ensure that all fossil remains collected are cleaned and catalogued. 
Ensure that all fossil remains are analyzed to identify function and chronology 
as they relate to the geologic history of the area, that faunal material is 
identified as to species, and that specialty studies are completed, as 
appropriate. 
Ensure that all fossil remains associated with the monitoring for this project are 
permanently curated with an appropriate institution. 

b. If the resource is not significant (e.g., small pieces of broken common shell 
fragments or other scattered common fossils), the Paleontological Monitor shall 
note in the monitoring reports and notify the Construction Manager that a non-
significant discovery has been made, and work can continue. 

4. Following construction, the Paleontological Monitor shall submit a Monitoring Report to the 
City that describes the results, analysis, and conclusions of all phases of the 
Paleontological Monitoring Program. If significant paleontological resources are 
encountered during monitoring, the Paleontological Recovery Program shall be included in 
the Monitoring Report. A copy of the final Monitoring Report shall be submitted to the San 
Diego Natural History Museum.

Construction 
contractor to hire
qualified
paleontologist. City 
Planner to review 
qualifications and 
monitoring report.

Prior to construction
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TO: 

FROM: 

MEETING DATE: 

ORIGINATING DEPT.: 

SUBJECT: 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 5 r I 

STAFF REPORT 

CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 

HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

ANDY HALL, CITY MANAGER~ 

FEBRUARY 17, 2016 

CITY ADMINISTRATION 

REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF RESOLUTION 2016-7672 
AUTHORIZING CONSTRUCTION OF AN OUTDOOR GYM AT 
VETERAN'S PARK TOGETHER WITH AN APPROPRIATION OF 
FUNDS NOT TO EXCEED $20,000 

On January 20, 2016, the City Council considered a request to place a fitness circuit in 
Veteran's Park and directed staff to obtain additional information and present an alternative 
plan to the City Council for consideration. Councilman Patton was selected to work with staff 
and local exercise professionals to identify various options. The plan has been revised and is 
ready for additional consideration by the City Council. Staff is also seeking an appropriation, 
not to exceed $20,000 to complete the outdoor gym. 

Recommendation: Approval of Resolution 2016-7672 providing authorization to construct an 
outdoor gym at Veteran's Park together with an appropriation of funds not 
to exceed $20,000 from the General Fund Unassigned Fund Balance, or 
other appropriate source of funds. 

Rationale: An outdoor gym at Veteran's Park is consistent with previous direction of 
the City Council to provide more recreational options and opportunities for 
the residents of the community and it will provide for the public health and 
general welfare of the citizens. 

Options: Approve the recommendation of staff 

BACKGROUND: 

Modify and approve the recommendation of staff 
Continue the item and request additional information 
Deny the recommendation of staff 

The City Council has indicated support for and directed staff to identify options for additional 
recreational opportunities in the community. On January 20, 2016, staff presented a proposal to 
install an exercise circuit in Veteran's Park. Following City Council consideration, staff was 
directed to work with Councilman Patton and local exercise professionals to refine the proposal 
and provide additional information to the City Council. Staff met with Councilman Patton and 
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Daniel Rios, the owner of IB Crossfit, to explore various options. A revised proposal has been 
prepared for consideration by the City Council. 

ANALYSIS: 

Staff reviewed the comments provided by the City Council and obtained additional suggestions 
from the owner of IB Crossfit in order to refine the proposal for exercise equipment in Veteran's 
Park. A summary of the input includes: 

1. Arrange the gym to promote the social aspect of exercise. This will encourage and allow 
groups to train together, along with less intentional benefits of community building such 
as providing a gathering place, activation of a lesser used portion of the park, and 
establishment of a wellness ethic in the City. 

2. Keep the apparatus simple and multi-functional. Mr. Rios, the owner of IB Crossfit has 
indicated that the more simple equipment that can accommodate a variety of exercise 
routines are the items most used in his gym. They also have fewer moving parts and are 
generally safer. 

3. Provide opportunities for both able bodied persons and persons with a disability. Some of 
the apparatus should be designed in a manner that allows persons with a wide range of 
physical disabilities to benefit from and use the equipment. 

4. Consider Senior Citizens. It is very likely that at least some Senior Citizens will use the 
outdoor gym. However there are some specific needs for Senior Citizens that are better 
served by custom equipment that should be provided exclusively at the Senior Citizens 
Center where it can be protected and used properly. 

5. See opportunities to partner with community groups and schools for training classes and 
competitions. IB Crossfit has proposed that free classes on how to maximize the use of 
the equipment and the proper techniques for improving fitness would be of great benefit 
to the community. Further outreach to other community groups and physical education 
teachers will encourage the proper use of the outdoor gym. 

6. Encourage employee wellness and training. The location of the outdoor gym is ideal for 
encouragement of City employees to use the facility. The City Manager will work with each 
Department Head to identify appropriate wellness incentives to encourage the use of the 
facility by employees. 

7. Look for other locations to provide outdoor gyms. There are other locations in the City 
where an outdoor gym would be appropriate. Staff will explore the options for similar 
facilities and present the findings to the City Council. 

Staff is confident that an attractive outdoor gym can be installed for less than $20,000. 
Accordingly, staff is seeking an appropriation from the General Fund Unassigned Fund Balance, 
or another appropriate source (grants, recreation funds, etc.) to install the outdoor gym. If the 
resolution is approved by the City Council, staff will contact manufacturers of the equipment and 
secure competitive bids in accordance with established municipal policy. Once a final layout has 
been identified, staff will provide the information to the City Council. 

It should also be noted that staff is exploring other locations for installation of fitness equipment. 
As those areas are identified, staff will inform the City Council of potential future sites allowing 
residents in many areas of the community to participate in fitness activities. 



ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: 

This is not a project as defined by CEQA. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 
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It is anticipated that the outdoor gym can be installed for less than $20,000. 

Attachments: 

• Resolution 2016-7672 



ATTACHMENT 1 

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-7672 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CONSTRUCTION OF AN OUTDOOR GYM WITHIN 
VETERAN'S PARK AND AN APPROPRIATION OF NOT TO EXCEED $20,000 FROM THE 
GENERAL FUND UNASSIGNED FUND BALANCE OR OTHER APPROPRIATE FUNDING 
SOURCE AS IDENTIFIED BY THE CITY MANAGER. 

WHEREAS, the City Council of Imperial Beach has directed staff to identify and implement 
more options for wellness and exercise for the residents of Imperial Beach; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to install an outdoor gym in Veteran's Park to 
encourage community wellness and to activate a lesser used portion of the park; and 

WHEREAS, it is anticipated that the outdoor gym can be installed for less than $20,000; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Imperial Beach 
authorizes the construction of an outdoor gym in the Imperial Beach Veteran's Park together with 
an appropriation of funds, not to exceed $20,000, from the General Fund Unassigned Fund 
Balance or other appropriate funding source as identified by the City Manager. 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Imperial Beach 
at its meeting held on the 171h day of February 2016, by the following vote: 

AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ATTEST: 

JACQUELINE M. HALO, MMC 
CITY CLERK 

SERGE DEDINA, MAYOR 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 5 · '2--. 

STAFF REPORT 

CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 

HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

ANDY HALL, CITY MANAGERA* 

FEBRUARY 17, 2016 

STEVE DUSH, ASSISTANT CITY MANA~ 
UPDATE FROM AD HOC COUNCIL COMMITTEE FOR 
COMMERCIAL ZONING REVIEW 

Following the Creation of the Ad Hoc Council Committee on December 9, 2015 to review the 
effects of the City's current commercial zoning regulations, Staff has met with the Committee 
two times. The second meeting, with interested citizen participants, identified a number of 
issues with one that may warrant an update prior to the initial findings report. The Committee 
felt that the potential for a development pattern is of immediate concern and needs to be 
addressed. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends that the Council receive this update and discuss directing staff to draft an 
interim urgency zoning ordinance to prohibit certain uses to give the City time to study the 
effects of the current zoning and potential changes to zonings regulations in the City. 

RATIONALE: 

The City has experienced the submission of recent development applications located within 
mixed use zoning distrrcts, where only residential uses have been proposed. The Ad Hoc 
Committee and interested citizens have expressed that this development pattern may negatively 
impact the health, safety, and welfare of the City because the utilization of mixed use zoning for 
exclusive residential uses does not provide the necessary built environment to live in an 
optimally healthy and safe environment, which would impact their overall welfare. This singular 
use development pattern is not a smart growth pattern that deliberately includes uses that 
encourage a healthy and safe community. Therefore, Council may want to consider adopting 
an interim zoning ordinance that would prohibit certain uses until the City has adequate time to 
explore these potential negative impacts. 

OPTIONS: 

• Direct Staff to prepare an interim urgency zoning ordinance to bring back to the City 
Council to prohibit certain uses while the potential zoning changes are being studied by 
the City. 

• Direct Staff to provide additional information and return back to City Council. 
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Based upon public comments received during the November 4, 2015 City Council meeting 
related to the City's commercial zoning regulations, staff was directed to present an agenda 
item to allow the City Council to appoint an Ad Hoc Committee. The Ad Hoc Committee was 
created by the City Council to identify the elements in the commercial zoning regulations they 
determine should be further discussed and studied to address the City Council and citizen 
concerns and to compile these elements into an initial issues report that could be forwarded to 
the full City Council for review. 

ANALYSIS: 

Ensuring a development pattern that is consistent with the community and its vision and that is 
not harmful to the public health, safety and welfare is a fundamental element of zoning. After 
meeting two times, the Ad Hoc Committee and interested citizens have expressed that a 
development pattern consisting of purely residential in mixed use zoning without transitional 
design standards poses a threat to public health, safety and welfare because the utilization of 
mixed use zoning for exclusive residential uses does not provide the necessary built 
environment and uses that would allow residents with potential access to goods and services 
that are convenient. This singular use development pattern is not a smart growth pattern and 
may exacerbate the need to travel for daily commercial needs and services. As such this matter 
is being brought to the City Council in advance of the initial findings report of the Ad Hoc 
Committee to determine if the City Council would like to put in place a temporary prohibition to 
purely multifamily uses within the following zones: CMU-1; CMU-2; and CMU-3 and excepting 
out the residential overlay district. State law provides for this interim zoning ordinance 
mechanism to provide the City will reasonable time to study the issue and draft new regulations 
if desired. This temporary ordinance would not impact any development proposed within the 
mixed use zones except those projects that propose a purely residential project. Therefore, 
property owners are still given several viable options to develop and use their property in the 
interim. 

An interim urgency zoning ordinance is effective for 45 days and it requires that the City Council 
approve it by a 4/5 vote. The initial ordinance can then be extended up to a total of two years if 
certain specific findings are made. 

If the City Council feels that this issue should be addressed immediately, then City Council may 
want to consider directing staff to research and draft an interim urgency zoning ordinance as 
described for consideration at an upcoming City Council meeting. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: 

This update is not a project as defined by CEQA. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

No direct fiscal impact. 



STAFF REPORT 

CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 5 .,S 

TO: 

FROM: 
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ANDY HALL, CITY MANAGER~ 

MEETING DATE: 

ORIGINATING DEPT.: 
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ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES ~ 

SUBJECT: BI-ANNUAL INVESTMENT REPORT PRESENTED BY 
CHANDLER ASSET MANAGEMENT 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

Chandler Asset Management will present information pertaining to the City's financial 
holdings. As of December 31, 2015, the City has the follow cash assets: 

CASH DEPOSIT ACCOUNTS 

CHANDLER ASSET MANAGEMENT 

lOCAL AREA INVESTMENT FUND 

UNION BANK 

2010 BOND RESERVES 

WORKERS COMP ACCOUNT - -
9TH AND PALM ESCROW ACCOUNT 

Grand Total 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Actual 

$ 23,761,172 

$ 1,328,647 

$ 1,684,363 

$ 2,835,725 

$ 27,500 

$ 52,473 

$ 29,689,880 

Accept the bi-annual investment report from Chandler Asset Management. 

RATIONALE: 

The investment strategy implemented by Chandler Asset Management is in compliance with the 
City Council Investment Policy #408. The returns received are as expected. 

OPTIONS: 

• Receive and file the report from the City Manager 
• Provide direction to the City Manager to take a specific action 
• Request additional information and an additional report 
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The City contracted with Chandler Asset Management in May 2013 to manage the City's 
investment portfolio. As part of their responsibilities, they will present the financial performance 
of the City's investments twice per year to the City Council. The presentation will also include a 
summary of general economic indicators. 

ANALYSIS: 

The three objectives of the Policy are as follows, and are in the order of importance: 
Safety - This is the primary objective of the portfolio to ensure preservation of principal while 
mitigating credit and interest rate risk. 

Liquidity - The portfolio will maintain sufficient liquidity through structuring the maturities to 
ensure the City is able to meet its operational needs. 

Yield- After safety and liquidity needs are addressed, the portfolio is designed to achieve a 
market rate of return . 

The Market Value of the holdings currently under the Chandler Asset Management portfolio total 
$23,707,610 as of December 31 , 2015. The book/accounting value is $23,761,172. 

The funds in which this cash belongs to are listed in the table below. Within each of these funds, 
the cash is categorized as unassigned, assigned, or restricted. The details of these designations 
can be found in the City's Financial Statements. 

City of Imperial Beach 
TreliS\II"er Report Cash by FW1d = Deposit Account 

Current as of 12131/2016 

CASH BY FUND (cash belongs here) CASH DEPOSIT ACCOUNTS (cash deposited here) 

• GENERAl FUND 
•JHOUSING AUTHORITY 

• 2010 BOND FUND 

• OTHER GOVERNMENT FUNDS 

• SEWER FUND 

• INTERNAl SERVICES 

• AGENCY FUNDS 
• SUC£SSOR AGENCY 

Grand Total 

Actual 

s 13,922,176 

s 540,647 

$ 4,107,932 

$ 1,739,241 
$ 1,1127,127 

$ 4,688,296 
$ 989,456 

s 2,875,123 

$ 29,689,997 

CHANDlER ASSET MANAGEMENT 

lOCAl AREA INVESTMENT FUND 
UNION BANK 

2010 BOND RESERVES 

WORKERS COMP ACCOUNT 

9TH AND PAlM ESCROW ACCOUNT 

Grand Total 

Chadler Asset Management Reconciliation 

Book Balance 
Market Appreciation 

Statement Balance 

UN lOIN Bank Reconciliation 

Book Balance 

Outstanding Checks & Deposits 

Statement Balance 

Actual 
$ 23,761,172 

$ 1,328,647 

$ 1,684,363 

$ 2,835.725 

$ 27,500 
$ 52,473 

$ 29,689,880 

s 23,761,172 

s {53,562) 

s 23,707,610 

s 1,684,363 

s 292,597 

s 1,976,960 
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The City pays a maximum of $15,000 per year to Chandler Asset Management for the 
consultant services. The 3 year contract was entered into on May 13, 2013. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: 

Not a project as defined by CEQA. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

The estimated annual income from this investment is $200,000. 

Attachments: 
1. Chandler Asset Management Investment Report Dated December 31, 2015 
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Economic data is mixed. Trends in the labor market remain favorable, and consumer confidence rebounded in
December. However, the manufacturing sector remains weak and housing sector data has been volatile. The
ISM manufacturing index declined to 48.2 in December, to the weakest level since July 2009. In terms of
housing, new and existing home sales were recently weaker than expected, but home prices remain firm.
Nevertheless, payrolls have increased by an average of 284,000 per month over the past three months, with the 
unemployment rate at 5.0%, which should provide a strong tailwind for economic growth this year. Third quarter
2015 GDP grew at an annualized pace of 2.0%, following growth of 3.9% in the second quarter. Market
participants are forecasting GDP growth of about 1.4% in the fourth quarter of 2015. We are expecting GDP
growth of about 2.0%-2.5% in 2016.

Economic Update 

   

   

   

As expected, in December the Federal Open Market Committee (FOMC) increased the fed funds target rate
by 25 basis points. It was the first fed funds target rate increase since June 2006. Although the Fed took its first
step toward normalizing monetary policy, the tone of the FOMC statement was dovish, suggesting the pace of
additional policy tightening will be slower than historical Fed tightening cycles. Policymakers’ median
projection for the fed funds rate at the end of 2016 is 1.375%. In the longer-run, the target fed funds rate is
roughly 3.5%. However, the FOMC has emphasized that monetary policy adjustments will be gradual and the
path of the fed funds rate will depend on the economic outlook. Notably, the FOMC will continue to reinvest
principal payments from its holdings of Agency and Mortgage-Backed securities and will continue rolling over
maturing Treasury securities until normalization of the fed funds rate is well underway. Overall, monetary policy
remains highly accommodative and the Fed is proceeding with caution as it moves toward a more normalized
policy stance. 

During 2015, 2-year Treasury yields increased nearly 40 basis points, while 10-year Treasuries increased
roughly 10 basis points. This bear flattening (with short-term rates rising more than long-term rates), is
consistent with previous Fed tightening cycles and we expect this trend to continue. Over much of the past year,
financial market volatility has been elevated due to mixed US economic data, the uncertain timing of the first
rate hike, weak global economic growth, divergent global central bank monetary policies, turmoil in Asian stock
markets, and geopolitical concerns. Ongoing uncertainty about the future pace of monetary policy
normalization, and how the Fed communicates its economic projections, will likely continue to fuel financial
market volatility.
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The December employment report was mostly stronger than expected. Nonfarm payrolls rose by 292,000 in December, above
the consensus forecast of 200,000. October and November payrolls were also revised up by a total of 50,000. The
unemployment rate was unchanged at 5.0%. The participation rate inched up to 62.6% from 62.5%. However, wages were flat,
missing expectations for a 0.2% increase. A broader measure of unemployment called the U-6, which includes those whom are
marginally attached to the labor force and employed part time for economic reasons, was unchanged from November at 9.9%.
Over the past three months, payrolls have increased by an average of 284,000 per month, compared to the trailing six-month
average of 229,000.

Employment

Source: US Department of Labor Source: US Department of Labor 
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On a year-over-year basis, retail sales were up 2.2% in December, versus growth of 1.6% in November. On a month-over-
month basis, retail sales fell 0.1% in December, below the consensus forecast for sales to be flat. Excluding autos and gas, the
figure was flat, still weaker than the consensus estimate of 0.3%. Overall, consumer spending trends have been disappointing.
The consumer confidence index rebounded to 96.5 in December after declining to 92.6 in November. We believe ongoing
improvement in the labor market, low gas prices, and relatively strong consumer confidence should benefit consumer spending
this year.

Consumer

Source: US Department of Commerce Source: Federal Reserve 
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The index of leading economic indicators rose 0.4% in November, following a 0.6% increase in October. This index points to
modest economic activity in the months ahead. The Chicago Fed National Activity Index (CFNAI) 3-month moving average
declined to -0.20 in November from -0.18 in October. Overall, this index is indicative of below-average economic activity. A
reading below -0.70 on a 3-month moving average basis has historically corresponded with the onset of a recession, so
fortunately the CFNAI remains safely above that level. 

Economic Activity
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Total housing starts rose 10.5% in November, exceeding expectations. Single-family housing starts rose 7.6% while multi-
family starts rose 16.4%. Housing starts tend to be volatile on a month-to-month basis, but the trend is favorable. Housing
permits rose 11.0% in November, also exceeding expectations. However, new and existing home sales were both weaker than
expected in November. Pricing has remained firm, which may be keeping some first-time home buyers on the sidelines. The
S&P Case-Shiller home price index was up 5.5% year-over-year in October.

Housing

Source: US Census Bureau Source: S&P 
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In December, the Institute for Supply Management (ISM) manufacturing index declined to 48.2 from 48.6 in November. Overall,
manufacturing trends remain under pressure. A reading below 50.0 suggests the manufacturing sector is contracting. The index
fell below 50.0 in November 2015, for the first time since November 2012. Notably, a reading above 43.1 over a period of time
is generally indicative of overall economic expansion, based on the historical relationship between the index and GDP growth.
Meanwhile, capacity utilization, which is production divided by capacity, declined to 76.5% in December from 76.9% in
November. The capacity utilization rate is lower than the long-run average of 80.1% (1972-2014), suggesting there is excess
capacity in the industrial sector. Overall, growth in the US manufacturing sector continues to be hindered by the strong US dollar
and a sluggish global economy.

Manufacturing

Source: Institute for Supply Management Source: Federal Reserve 
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Third quarter GDP grew at an annualized pace of 2.0% (revised down from the second estimate of 2.1%, and up from the
advance estimate of 1.5%). This follows growth of 3.9% in the second quarter. Market participants are forecasting GDP growth
of about 1.4% in the fourth quarter of 2015.

Gross Domestic Product (GDP)

Source:  US Department of Commerce Source:  US Department of Commerce 
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In November, the Consumer Price Index (CPI) rose 0.5% on a year-over-year basis, up from 0.2% in October. Year-over-year
comparisons have become easier, given the precipitous decline in energy prices at the end of 2014. Meanwhile, Core CPI
(CPI less food and energy) was up 2.0% in November on a year-over-year basis, vs. up 1.9% in October. The Personal
Consumption Expenditures (PCE) price index was up 0.4% on a year-over-year basis in November, up from 0.2% in October.
Core PCE (excluding food and energy) was unchanged in November, up 1.3% on a year-over-year basis. Overall, inflation isn't
showing signs up significant upward pressure and remains below the Fed's 2.0% target.

Inflation

Source: US Department of Labor Source: US Department of Labor 
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Source: Bloomberg 

The yield on the two-year Treasury note rose roughly 12 basis points in December to 1.05%. Meanwhile, the yield on the ten-
year Treasury note rose just six basis points in December to 2.27%. Overall, the Treasury yield curve flattened during 2015 in
anticipation of monetary policy normalization by the Federal Reserve and we expect this trend to continue. Looking ahead, we
believe the pace of subsequent rate hikes will be slower than historical Fed tightening cycles, in light of ongoing sluggishness in
the global economy. 

Bond Yields

Source: Bloomberg 
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SECTION 2 

Account Profile 
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Objectives 

Investment Objectives 
The investment objectives of the City of Imperial Beach are first, to provide safety of principal to ensure 
the preservation of capital in the overall portfolio; second, to provide adequate liquidity to meet all 
requirements which might be reasonably anticipated; and third, to earn a commensurate rate of return.

Chandler Asset Management Performance Objectives 
The performance objective of the City of Imperial Beach is to earn a return that equals or exceeds the 
return on an index of 1-3 Year US Treasury notes.

Strategy 
In order to achieve this objective, the portfolio invests in high-quality money market instruments, US 
Treasury securities, US agency securities and A rated or higher Corporate medium term notes. 
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Compliance 

   

Category Standard Comment

Treasury Issues No limitations Complies

Federal Agencies 20% max callable notes Complies

Municipal Securities "A" rated; 5% max per issuer Complies

Banker’s Acceptances "A-1" rated; "A"-rated issuer; 40% maximum; 5% 
max per issuer; <180 days maturity

Complies 

Commercial Paper "A-1" rated; "A"-rated issuer; 25% maximum; 5% 
max per issuer; <270 days maturity

Complies

Medium Term Notes "A" rated; 30% maximum; 5% max per issuer; 5 
years maximum maturity

Complies*

Negotiable Certificates of Deposit "A" or "A-1" rated issuers; 30% maximum; 5% max 
per issuer; 5 years max maturity

Complies

Bank/Time Deposits 20% maximum; 5% max per issuer;
FDIC Insured or Collateralized

Complies

Mortgage Pass-throughs, CMOs and 
Asset Backed Securities

"AA"-rated issue; "A"-rated issuer;
20% maximum; 5% max per ABS issuer

Complies

Repurchase Agreements 1 year maximum maturity Complies

Money Market Mutual Funds "AAA" rated or SEC adviser; 20% maximum; 10% 
max per fund

Complies

Local Government Investment Pools not used by adviser Complies

Local Agency Investment Fund $50 million per account Complies

Weighted Average Maturity 3 years Complies

Maximum Maturity 5 years Complies

City of Imperial Beach
December 31, 2015

COMPLIANCE WITH INVESTMENT POLICY
Assets managed by Chandler Asset Management are in full compliance with State law and the City's 

investment policy.

*JP Morgan Chase represents 8.5% of the portfolio and is rated A3/A; however, it was purchased prior to November 2012.
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Account Profile

City of Imperial Beach

12/31/2015 09/30/2015

Benchmark* Portfolio Portfolio

Average Maturity (yrs) 1.84 1.91 1.94

Modified Duration 1.80 1.65 1.70

Average Purchase Yield n/a 1.12 % 1.06 %

Average Market Yield 1.04 % 1.13 % 0.76 %

Average Quality** AAA AA/Aa1 AA/Aa1

Total Market Value 23,707,610 24,792,313
* BAML 1-3 Yr US Treasury Index

** Benchmark is a blended rating of S&P, Moody's, and Fitch. Portfolio is S&P and Moody's respectively.

Portfolio Characteristics

15

15



Sector Distribution

City of Imperial Beach

December 31, 2015 September 30, 2015
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Issuers 

17
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l\1 City of Imperial Beach 
Account #1 0188 

Issuer Report 
As of 12/31/2015 

Issue Name Investment Type % Portfolio 
Government of United States US Treasury 20.73% 

Federal National Mortgage Association Agency 14.93% 

Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corp Agency 13.47% 

JP Morgan Chase & Co US Corporate 8.53% 

Federal Home Loan Bank Agency 6.26% 

Federal Farm Credit !Jank Agency 5.05% 

Berkshire Hathaway US Corporate 4.29% 

Hond<t ABS ABS 2.88% 

Pirst American Govt Oblig fund Money Market fund PI 2.55% 

Toyota ABS ABS 2.34% 

John Deere ABS ABS 2.25 % 

Qualcomm Inc US Corporate 1.55% 

Googlc Inc US Corporate 1.49% 

3M Company US Corporate 1.49 % 

Charles Schwab Corp/The US Corporate 1.33% 

IBM Corp US Corporate 1.30% 

Chevron'l'exaco Corp US Corporate 1. .30% 

General Electric Co US Corporate 1.29 % 

US B<tm;orp US Corporate 1.27% 

We ll s rargo Corp US Corporate 1.27% 

Intel Corp US Corporate 1.22% 

Honda Motor Corporation US Corporate 0.9 1 % 

.IP Morgan ABS ARS 0.82% 

Microsoft US Corporate 0.59% 

Deere & Company US Corporate 0.48% 

Pfizer Inc. US Corporate 0.42% 

Total 100.00 % 



Quality Distribution

City of Imperial Beach

AAA AA A <A NR

12/31/15 9.2 % 72.0 % 16.6 % 0.0 % 2.2 %

9/30/15 6.2 % 75.7 % 15.9 % 0.0 % 2.2 %

Source: S&P Ratings

December 31, 2015  vs.  September 30, 2015

9/30/1512/31/15
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Duration Distribution

City of Imperial Beach

December 31, 2015 vs. September 30, 2015

0 - 0.25 0.25 - 0.50 0.50 - 1 1 - 2 2 - 3 3 - 4 4 - 5 5+

12/31/15 11.1 % 3.6 % 14.0 % 31.8 % 29.8 % 9.7 % 0.0 % 0.0 %

9/30/15 3.7 % 8.2 % 16.3 % 34.6 % 27.8 % 9.4 % 0.0 % 0.0 %
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Investment Performance

Annualized
3 months 12 months 2 years 3 years 5 years 10 years Since Inception

City of Imperial Beach -0.30 % 0.77 % 0.78 % N/A N/A N/A 0.78 %

BAML 1-3 Yr US Treasury Index -0.44 % 0.54 % 0.58 % N/A N/A N/A 0.56 %

Total rate of return: A measure of a portfolio's performance over time.  It is the internal rate of return, which equates the beginning value of the portfolio with the ending value; it 
includes interest earnings, realized and unrealized gains and losses in the portfolio.

City of Imperial Beach
Period Ending

December 31, 2015
Total Rate of Return

Annualized Since Inception

July 31, 2013
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20



SECTION 3 

Portfolio Holdings 

21



Holdings Report
As of 12/31/15

City of Imperial Beach
Account #10188

CUSIP Security Description Par Value/Units
Purchase Date

Book Yield
Cost Value

Book Value
Mkt Price
Mkt YTM

Market Value
Accrued Int.

% of Port.
Gain/Loss

Moody/S&P 
Fitch

Maturity
Duration

ABS

43814CAC3      Honda Auto Receivables 2013-1 A3
0.48% Due 11/21/2016

10,224.05 02/12/2014
0.23 %

10,230.04
10,224.05

99.98
1.07 %

10,221.73
1.36

0.04 %
(2.32)

NR / AAA
AAA

0.89
0.04

89231MAC9      Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2014-A
0.67% Due 12/15/2017

176,496.68 03/11/2014
0.68 %

176,464.07
176,484.64

99.79
1.08 %

176,123.92
52.56

0.74 %
(360.72)

Aaa / AAA
NR

1.96
0.51

89231TAB6      Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-C
0.92% Due 2/15/2018

150,000.00 08/18/2015
0.93 %

149,987.94
149,989.65

99.85
1.14 %

149,772.15
61.33

0.63 %
(217.50)

Aaa / AAA
NR

2.13
0.71

43814GAC4      Honda Auto Receivables 2014-2 A3
0.77% Due 3/19/2018

195,742.39 05/13/2014
0.52 %

195,718.86
195,731.56

99.72
1.21 %

195,196.27
54.43

0.82 %
(535.29)

Aaa / AAA
NR

2.22
0.64

47787VAC5      John Deere Owner Trust 2014-A A3
0.92% Due 4/16/2018

269,541.77 04/02/2014
0.93 %

269,498.59
269,523.35

99.79
1.28 %

268,964.68
110.21

1.13 %
(558.67)

Aaa / NR
AAA

2.29
0.60

43814HAC2      Honda Auto Receivables 2014-3 A3
0.88% Due 6/15/2018

200,000.00 08/12/2014
0.83 %

199,961.42
199,979.58

99.75
1.19 %

199,503.20
78.22

0.84 %
(476.38)

NR / AAA
AAA

2.46
0.80

161571GC2      Chase CHAIT Pool #2013-A8
1.01% Due 10/15/2018

195,000.00 09/03/2015
0.95 %

195,266.60
195,238.70

99.91
1.13 %

194,825.48
87.53

0.82 %
(413.22)

Aaa / AAA
AAA

2.79
0.76

477877AD6      John Deere Owner Trust 2014-B A3
1.07% Due 11/15/2018

265,000.00 Various
1.06 %

265,028.99
265,029.53

99.53
1.53 %

263,765.37
126.02

1.11 %
(1,264.16)

Aaa / NR
AAA

2.88
1.01

89236WAC2      Toyota Auto Receivables Owner 2015-A
1.12% Due 2/15/2019

230,000.00 02/24/2015
1.00 %

229,965.22
229,974.99

99.73
1.31 %

229,384.06
114.49

0.97 %
(590.93)

Aaa / AAA
NR

3.13
1.42

43813NAC0      Honda Auto Receivables 2015-2 A3
1.04% Due 2/21/2019

280,000.00 05/13/2015
1.05 %

279,957.02
279,964.09

99.43
1.42 %

278,411.84
80.89

1.17 %
(1,552.25)

NR / AAA
AAA

3.15
1.51

Total ABS 1,972,004.89 0.90 %
1,972,078.75
1,972,140.14 1.28 %

1,966,168.70
767.04

8.30 %
(5,971.44)

Aaa / AAA
Aaa

2.60
0.92

AGENCY

3133834R9      FHLB Note
0.375% Due 6/24/2016

500,000.00 08/07/2013
0.58 %

497,105.00
499,517.96

99.87
0.64 %

499,373.50
36.46

2.11 %
(144.46)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

0.48
0.48

3133ECWV2      FFCB Note
0.875% Due 12/7/2016

500,000.00 08/07/2013
0.87 %

500,130.00
500,036.43

100.09
0.78 %

500,459.00
291.67

2.11 %
422.57

Aaa / AA+
AAA

0.94
0.93

3130A0C65      FHLB Note
0.625% Due 12/28/2016

485,000.00 12/13/2013
0.72 %

483,666.25
484,563.46

99.78
0.85 %

483,936.88
25.26

2.04 %
(626.58)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

0.99
0.99

3135G0GY3      FNMA Note
1.25% Due 1/30/2017

290,000.00 Various
0.85 %

292,981.88
291,234.65

100.38
0.90 %

291,087.50
1,520.48

1.23 %
(147.15)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.08
1.07

3137EADC0      FHLMC Note
1% Due 3/8/2017

500,000.00 07/26/2013
0.99 %

500,160.00
500,052.44

100.08
0.93 %

500,414.50
1,569.44

2.12 %
362.06

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.19
1.17

3137EADF3      FHLMC Note
1.25% Due 5/12/2017

500,000.00 08/07/2013
1.07 %

503,265.00
501,181.87

100.15
1.14 %

500,773.00
850.69

2.12 %
(408.87)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.36
1.35

3137EADH9      FHLMC Note
1% Due 6/29/2017

190,000.00 01/29/2015
0.72 %

191,271.10
190,786.32

99.99
1.01 %

189,981.19
10.56

0.80 %
(805.13)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.50
1.48

3135G0MZ3      FNMA Note
0.875% Due 8/28/2017

500,000.00 03/06/2014
1.00 %

497,800.00
498,951.97

99.66
1.08 %

498,296.50
1,494.79

2.11 %
(655.47)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.66
1.64

Chandler Asset Management - CONFIDENTIAL Execution Time: 1/20/2016 10:10:58 AM
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Holdings Report
As of 12/31/15

City of Imperial Beach
Account #10188

CUSIP Security Description Par Value/Units
Purchase Date

Book Yield
Cost Value

Book Value
Mkt Price
Mkt YTM

Market Value
Accrued Int.

% of Port.
Gain/Loss

Moody/S&P 
Fitch

Maturity
Duration

AGENCY

3135G0ZL0      FNMA Note
1% Due 9/27/2017

420,000.00 Various
1.02 %

419,614.62
419,882.72

99.77
1.13 %

419,053.32
1,096.67

1.77 %
(829.40)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.74
1.71

3137EADL0      FHLMC Note
1% Due 9/29/2017

500,000.00 07/31/2014
1.19 %

497,116.50
498,411.08

99.72
1.16 %

498,623.00
1,277.78

2.11 %
211.92

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.75
1.72

3133EDDV1      FFCB Note
1.16% Due 10/23/2017

185,000.00 01/29/2015
0.87 %

186,443.00
185,956.69

100.21
1.04 %

185,389.98
405.36

0.78 %
(566.71)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.81
1.78

3133EEQM5      FFCB Note
1.11% Due 2/20/2018

510,000.00 08/28/2015
0.94 %

512,065.50
511,784.46

99.77
1.22 %

508,832.61
2,059.98

2.15 %
(2,951.85)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.14
2.10

3137EADP1      FHLMC Note
0.875% Due 3/7/2018

510,000.00 03/06/2014
1.29 %

501,677.31
505,465.53

99.30
1.20 %

506,421.33
1,413.13

2.14 %
955.80

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.18
2.15

3130A4GJ5      FHLB Note
1.125% Due 4/25/2018

500,000.00 05/27/2015
1.02 %

501,467.00
501,166.15

99.74
1.24 %

498,696.50
1,031.25

2.11 %
(2,469.65)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.32
2.27

3135G0WJ8      FNMA Note
0.875% Due 5/21/2018

500,000.00 Various
1.44 %

490,030.70
493,504.63

99.06
1.27 %

495,313.00
486.11

2.09 %
1,808.37

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.39
2.35

3135G0E33      FNMA Note
1.125% Due 7/20/2018

500,000.00 Various
1.20 %

498,934.27
499,120.32

99.59
1.29 %

497,960.51
2,515.62

2.11 %
(1,159.81)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.55
2.49

3135G0E58      FNMA Note
1.125% Due 10/19/2018

495,000.00 Various
1.14 %

494,705.15
494,748.24

99.36
1.36 %

491,844.38
1,113.75

2.08 %
(2,903.86)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.80
2.74

3135G0G72      FNMA Note
1.125% Due 12/14/2018

515,000.00 10/30/2015
1.17 %

514,232.65
514,272.47

99.17
1.41 %

510,709.54
273.59

2.16 %
(3,562.93)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.96
2.89

3137EADK2      FHLMC Note
1.25% Due 8/1/2019

500,000.00 04/29/2015
1.40 %

496,880.00
497,372.21

98.89
1.57 %

494,439.00
2,604.17

2.10 %
(2,933.21)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

3.59
3.47

3137EADM8      FHLMC Note
1.25% Due 10/2/2019

500,000.00 05/27/2015
1.51 %

494,500.00
495,255.04

98.64
1.63 %

493,184.50
1,545.14

2.09 %
(2,070.54)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

3.76
3.64

3135G0ZY2      FNMA Note
1.75% Due 11/26/2019

325,000.00 07/31/2015
1.50 %

328,447.28
328,111.07

100.51
1.61 %

326,668.55
552.95

1.38 %
(1,442.52)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

3.91
3.75

Total Agency 9,425,000.00 1.09 %
9,402,493.21
9,411,375.71 1.17 %

9,391,458.29
22,174.85

39.71 %
(19,917.42)

Aaa / AA+
Aaa

2.07
2.03

MONEY MARKET FUND FI

31846V203      First American Govt Obligation Fund 605,112.43 Various
0.00 %

605,112.43
605,112.43

1.00
0.00 %

605,112.43
0.00

2.55 %
0.00

Aaa / AAA
NR

0.00
0.00

Total Money Market Fund FI 605,112.43 N/A
605,112.43
605,112.43 0.00 %

605,112.43
0.00

2.55 %
0.00

Aaa / AAA
NR

0.00
0.00

US CORPORATE

38259PAC6      Google Inc Note
2.125% Due 5/19/2016

350,000.00 07/26/2013
0.72 %

363,604.50
351,848.51

100.58
0.60 %

352,034.55
867.71

1.49 %
186.04

Aa2 / AA
NR

0.38
0.38

88579YAD3      3M Co. Note
1.375% Due 9/29/2016

350,000.00 08/07/2013
0.83 %

355,827.50
351,385.56

100.26
1.03 %

350,894.60
1,229.86

1.49 %
(490.96)

Aa3 / AA-
NR

0.75
0.74

Chandler Asset Management - CONFIDENTIAL Execution Time: 1/20/2016 10:10:58 AM
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Holdings Report
As of 12/31/15

City of Imperial Beach
Account #10188

CUSIP Security Description Par Value/Units
Purchase Date

Book Yield
Cost Value

Book Value
Mkt Price
Mkt YTM

Market Value
Accrued Int.

% of Port.
Gain/Loss

Moody/S&P 
Fitch

Maturity
Duration

US CORPORATE

458140AH3      Intel Corp Note
1.95% Due 10/1/2016

285,000.00 12/19/2013
0.79 %

294,014.55
287,440.70

100.62
1.11 %

286,778.40
1,389.38

1.22 %
(662.30)

A1 / A+
A+

0.75
0.74

084670BD9      Berkshire Hathaway Note
1.9% Due 1/31/2017

1,000,000.00 04/11/2012
1.61 %

1,013,489.00
1,003,041.94

100.87
1.09 %

1,008,677.00
7,969.44

4.29 %
5,635.06

Aa2 / AA
A+

1.09
1.06

48125VLC2      JP Morgan Chase Floating Rate Note
1.36% Due 2/6/2017

2,000,000.00 02/01/2012
1.36 %

2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00

100.90
0.54 %

2,017,926.00
4,004.44

8.53 %
17,926.00

A3 / A-
NR

1.10
0.10

36962G5W0      General Electric Capital Corp Note
2.3% Due 4/27/2017

300,000.00 04/25/2014
1.19 %

309,714.00
304,283.76

101.23
1.36 %

303,681.90
1,226.67

1.29 %
(601.86)

A1 / AA+
NR

1.32
1.30

91159HHD5      US Bancorp Callable Note Cont 
4/15/2017
1.65% Due 5/15/2017

300,000.00 04/29/2014
1.19 %

304,026.00
301,750.43

100.30
1.41 %

300,906.60
632.50

1.27 %
(843.83)

A1 / A+
AA

1.37
1.27

717081DJ9      Pfizer Inc. Note
1.1% Due 5/15/2017

100,000.00 05/12/2014
1.13 %

99,912.00
99,959.85

99.92
1.16 %

99,919.10
140.56

0.42 %
(40.75)

A1 / AA
A+

1.37
1.36

02665WAQ4      American Honda Finance Note
1.55% Due 12/11/2017

215,000.00 12/08/2014
1.58 %

214,800.05
214,870.47

100.02
1.54 %

215,047.09
185.14

0.91 %
176.62

A1 / A+
NR

1.95
1.91

94974BFG0      Wells Fargo Corp Note
1.5% Due 1/16/2018

300,000.00 09/09/2014
1.64 %

298,596.00
299,144.29

99.57
1.71 %

298,722.00
2,062.50

1.27 %
(422.29)

A2 / A
AA-

2.05
1.99

459200HZ7      IBM Corp Note
1.125% Due 2/6/2018

310,000.00 02/03/2015
1.23 %

309,054.50
309,338.32

99.33
1.45 %

307,924.24
1,404.69

1.30 %
(1,414.08)

Aa3 / AA-
A+

2.10
2.05

808513AK1      Charles Schwab Corp Callable Note 
Cont 2/10/2018
1.5% Due 3/10/2018

315,000.00 Various
1.50 %

314,969.60
314,988.63

99.51
1.74 %

313,460.60
1,456.88

1.33 %
(1,528.03)

A2 / A
A

2.19
2.05

24422ESB6      John Deere Capital Corp Note
1.3% Due 3/12/2018

115,000.00 12/03/2014
1.55 %

114,088.05
114,386.16

99.11
1.72 %

113,972.71
452.65

0.48 %
(413.45)

A2 / A
NR

2.20
2.15

747525AG8      Qualcomm Inc Note
1.4% Due 5/18/2018

370,000.00 Various
1.45 %

369,416.00
369,536.04

99.14
1.77 %

366,835.76
589.95

1.55 %
(2,700.28)

A1 / A+
NR

2.38
2.33

594918BF0      Microsoft Note
1.3% Due 11/3/2018

140,000.00 10/29/2015
1.33 %

139,860.00
139,867.54

99.82
1.36 %

139,750.10
293.22

0.59 %
(117.44)

Aaa / AAA
AA+

2.84
2.77

166764BA7      Chevron Corp Note
1.79% Due 11/16/2018

310,000.00 11/09/2015
1.79 %

310,000.00
310,000.00

99.10
2.12 %

307,194.50
678.21

1.30 %
(2,805.50)

Aa1 / AA
NR

2.88
2.78

Total US Corporate 6,760,000.00 1.34 %
6,811,371.75
6,771,842.20 1.11 %

6,783,725.15
24,583.80

28.72 %
11,882.95

A1 / A+
A+

1.42
1.09

US TREASURY

912828RU6      US Treasury Note
0.875% Due 11/30/2016

500,000.00 08/07/2013
0.74 %

502,228.24
500,615.07

100.06
0.81 %

500,293.00
382.51

2.11 %
(322.07)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

0.92
0.91

912828C32      US Treasury Note
0.75% Due 3/15/2017

450,000.00 04/23/2014
0.86 %

448,612.83
449,421.13

99.86
0.87 %

449,349.75
1,001.37

1.90 %
(71.38)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.21
1.20

912828SS0      US Treasury Note
0.875% Due 4/30/2017

485,000.00 10/07/2013
0.90 %

484,509.05
484,816.84

99.96
0.91 %

484,791.45
722.84

2.05 %
(25.39)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.33
1.32

Chandler Asset Management - CONFIDENTIAL Execution Time: 1/20/2016 10:10:58 AM

24



Holdings Report
As of 12/31/15

City of Imperial Beach
Account #10188

CUSIP Security Description Par Value/Units
Purchase Date

Book Yield
Cost Value

Book Value
Mkt Price
Mkt YTM

Market Value
Accrued Int.

% of Port.
Gain/Loss

Moody/S&P 
Fitch

Maturity
Duration

US TREASURY

912828TW0      US Treasury Note
0.75% Due 10/31/2017

500,000.00 09/11/2014
1.14 %

493,946.99
496,463.35

99.47
1.04 %

497,344.00
638.74

2.10 %
880.65

Aaa / AA+
AAA

1.84
1.81

912828UJ7      US Treasury Note
0.875% Due 1/31/2018

500,000.00 10/29/2014
1.01 %

497,775.12
498,576.00

99.50
1.12 %

497,500.00
1,830.84

2.11 %
(1,076.00)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.09
2.05

912828UR9      US Treasury Note
0.75% Due 2/28/2018

500,000.00 12/04/2014
1.09 %

494,611.05
496,399.76

99.15
1.15 %

495,742.00
1,267.17

2.10 %
(657.76)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.16
2.13

912828RH5      US Treasury Note
1.375% Due 9/30/2018

500,000.00 12/04/2014
1.28 %

501,759.49
501,265.07

100.31
1.26 %

501,562.50
1,746.93

2.12 %
297.43

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.75
2.68

912828WD8      US Treasury Note
1.25% Due 10/31/2018

500,000.00 10/29/2014
1.30 %

499,005.58
499,296.70

99.86
1.30 %

499,297.00
1,064.56

2.11 %
0.30

Aaa / AA+
AAA

2.84
2.77

912828SX9      US Treasury Note
1.125% Due 5/31/2019

495,000.00 09/29/2015
1.14 %

494,788.96
494,803.62

98.88
1.46 %

489,469.86
486.89

2.07 %
(5,333.76)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

3.42
3.33

912828UB4      US Treasury Note
1% Due 11/30/2019

500,000.00 10/29/2015
1.37 %

492,736.05
493,042.77

97.74
1.60 %

488,691.50
437.16

2.06 %
(4,351.27)

Aaa / AA+
AAA

3.92
3.81

Total US Treasury 4,930,000.00 1.09 %
4,909,973.36
4,914,700.31 1.15 %

4,904,041.06
9,579.01

20.73 %
(10,659.25)

Aaa / AA+
Aaa

2.25
2.21

TOTAL PORTFOLIO 23,692,117.32 1.12 %
23,701,029.50
23,675,170.79 1.13 %

23,650,505.63
57,104.70

100.00 %
(24,665.16)

Aa1 / AA
Aaa

1.91
1.65

TOTAL MARKET VALUE PLUS ACCRUED 23,707,610.33
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