


REGULAR MEETING

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1979

The Board of Supervisbrs meets in a regular meeting this 7th day of
November, 1979.

The meeting is called to order at 8:33 a.m., there being
present Supervisors Tom Hamilton, Chairman, Lucille V. Moore and Jim Bates;

also LaRue Pierce, Deputy Clerk; Supervisors Roger Hedgecock, Vice Chairman,
and Paul Eckert being absent.

Precedes No. 1

11/7/79
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This being the time set for conference on intergovernmental matters,
the Agenda consisting of I, State Legislative Matters, and none were pre-
sented; II, Work Requirements in the Aid to Families with Dependent ‘
Children Program; and III, Interim Hearing Testimony before Assembly Com-
mittee on Public Employees and Retirement; and containing certain recommen-
dations, as-more fully set out in Board of Supervisors Document No. 593448,

the matters are not called up,
No, 1

Ol MOTION of Supervisor Moore, scconded by Supervisor Hamilton, the

foliowing resolution is adopted:

WHEREAS the United States Congress is taking under consideratjon amend-
ments to Title IV-A of the Social Security Act which would allow the States

to impose work for welfare requirements in the Aid to Fumilies with Dependent
Children program; and ’ .

WHEREAS the County of San Diego has acquired expertise in the efficient
and effective administration of work for welfare requirements in the General
Relief and Food Stamp programs; and

WHEREAS experience in the administration of these welfare programs has
demonstrated that work requirements can reduce the number of persons on
welfare rolls without denying aid payments to ncedy persons;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of San Diego
County support amendments within the Social Security Act to allow the States
to impose work for welfare requivements in the Aid to Families with Dependent
Children program, provided that such enactment by the Congress holds local

goveraments harmless for any increased cost in the administration of such
programs.,

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supecrvisors of the County of San
Diego, State of California, this 7th day of November, 1979 by the following

vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore and Bates
NHOES: Supervisors None )
ABSENT: Supervisors Hedgecock and Eckert

Nos, 1 - 3
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No. 2

Supervisor Bates orally questions staff concerning the County welfare
reform program referred to staff approximately six months ago and the County
position on any legislative bills relating to welfare reform. i
. The Department of Public Welfare Director indicates that three legis-
lative bills are now moving through Congress on a procedural basis; and that
a report can be presented in three weeks.,

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Hamilton, the
Board directs that a report be presented on November 28, 1979 giving the
present status of the comprehensive welfare reform program.and on the develop-
ment of a County position on legislative bills dealing with welfare reform.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore and Bates
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Hedgecock and Eckert

No, 3

At this time the Board considers a letter from the Risk Administrator
submitting proposed testimony to be given befcre the California Assembly
Committee on Public Employees and Retirement interim hearing on Assembly Bill
208,which relates to vocational rehabilitation for public employees covered
by 1937 Retirement Act; and making certain recommendation.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Hamilton, seconded by Super#isor Moore, the
Board files said correspondence and approves the submitted testimony for
presentation,

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore and Bates
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Hedgecock and Eckert
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At 9:08 a.m., Supervisorskﬂedgecock and Eckert enter and take their
places on the Board.

Precedes No. 4
11/7/79
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No. &

 This being the time set for hearing on El Cajon Grading & Engineer-
~ ing Company, Inc., and Young and Sons, Inc. Application P78- 144, Lakeside
area; and evidence being on file that due and proper notice has been
given as required by law, the matter is now called up.

There is presented to the Board a letter from the Planning Commission
transmitting an appeal to the Board of Supervisors from the Planning
Commission decision on Major Use Permit P78-144, The Planning Commission,
in concurrence with the Department of Planning and Land Use, recommends
denial of the major use permit, Board of Supervisors Document No. 593196.

There also is presented to the Board a letter from Peterson, Gamer,

Muns & Price attorneys representing E1l Cajon Grading & Engineering
Company, Inc. and Young and Sons, Inc. Application P78-144, requesting
that the Board continue the hearing four weeks, all as more fully set
out in Board of Supervisors Document No. 593780,

ON MOTION of Supervisor Hedgecock, seconded by Supervisor Moore,
the Board of Supervisors continues to December 12, 1979, 9:00 a.m.,
the hearing on E1 Cajon Grading & Engineering Company, Inc and
Young and Sons, Inc. Application P78-144 for a contractor's equipment
storage yard with office building and shop approximately 150 feet south
of Olde Highway 80, across from Pinkard Lane, Lakeside area.

"Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:
AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock

NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Bates, Eckert

No. &
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No. 5

On October 24, 1979, Board Order No. 11, the Board of Supervisors
ordered action held in abeyance until November 7, 1979, 9:00 a.m,, on
Delta Consultants request for waiver from undergrounding requirements
for Casa Real Poway, Map 8885, Poway Woods Unit 1, Map 9255, and
Poway Woods Unit 2, Map 9256, Poway area; and evidence being on file
that due and proper notice has been given as required by law, the
matter is now called up.

There is presented to the Board a letter from the Department of
Transportation transmitting the request for waiver and recommending
that the Board find said request is exempt from the environmental
review process; deny the requested waiver; and require the undergrounding
of all existing overhead facilities in accordance with Section 81.403(e)
of the Subdivision Ordinance, Board of Supervisors Document No. 591445.

A written fequest for withdrawal is made and submitted to the Board
by Delta consultants, Board of Supervisors Document No. 593457.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Hedgecock, seconded by Supervisor Moore,
the Board of Supervisors allows withdrawal of the Delta Consultants
request for waiver from undergrounding requirements for Casa Real Poway,
Map 8885, Poway Woods Unit 1, Map 9255, and Poway Woods Unit 2, Map 9256,
Poway area.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Bates

No. 5
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No. 6

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1979

Re: Vacatien and Abandonment of )
a Portion of Encinitas )
Boulevard and Delphinium )

)

Street, [ncinitas Vac. No. 78-54

RESOLUTION VACATING AND ARANDONING
EXCESS RIGHT-OF-WAY OF A COUNTY HIGHWAY

ON MYTION of Supervisor Hedgecock ‘seconded by Supervisor Moore, the
following resolution is adopted:. |

WHEREAS, Mr. Bruce I, Wyman has requested the vacation of the hereinafter
described portions of County highway (Document No. 592834 ); and

WHEREAS, Section 960,1 of the Streets and Highways Code, provides that the
Board of Supervisors of any County may retain or may summarily vacate and abandon
any portion of a County Hiphwav which portion is cxcess right-of-way and not required
for said hiphway; and

WHEREAS, the County Planning Commission has recommended Sﬂld portion of
County hlphway be vacated (Document No. 592834 ); and

WHFREAS, it appears to this Board that said portion of Countv hiphway as
recommended for vacation by said Commission is not needed for present or prospec-
tive use as a County highway; NOW THEREFORE

IT IS FOUND, DETERMINFD, AND DECLARED that the right-of-wav to be vacated
cannot be used as a non-motorized transportation facility, and that the proposal
is not subject to the cnvironmental impact review process; ACCORDINGLY,

BE IT RESOLVED that this Board of Supervisors finds that the hercinafter
described portion of County highway is excess right-of-way and not required for
said hlphhny, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Board of Supervisors finds that there is no

present or prosnective public use for the hereinafter described portion of County
highwav; and

BRI IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the hereinafter described portion of County highway
be and is hercby vacated and abandoned:

Parcel No. 79-0186-A

That portion of Delphinium Strect and of Encinitas Boulevard lving
Westerly of a line that is 30.00 fect Westerlv of and parallel with the
centerline of said Delphinium Street as shown on Pacific Serena, Map No.
6690 on file in the Recorder's Office of the County of San Diego, State
of California and lying Fasterly of the Southerly prolongation of the
Westerly line of said Map No. 6690 and lying Northerly of a line that

is 51.00 feet Northerly of and parallel with the centerline of Encinitas

_ Boulevard Road Survey 458-66 according to said Map No. 6690,




_No;:6 §} B X -2-

EXCEPTING therefrom that portion lyving Southeasterly of the arc of a 25.00
foot radius curve, concave Northwesterly, said curve being tangent to both
aforesaid parallel lines.

RESERVING AND EXCEPTING from vacation and abandonment casements and rights pursuant
to any existing franchise or rencwals thereof, or otherwise, at anv time, or from
time to time, to construct, maintain, operate, replace, remove, rencw and enlarge
lines of pipe, conduits, cables, wires, poles and other structures, equipment and
fixtures for the operation of gas pipe lines, telegraphic and telephone lines and
for the transportation or distribution of electrical energy and water and for inci-
dental purposcs including access to protect the property from all hazards in, upon
over and across the above described portions of highways proposed to be vacated

and abandoned; and '

RESERVING AND EXCEPTING from vacation and abandonment eascments and rights at any
time and from time to time to construct, maintain, operate, replace, remove and
renew sanitary sewers, storm drains and appurtenant structures including access
to protect the property from all hazards in, upon, over and across the above
described portions of highways proposed to be vacated and abandoned.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of
San Diego, State of California this 7th day of November, 1979, by
the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Bates, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors None

APPROLTD S 10 TR S LEGALITY

COUMTY COURSEL -
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'WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1979

REVISION AtD RE-ADOPTION OF
RATES FOR CARE OF COUNTY PLACEMENTS IN

INSTITUTIONS

ON MOTION of Supervisor Bates , seconded by Supervisor

Moore , the following resolutlon is adopted:

WIEREAS, this Board on August 8, 1978, (Minute Ttem No. 54), adopted
its resolution revising maximum rates for care for County placements in

private institutions; and

WHEREAS, certain of these rates have now proved to be insufficicnt;
MOV TIEREFORR

BE TT RESOLVED ARD ORDERSD that the following arc the maximum ratos and
cffective dates for FY 78/79 which the County of San Diego will pay for care
of County placements in the following institutions:

San Diego County:

Hone of Guiding Hands $691 per month effective November 1,

(78/79 Contract #12909) 1976, including clothing and incidentals
allowance.

Madera County:

Ahwahnee Hills School $1046 per mouth effective larch 1, 1979

including clothing and incidentals
allowvance.

Napa County:

Aldea Group Home TI $1119 per month effective January 1,

1979, including clothing and incidentals
allowance.

Aldca Group Home II1 $1434 per month effective January 1,

1979, including clothing and incidentals
allowance.

CNvoT179E7
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Boavd of Supervisors of the founty of San

Diego, State of California this 7th day of November 1979
3 H

by the following vote:
AtES: Supervisors Hamiltom, Moore, Hedgecock, Bates, and Eckert
NoES: Supervisors None

ABSENT: Supervisors None

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) ss.
County of San Diego )

I, PORTER D. CREMANS, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of San Diego,
State of California, hereby certify that I have compared the foregoing copy with the
original resolution passed and adopted by said Board, at a _regular
meeting thereof, at the time and by the vote therein stated, which original resolution
is now on file in my office; that the same conteins a full, true and correct transcript
therefrom and of the whole thereof.

Witness my hand and the seal of said Board of Supervisors, this 7th day
of November 1979.

PORTER D, CREMANS
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

By Mildred Huey

Deputy
SEAL
SETNLID A2 0 G el Ay LEGALITY
counTY COUNSEL -
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No. 8

On November 6, 1979, Board Order No. 90, the Board of Supervisors
ordered action held in abeyance until November 7, 1979 on the Department
of Public Welfare recommendationg concerning the addition of one out-of-
County and one out-of-State Private institution for children to the
Board's approved list, At this time, the Board considers the matter,

ON MOTION of Supervisor Bates, seconded by Supervisor Moore, the
Board adopts rates of care of County placements in newly approved
out-of-County and out-of-State private institutions, as follows:

WILAS, this Board on larch 27, 1979 (1), wdapted its resolution revising
mosimum rates for care for County placements in out-of-counéy/out-uf-state
private institutions for children: and

WILREAS, it is devnied desireable to update the listing of such institutions
Ter parpuscs ol alding; additicual faciliticw
WU TR EOR

22 1T RESOLVED ARD RDETSD that the following are approved facilitics amd
maximum rates which the County of San Dicgo will pay for care.of County place-

meats In institutions for children,

Qut-of-Counly lustitutiou: San Ber...ocino county

Couwell's Group Mome a7 per wonth including clothing and
incidentals allowvance.

Out-of-State Institution: Arizona

Pre-liab of Mesa, Inc. $1,376 per wonth including clothing and
incidentals allowance,

B 7% FULTHLR RESOLVED that such rates will become etffective on and after

7th day of November s 1979.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of San Dicgo,

State of Callfornia, this 7th day of November sy 1979, the

follouving vote: ] )
AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Bates, Eckert

NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors None

No, 8
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No. 9

On this date, Board Order No. 8, the Board of Supervisors
adopted a resolution of rates for the care of County placements in
newly approved out-of-county and out-of-state private institutions.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Bates, seconded by Supervisor Moore, the
Board of Supervisors directs the Department of Public Welfare to continue
to provide monthly cost breakdowns on all phases of private institutions
providing care and treatment of children to the County, including
evaluation documentation, and requests said information be provided to
the Board on a current basis.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Bates, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors None

No, 9
11/7/79




No. 10 B .~ WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1979

‘ : . i : Vac. No. 79-=24
Re: Vacation of 'a portion )

of Warwick Avenue, )
Cardiff : ‘ )

RESOLUTION OF INTENTION ‘T0 VACATE
AND ABANDON CNOUNTY [ITGHWAY

ON NOTION.OF Supervisor Bates » Scconded by Supervisor Moore , the
following resolution is adopted: ‘

WHEREAS, Mr, Paul Jones has requested the vacation of the hercinafter des-
cribed countv hiphway (Document No, 592835 ); and

WHERLEAS, Section 956.8 o? the Streets and Highways Code, provides that the
Board of Supervisors, may, by resolution, declare its intention to abandon any
County Iliphway; and -

WHEREAS, after investipation the County Planning Cormission has anproved
and recommended the proposed vacation (Document No. 592835 ); and

WHERFAS, it apnears to this Boavd that said hercinafter described hiphway
is not needed for present or prospective use as a county highway; NOW TIERLEOP):

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of San Dicpo that
it is the intention of this Board to vacate and abandon the following described
county highway:

Parcel No, 79-1127A

That portion of Warwick Avenue contipuous to Lot 10, Block 105 of Cardiff
Vista Subdivision Man No. 1547 filed in the Office of the County Recorder
of the County of San Dicpo, State of California, lying Westerly of the
Northerly prolonpation of the Easterly line of said Lot 10 and lying
Lasterly of a line described as follows:

COMMENCING in the Southwesterly corner of said Lot 10, being a point in

the arc of a $99.49 foot radius curve concave Southwesterly, a radial line
to said point bears North 83°03'23" Fast; thence Northwesterly along the
arc of said curve through a central anple of 1°18'23" 1 distance of 20,51
feet; thence North §°15! West, 22,05 fect to the beginning of a 17.77 foot
radius curve concave Southeasterly, thence Northwesterly along the arc of
said curve throuch a central angle of 7°33'30", a distance of 2,34 feet

to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; thence Morth 0°411 300 kest to the Northerly
line of said Map 1547, and the POINT OF TERMINUS,

MOV 71979 %19




RESERVING AND FXCEPTING from vacation and ahandonment casements and rights pur-
suant to anv existing franchise or renewals thercof, or otherwise, at any time,
or from time to time, to construct, maintain, oncrate, replace, remove, rencw
and cnlarge lines of pipe, conduits, cables, wires, poles and other structurcs,
cquipment and fixtures for the operation of pas pipe line, tclepraphic and tele-
phone lines and for the transpnrtation or distribution of electrical energy and
water and for incidental purposes including access to protect the property from
all hazards in, upon, over and across the above described portions of hiphways
proposed to bhe vacated and abandoned; and

RESERVING AND EXCEPTING from vacation and abandonment cascments and riphts at any
time and from time to time to construct, maintain, operate, replace, remove and
renew sanitary sewers, storm drains and appurtenant structures including access
to protect the property from all hazards in, upon, over and across the above des-
cribed portions of hiphways proposed to be vacated and abandoned.




IT IS ORDERED that _12th  day, _ December , 1979 , at the

'hbur‘OE"-ngido“"“‘o‘biécﬁi;é_.ﬁi,'iﬁ the chambers of said Board, Room’
310, San Diego County Administration Center, 1600 Pacific Highway, |
San Diego, California, be and they are fixed as the time and place .
for a héaring on this Resolution of Intention.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of this Board give notice
of the hearing of this resolution and ‘of the time and place fixed

for the hearing by publication of a notice thereof in the Coast

Dispatch » & newspaper of general circulation pub-

lished in the County of San Dlego, for at least two successive weeks
prior to sald day fixed for said hearing, and that the Clerk also
cause simllar notices to be conspicuocusly posted along the line

of sald highway proposed to be vacated as above described.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by tf\e Board of Supervisors of-the County of
San Diego, State of California, this 7th day of November, 1979, by the
following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Bates and Eckert

NOES: Supervisors None

ABSENT: Supervisors None

f MAVGRGE s I o | |




D ngmew  COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO S
gy - Do | Bldp 2. 5555 Overland ‘Ave. S

D.EPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION San Diega, Catifornia 92123

Telephonet {114) s65-5177 o

Oflicas of

. County Engpinear & ftoal Commitsioner
County Survoyor
County Alrporis

October 17, 1979

T0: Board of Supervisors ' (A45)
FROM: Director of Transportation (0320)

SUBJECT: ‘Request of Thomas E. Craig, Bicycle Lane Substitution in

Licu of Bicycle Path Dedication and Construction, TM 3965,
(Supervisorial District II)

This letter is in response to the developer's cnginzer's request to your Board,
dated August 24, 1979 in which he asked that you delete the condition in the
Resolution of Approval which requitres dedication and construction of a bicycle
path on this project. The letter asks to be allowed to substitute a bike lane
and a "No Parking' restriction in licu of the required bike path.

The project fronts on the west side of Fanita Drive north of ‘Farrington Drive

and has approximatecly 180' of frontage. (Location reference: Thomas Bros.,
Page 47, E6, 1979 Edition)

Fanita Drive is a collector road in the Circulation Element with an ultimate
right-of-way width of 84 feet. This road is also shown on the Circulation
Element Bicycle Network. A bicycle path requires an additional six (6) foot
dedication-on each side and improvement unless this General Plan requircment
is waived by your Board. It is my

RECOMMENDATION: That your Board

1. TFind that this action is exempt from the environmental review process.
2. Find that development of a bicycle path along Fanita Drive on the site of
this subdivision would cause extreme hardship and that an existing drainage
channel precludes reasonable development of such a path.

Waive the General Plan requirement for a bicycle path along the subject
180 foot frontage on Fanita Drive.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Hedgecock, seconded by Supervisor Moore,
the Board of Supervisors finds; and waives, ’ ' '

S | PORTER D. CREMANS
by following vote: ' . Clerk of the Boaxrd
Ayes: Hamiltom, Moore, Hedgecock, Bates, Eckert '

. . ::-/&.pervisors -
. | - ! . ' EMMMC
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" “Board of Supervisors < 2. . october 17, 1979
™ 3965 S . T ST

4. Adopt the attached Resolution to impose a "No Parking" restriction on
the Fanita Drive frontage of the subject property. g

Discussion:

Sections 81.402(1) and 81.403(a) (1) of the Subdivision Ordinance require
dedication and improvoment of Bicycle paths when shown to be part of the
Circulation Element. Fanita Drive is shown as both a Collector Road and a
bike route, requiring a half-width dedication of 48!,

)
T 3965 is a condominium conversion. The site was originally developed with
apartment buildings, As an apartment devclopment it was not required that they
dedicate and construct a bike path, A drainage channcl has becn constructed
immediately behind the required right-of-way (42' half-width).

It would be an cxtreme hardship to construct a bicycle path over the existing
drainage channel. There is not adequate arca to place the bike path between
the back of the sidewalk and the fence protecting the channel. It is at present
occupied by landscaping.

Approximately 300' to the south of this site an apartment complex was recently
constructed.without a bike path making it unlikely that a bike path will be
" installed there.

Restricting parking along this frontagé would be & rcasonable alternative to
developing a bike path over the newly constructed drainage channecl.

. Concurrences:
jrector of Transportation None required

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:

Reviewed by: Not needed:
Program: Engincering Support. CAO /

Remarks: No fiscal impact to the County will result Counsel V//
from this proposal since road improvements
and dedications are guaranteed by Bonds Auditor 'L/,
v

required of the developers,
omMB

Full County costs related to map check, plan
check, and administrative processing will be Purchasing
offset by developer deposits,

ADVISORY BOARD STATEMENT: Not dcemed necessary,

BOARD POLICY APPLICABLE: None.

RIM:GEBR:meg

cc: Clerk of the Board (A45)
County Counsel (Al12)
EAD (0173)
C. Moore (0336)
Department of Planning and Land Use (0173)
R. bomingucz ACAO (A249) |
- Craig, Ferguson, 7990 Dagget, San Diego, CA 92111

o NOv o 7legell.




NO. 12 . WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1979
TRAFFIC RESOLUTION NO. 920
RESOLUTION AMENDING TRAFFIC RESOLUTION
NO. 301 RELATING TO THE ESTABLISHMENT

OF NO STANDING OR PARKING ZONES IN THE
. COUNTY OF SAN DIECGO

OM MOTION of Supervisor Hedgecock, seconded by Supervisor Moore

the following resolution is hereby adopted:

WHERECAS, this Board by Traffic Resolution No. 301, passed and adopted
August 10,‘1965, established certain No Standing or Parking Zones in the
County of San Dicgo; and

WHEREAS, it is necessary and expedient that said resolution be now
amended to add a certain No Standing or Parking Zone herctofore not included;
NOW THEREFORE

BE IT RESOLVED that said Traffic Resolution No. 301 be and'the same is
hercby amended as follows:

1. 1Item No. 352 of the list of No Standing or Parking Zonds established

by said resolution is hereby added to read as follows:

352.  SANTEE The west side of Fanita Drive from 375 feet

north of the north line of Farrington Drive
northerly 220 feet.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of

San Diego, State of California, this 7th day of November 1979,
by the following vote: '

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock,.Bates, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors None .

CCSF, 84,16, 2/76




STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

County of San Diego ) 88

I, PORTER D. CREMANS, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of San Diego,
State of California, hereby certify that I have compared the foregoing copy with the
original vesolution passed and adopted by said Board, at a regular meceting thereof, at
the time and by the vote therein stated, which original resolution is now on file in my
office; that the same contains a full, true and correct transcript therefrom and of the
whole thereof.

* Witness my hand and ‘the seal of said Board of Supervisors, this 7th day of
November 1979 .

PORTER D. CREMANS
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

By Mildred Huey

Deputy




No. 13

On October 24, 1979, Board Order No. 9, the Board of Supervisors
considered the Faith Chapel Application P78-148 for a major use permit
for construction of a church, pre-school, Sunday school facilities,
gymnasium, social hall, office space and parking, Casa de Oro area;
and at the conclusion of the hearing the Board of Supervisors denied,
without prejudice, the major use permit.

There is presented to the Board a letter from Supervisor Bates
concerning the Board decision in said matter of Faith Chapel Application
P78-148, recommending that the Board direct the Planning Commission
and the Department of Planning and Land Use to make findings regarding
the Application in accordance with Section 7358 of the County Zoning
Ordinance as amended May 16, 1979; and schedule a rehearing on said
Application after staff has prepared findings and the Planning Commission
has reviewed, all as more fully set out in Board of Supervisors Document
No. 592965.

There also is presented to the Board a letter of advice from

County Counsel concerning Faith Chapel, Board of Supervisors Document
No. 593178.

Supervisor Bates states his reasons for recommending findings
and reconsideration.

James Dawe, attorney for Faith Chapel, appears before the Board
requesting that any required fees be waived,

John D. Thelan, attorney representing a group of Casa de Oro
pProperty owners, appears before the Board restating his position that
findings cannot be made,

Considerable discussion ensues, at the conclusion of which;
ON MOTION of Supervisor Bates, seconded by Supervisor Hamilton, the
Board of Supervisors refers the Faith Chapel Application P78<148:to" -
the Department of Planning and Land Use for appropriate processing,
and walves fees relative thereto.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Bates, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors Moore, Hedgecock
ABSENT: Supervisors None

- - e

No. 13
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At 10:32 a.m., Supervisor Bates:isiexcused from the meeting.

Precedes No. 27
11/7/79
bm/sbp




At 11:20 a.m,, Supervisor Hedgecock i8s excused from the meeting.

Precedes No. 38
11/7/79
bm/sbp




On October 24, 1979, Board Order No. &, the Board of Supervisors .
continued to November 7, 1979, 9:00 a.m., the hearing on Board initiated
Applications R78-08, Alpine; R79-18, Julian; R79-31, Lakeside; R79-19 .
and R79-71, Poway; R79-20, Ramona; R79-21, Santee; R79-22, Sweetwater;
and R79-30, Valle de Oro, zoning reclassifications, implementing the
Regional Growth Management Plan and amending the San Diego County
General Plan 1990, GPA 79-01.

This being the time set for hearing on the proposed reclassifications,
and evidence being on file that due and proper notice of hearing has '‘been
given as required by law, the matter is now called up. f

There is presented to the Board a letter from the Planning g
Commission, with the concurrence of the Department of Planning and Land -
Use, concerning Board initiated Application R78-08, Alpine Community Plan.
zone implementation, and recommnending the Board make the necessary '
environmental findings and adopt the implementing ordinance; Board of
Supervisors Document No. 595291, '

There also is presented to the Board a letter from the Department
of Planning and Land Use transmitting the Planning Commission determination
that Alpine Subareas 50 and 79 be referred for General Plan Amendment
study, and recommending that the Board direct the Department of Planning
and Land Use to include Alpine Subareas 50 and 79 in General Plan

Amendment 80-01; all as more fully set out in Board of Supervisors
Document No. 595281,

There is also presented to the Board a letter from the Planning
Commission, with the concurrence of the Department of Planning and Land
Use, Board initiated Applications R79-18,) Julian, R79-31, Lakeside,¥ - | -
R79-19 and R79-71, Poway, R79-20, RamonaJ R79-22, Sweetwater, 'and R19§8$;4ﬂ“
Valle de Oro, and recommending that the Board make certain environméntal
findings and adopt the implementing ordiﬁances; Board of Supervisors
Document No. 591942, !

There also is presented to the Board a letter from Charles D. Smith
of Creaser & Warwick, Inc. requesting that their approximately 17,000
square foot parcel located at the southeast quadrant of Interstate 805 and
Bonita Road at Lynnwood Urive be zoned some form of light commercial,
rather than single family residential as proposed, and recommending this
parcel be referred for additional study and review before final zone
classification has been determined; Board of Supervisors Document
No., 593683,

There also is presented to the Board a letter from James Zathas,
part owner and manager of the Willowbrook Mobile Estates, Lakeside,
and recommending the Board approve a medium high density (RV15) zoning
Nos, 14-42
11/7/79
BM
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for the 17.5 adjacent acres ‘so the,expahsion of the mobilehome park =
can be accomplished, and that the Planning Department be directed to take

steps necessary during the next general plan change t¢ return the medium:
high density UR 7 of the existing mobilehome park permitting RV15 zoning,
which is compatible with the urban residentia

1 five land use category;
Board of Supervisors Document No. 593682,

There are on display the following Staff Exhibits:

1. Community Plan blueline print, identifying proposed zone changes,
Poard of Supervisors Document No. 593547, R78-08, Alpine

2. Community Plan blueline, identifying proposed zone changes,

Board of Supervisors Document No. 593600, R79-31, Lakeside

Base Map blueline print, Board of Supervisors Document No. 593731,

R79-31, Lakeside - J

Community Plan blueline, with dark blue markings (around

Gillespie Field) identifying proposed zone changes, Board of
Supervisors Document No. 593735, R79-21, Santee

3.
4,

No. 14

The Board now considers Board of Supervisors initiated Application
R78-08, Alpine Community Plan area.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Bates, seconded by Supervisor ﬁamilton; the
Board of Supervisors tentatively indicates intent to reclassify or retain
existing zoning on certain Application R78-08 Alpine subareas as shown:

' to A-70
Subarea 1A&B A-70
A-70
A-70

density

density

density

density

density

density

density

density .

0 o F &0
> > > >
ggnnoonﬂ

density .125, 8 AC
density .125, 8 AC

Nos, 14-42
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Subarea A-70 _ | -
A-70, density .125, 8 AC
A-70, density .125, 8 AC
A-70, density .125, 8 AC
A-70, density .25, &4 AC
A-72 |

A-72
A-72
A-72
A-72
M-52
C-36
A-70
A-70
C-36
- €=36
RV-15
RV=-15
RV-15
RU-29
R-S§-7
RV=-15
R-S-7
R-S=-7
Cc-36
c-36
RV-15
R-S-7
RV-15
c-36
R-R-2
A-707
R-S-
A-70, density .125, 8 AC
A-70
S-80
S-94
S-80
S-80
S-80
S-80
S-80
S-80
5-80
S-80

Nos. 14-42
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and refors Alpine-S&bareas 50 and 79 to the Department of Planning énd
Land Use for GPA study and inclusion in GPA 80-01.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Bates, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisor§ None

No. 15
A representative of the Department of Planning and Land Use, making
use of visual aids on display, reviews the proposed zoning and land use

within Aipine Subarea 4,’ stating the land use category as Multiple Rural
Use, with Planning Commission recommending reclassification from S-87 to A-70

Robert Hultquist appears before the Board in opposition to the
eight acre lot size development regulation, and requests that four acres,
due to water availability and land slope, is a more appropriate designation,

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Hedgecock, the
Board of Supervisors tentatively indicates their intent to reclassify Alpine
Subarea 4 to A-70.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Bates
NOES: Supervisors Eckert
ABSENT: Supervisors None

A representative of the Department of Planning and Land Use, making
use of visual aids on display, reviews the proposed zoning and land use
within Alpine Subarea 39, stating the land use category as Public/Semi-
Public , with Planning Commission recommending reclassification from RU-29

to RV-15,

Al Haven appears before the Board in opposition to the recommended
zoning, and requesting the Board reclassify to C-30.

Sharon Matthews appears before the Board in opposition to the recom-
mended zoning, and requests the Board consider C-30 zoning.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Hedgecock, the
Board of Supervisors tentatively indicate their intent to reclassify Alpine
Subarea 39 to RV-15.
Nos. 14-42
11/7/79
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| | | | |
Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote: .

AYES: Supervisors Moore, Hedgecock, Bates
NOES: Supervisors Hamilton, Eckert
ABSENT: Supervisors None

The record shows receipt of requests to speak in oppositioﬁ to certain
Alpine subareas from the following individuals, although they did not in

fact orally address the Board: Olga J. Alborg, Ray Conley and Anthony W.
McNamara,

ON MOTION of Supervisor Bates, seconded by Supervisor Hamilton, the
Board of Supervisors cloges the hearing on Board of Supervisor initiated
Application R78-08, Alpine, implementing the Regional Growth Management
Plan and amending the San Diego County General Plan 1990, GPA 79-01;
finds reclassifications would not have a significant effect on the
environment; certifies the Negative Declaration is complete and in complance

with the provisions of California Environmental Quality Act; refers Alpine
Subareas JU and 79 to tne vepartment of Flanning and Land Use for GPA study

and inclusion in GPA 80-01% and adopts Ordinance No. 5628 (New Series),
as follows:

Nos. 14-42
11/7/79
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ORDINANCE S0, 5625 - ‘(rﬁw'SERIﬁsy"

AN ORVIVANCE CHAVGING THY ZQNING CLASbIFICATIOH
OF CERTAIN PRUPERTY WITHIN TuE ALPINE COWHUVIFY
- PLAN AREA,

e voard of Sugervisors of the County of San Dieso do ordain as follows:

avetton 1, fae zontay classification of csr:aan raal pro'crt is herchy cainged as set
farth hepsin, and as ceonerally delineated on a map consistinay of 2 sheet(s),

o [ -('- ettty .
Luchilibeed as bocwmnent ), 3750 v ad as more precisely delineated on tie Assessor
BApoSet dacatidicd as vecament Lo, 593747 ) ail docugents on file with tie Clerk of the
sounl ob Supervisers ot tae Jounty of San Dicgo.

e T kel |

,...’ T . e ey .
". S PRI LA

- O e
-— e v e 3 - —— 4 <

i‘llbl—! , Ixux lanou'
UGtk [ I {~~ S RLDG, + FLOJRAREA
l

i
RELGE. I S ’ RS ' TYPL l AbiiA 'i-‘..—‘\'i'li) 'ii'i’.

s

Uld L] .3 :\C

aCwW ; AC

- 0ld 3= 3 ) . 2.5 AC
New =T : S AC

0ld S- | 2.5 AC
New  A-70 L 5 8 AC

Old S-387 2.5 AC
New  A-70 i 1 AC

old A-70 AC
new A-70 AC

TASH 0ld A-70 AC
New A-70 2 AC
(P)A-70 ; AC

01d A=70 AC
New A=T0 8 AC

Ol A-70 AC
Now A=T7) . AC

01d  A-70 L AC

Now A-70 AC
Nos., 14-42
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12 A-70

. dm A wee w  me—m——— = . - —— et ¥ ————

AC

1
A-7U ; 3 A\

'\-.-"") 1 AC
ATy 8 AC

190400
s A\

10941

AC
3 :‘\ C

AC
AC

AC

YN

2OA68 uld

oW

0ld
New

0l1d
New

0ld
New

01d
New

0ld
New

01d
New

0ld
New

Old

New

Old
- New
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1 AC
M-52 600U

A=T1) 1 AC

C-3u . -

R=-R-2
J\" 7 )

R-R-2
l\-7;,

A-T7)
(i")C-7

.Vt.."ﬁ. t;‘ ."!")

0ld A-7)
()C-sn . R -
New -306 -

Old RiJ-20 2 O
NOW RvV-135 4.3 GJi))

uld KU} 2 ot othn
New RV-15 de5 LIV

Old RU- 29 0V
New RV-15 . (VDN

0ld RU= 29 600
New RV=15 TNV

0ld R-C 6000
New  RU-29 6UVO

Old  A-70 1 AC
New  R-S5-7 ' 60U

0id C-31 600V
New RV-15 6000

Old A=70 1 AC
Now R-S~ 600

OId - b'\)“\)
New 5 § 6U0d)

0ld 2 6000
New 3 . -
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anw RV=15 Q 4. 1))
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OLd RS-0 : 1. 1910

UW N . <o AC

Uld lt=1i=2 . oA
New A=70 1 AC

Uld A=T71) L 1 AC
Now R-S-7 ; ) [TRB D)

Uld  A-70 2 AC
T (P)R-R-.5 2 AC
NOw A-70 S AC

uld R-R-2 : .3 AC
New A-70 1 AC

Old S-87 2.5 AC
New 5-3J S AC

0ld Various
New S~

Old S-87
New S-80

Ol1d A-72
Now 5-30

Old  A-72
New  5-30

Uld  A-T72
sew  S5-380
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Section 20 This ordinance shall ralke oileel and be In force thivey (20)

Vs alber the date of Lo ponires and belore the cxpirvation of filteen (i95)
days after its passage, it shall be published once with the names of the
eoners voving For oand acainst Lhe sane in the Alpine Sun, a newspaper of
ceneral circulation published in thoe County ol San Dicyo.

. PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of
San Diego State of California this 7th day of November 1979 by the following
vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Bates, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors None

No. 18

The Board now considers Board of Supervisors initiated Application
R79-18, Julian Community Plan area.

The record shows a request to speak in favor of the recommendation
before the Board from Richard Zerbe, although he did not in fact orally
address the Board.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Bates, seconded by Supervisor Eckert, the
Board of Supervisors tentatively indicates their intent to reclassify
Julian Subarea 41 to M-54,

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Bates, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None

Nos %E§E§T’ Supervisors None
é§/?/79
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No. 13
ON MOTION of Supervisor Bates, seconded by Supervisor Eckert, the
Board of Supervigsors closes the hearing on Board of Supervisors initiated
Application R79-18, Julian, implementing the Regional Growth Management
Plan and amending the San Diego County General Plan 1990, GPA 79-01;
finds reclassification would not have a significant effect on the environ-
ment; certifies the Negative Declaration is complete and in conformance
with the provisions of California Environmental Quality Act; and adopts
Ordinance No. 5629 (New Series), as follows: ‘

ORDINASCE NO. 5629 (NEW SERIES)

AN ORDINANCE CHANGING TilEi ZONING CLASSIFICATION
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY WETHIN THE JULIAY COMMUNTTY
LAY AREN,

“lhe Board of supervisors of the County of San ieco do ordain as follows:

rection oo lae zaning classilication of certiia real property is hereby changed as set
Dorth herein, wud us osore precisely Motineated un the Asseasnor map consisting of one
doavet bdentidied as Dociment so. 593748 , 411 Jdocuments on file with the Clerk ot
tre soard of supervisors of the County of San bie o,

| 1aX !H.UOK
R T FEE I A
SEA i:,:.im I CUVER
H b ’

- - L

- G -

- p -

Scevtion 2, This ordinance shall take c¢ffect and be in force thivey (30) davs
atter the date of its passage; and before the expiration of fifteen (15) davs
after its passage, it shall be published once with the names of the membeors
voting for and against the same in the Back Country Trader, a newspaper of

veneral cirvculation published in the County of San bicgo.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of
San Diego State of California on this 7th day of November 1979 by the
following vote:

Nos., 14-42
11/7/79
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AYLES:

NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors None

No. 20

Suﬁarvisofa_ﬂamiltcn, Moore,_HédQeCock, Bates, Eckert

The Board now considers Board of Supervisors initiated Application
R79-31, Lakeside Community Plan area.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Bates, the
Board of Supervisors tentatively indicates their intent to reclassify or
retain the existing zoning on certain Application R79-31, Lakeside

subareas as shown:

L e

"Subarea 2
3
5
11
12
13
14
15
16
30
31
34
36
37A
37B
38
39
40
41
43A
89X
104A
108
111A
113
144A
148A
152A
164
165B
166
169
170
206X
224

2
Nos. 14-42 225

226
11/7/79 227
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to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to

" to

to
to

to

to

A-70, density 1, 1 AC
A-70, density 1, 1 AC
R=-R~1

S-82

5-82

R-R-1

S-82

S-82

S-82

S-82

S-82

S-82

A-72

M-54

M-54

M-54

M-54




 Ro1i call dn'the'foregoihg'motion results in the'following.vote:f'

AYES: Supefvisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Bates, Eckert
- NOES: Supervisors None | |
ABSENT: Supervisors None

No, 21

J. R. Crumley, representing threec property owners in Lakeside
Subarea 14, appears before the Board requesting that a certain portion
be reclassified from A-72 to §-90. He presents Public Exhibit A,

a drawing showing sald rezone portion highlighted in yellow, Board of
Supervisors Document No. 593807. He cites the unsuitability of the area
for single family use and states the property is not in the flood plain.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Eckert, the
Board of Supervisors tentatively indicate their intent to reclassify
a certain portion of land designated Subarea 144, to S-90.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Bates, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors None

No. 22

James Zathas appears before the Board in opposition to Planning
Commission recommended zoning for Lakeside Subarea 32, requesting the
Board consider approving a medium high density zoning for certain
acreage adjacent to the Willowbrook Mobile Home Estates, and return

during the next general plan study, the medium high density of the
existing Estates,

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Eckert, the
Board of Supervisors tentatively indicates their intent to reclassify
Lakeside Subarea 32 to R-S5-4; and refers Subarea 32 to the Department of
Planning and Land Use for GPA study and inclusion in GPA 80-01.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Bates, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors None
Supervisor Hedgecock is out of the room when the roll is called

Nos. 14-42
11/7/79
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 No. 23

. Alice M. Willis appears before the Board_in opﬁositioﬁ to the'
Planning Commission recommendation on Lakeside Subarea 35A, stating she
fees the property should be left with an industrial zone.

A representative of the Department of Planning and Land Use, making . '
use of visual aids on display, states that using the 100-year flood line,
the property is within the flood plain, and therefore staff requested .
the property be designated Impact Sensitive. He notes there is a study
underway to redefine this area, which study should be back to the Board
by the first of 1980. \

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Bates, the
Board of Supervisors tentatively indicates their intent to reclassify
Lakeside Subarea 35A to A-72; and refers Subarea 35A to the Department of
Planning and Land Use for the results of the flood plain study.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the'following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Bates, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors None
Supervisor Hedgecock is out of the room when the roll is called

No. 24

A representative of the Department of Planning and Land Use states
that staff recommendation for Lakeside Subarea 115X-2 is C-31, and the
property owner has agreed this is satisfactory.

The record shows receipt of requests to speak in favor of the
recommendation before the Board from the following individuals, although
they did not in fact orally address the Board: Michael D. Gay and
James and Paula Laird.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Eckert, the
Board of Supervisors tentatively indicates their intent to reclassify
Lakeside Subarea 115X-2 to C-31.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Bates, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors None
Supervisor Hedgecock abstains when the roll is called

Nos., 14-42
11/7/79
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Ne. 25 o S '_-: !

H. O, Story appears before the Board in opposition to the Planning
Commission recommendation to change the zone classification of Lakeside
‘Subarea from S$-87 to S-82. He states this change to allow extractive use
is a liability, and requests the Board reject a zone change.

A repreaentétive of the Department of Planning and Land Use
states S 82 1is extractive use regulation, He states there is a study
underway on extraction zoning, the result of which could make a change.

Following discussion, ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by
Supervisor Hedgecock, the Board of Supervisors tentatively indicates
their intent to reclassify Lakeside Subarea 165A to $-82.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock
NOES: Supervisors Bates, Eckert
ABSENT: Supervisors None

No., 26

———— s m——

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Bates, the
Board of Supervisors closes the hearing on Board of Supervisors initiated
Application R79-31, Lakeside, implementing the Regional Growth Management

Plan and amending the San Diego County General Plan 1990, GPA 79-01;

finds reclassification would not have a significant effect on the environ-
ment; certifies the Negative Declaration is complete and in compliance
with the provisions of California Environmental Quality Act; refers to
Department of Planning and Land Use Lakeside Subarea 32 for GPA study

and inclusion in GPA 80-01, and Lakeside Subarea 35A for results of the
flood plain study; and adopts Ordinance No. 5630 (New Series), as follows:

Nos. 14-42
11/7/79
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AN ORDINANCE CHANGING TIIE ZONING CLASSIFICATION OF
CERTAIN PROPERTY WITIIN THE LAKESIDE COMMUNITY PLAN.

ORDINANCE NO. 5630 (NEW SERIES)

The Board of Supervisors of the County of San Dicgo do ordain as follows:

*Section 1. The zoning classification of cortain real property is hereby changed as set
forth.hQrein, and as gencrally delincated on a map consisting of 2 sheet(s),
identified as Document No. 593749 » and as more precisely delineated on the Assessor

map set identificd as Document No. 593750 » @11 documents on file with the Clerk
of the Board of Supervisors of the County of San Diego, '

[DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS |

NEIGH- MAX |FLOOR
SUBAREA HOOD |DEN- LT BLDG. | FLOOR|AREA SET
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=0
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30 01d
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Section 9. This ordinance shall take cffect and be in force
‘thirty (30) days after the date of its passage; and before the
explration of fifteen (15) days after its passage, it shall be
pbulished once with the names of the members voting for and against
the same ‘in the Back Country Trader - . , a newspaper of
general circulation published in the County of San Diego. .

" PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of
San Diego State of California on this 7th day of Movember 1979 by the
following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Bates, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None :
ABSENT: Supervisors None

27

——— e sm—

The Board now considers Board of Supervisors initiated Applications
R79-19 and R79-71, roway Community rlan area.

The record shows receipt of a request to speak in favor of Poway
Subarea 205 from Jerold Goldberg, although he did not in fact orally
address the Board.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Hedgecock, seconded by Supervisor Moore,
the Board of Supervisors tentatively indicates their intent to reclassify
or retain existing zoning on all Subareas as shown:

Subarea A to R-U-15
B  to RU-29
Cc to R-R-1
E-1 .to A-70
E-2 to A-70
205 to R-R-1"

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors Nomne
ABSENT: Supervisors Bates

. 28

Clyde E. Rexrode appears before the Board in opposition to Planning
Commission recommendation on Poway Subarea D, and recommends density be
changed to .5 and lot size to 2 acres.

A representative of the Depaftment of Planning and Land Use states
Nos, 1l4-42
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The Department concurs with Mr, Rexrode's recommendation.

~ON MOTION of Supervisor Eckert, seconded by Supervisor Hedgecock,
the Board of Supervisors tentatively indicates their intent to reclassify

Poway Subarea D to R-R-0, changing the density to 0.5 and the lot size
to 2 acres.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Bates

No, 29

ON MOTION of Supervisor Hedgecock, seconded by Supervisor Moore,
the Board of Supervisors closes the hearing on Board of Svpervisors initiated
Applications R79-19 and R79-71, Poway, implementing the Regional Growth
Management Plan and amending the San Diego County General Plan' 1990,
GPA 79-01; finds reclassification would not have a gignificant effect on the
environment; certifies the Negative Declaration is complete and in compliance
with the provisions of California Environmental Quality Act; and adopts

Ordinance No. 5631 (New Series), as follows:

Nos. 14-42
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ORDINANCE NO. 5631  (NEW SERIES)

AN ORDINANCE CHANGING 'i‘llE ZONING CLASSIFICATION
"OF CERTAIN PROPERTY WITHIN Tl POWAY COMMUNITY PLAN.

The Board of Supervisors of the County of San Diego Do ordain as follows:

*Section 1, The zoning classification of certain real property is hereby changed as sct
forti herein, and as gencrally delincated on a map consisting of 1  sheet(s),
identificd as bocument No.593751 |, and as more precisely delinecated on the Assessor
map set identificd as Document No, 593752 , all documents on file with the Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors of tiie County of San Diego. '

[ DEVELOVHENT REGULATIONS |

NEL1GH- MAX FLOOR I ,SPEC.
SUBAREA 1HO0oD  [LEN- 07 8LDG. { FLOORJAREA iSET OPEN [AREA
SUMBER . REGS. |SITY SIZE TYPE | AREA {RATIO | HT. COVER‘BACK SPACE | REGS,

old 2,00 15399
New ‘ 14.5 0009

Old . “ 2 J\C
. 1 AC
Adew LUJv

0l1d VINIY
New , 1 AC

0ld . 8 AC
New 2 AC

Old 40 AC
New 4 AC

0l1d X 40 AC
New 4 AC

01d 20 AC
New : 1 AC

Nos. 14-42
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Section 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force
‘thirty (30) days after the date of its passage; and.before the
~expiration of fifteen (l5) days after itg passage, it shall be »
pbulished once with the names of the members voting for and against
the same in the Poway News Chieftain , @ newspaper of
general circulation published in the County of San Diego.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of
San Diego State of California on this 7th day of November 1979 by the
following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Bates

No. 30

The Board now considers Board of Supervisors iniated Applications
R79-20, Romona Community Plan area.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Eckert, seconded by Supervisor Moore, the
Board of Supervisors tentatively indicates their intent to retain existing

zoning on Subarea 23A, changing the density to .50 and the lot size to
2 acres.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Bates

No. 31

ON MOTION of Supervisor Eckert, seconded by Supervisor Moore, the
Board closes the hearing on Board of Supervisors initiated Application
R79-20, Ramona, implementing the Regional Growth Management Plan and
amending the San Diego County General Plan 1990, GPA 79-01; finds
reclassification would not have a significant effect on the environment;
certifies the Negative Declaration is complete and in compliance with
the provisions of California Environmental Quality Act; and adopts
Ordinance No. 5632 (New Series), as follows:

Nos., 14-42
11/7/79
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ORDINANCE NO, 5632 _ (NEW SERIES)

AN ORDINANCE CHANGING THE ZONING CLASSIFICATION
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY WITHIN THE RAMONA COMMUNITY PLAN AREA,

R79-20

The Board of Supervisors of the County of San Dicgo do ordain as follows:

*Section 1. The zoning classification of certain roal property is hercby changed as set
forth herein, and as more precisely delineated on the Assessor map consisting of one
sheet identified as Document No. 5937533 | 411 documents on file with the Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors of the County of San Dicgo.

| DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS |

RE1GH- MAX | FLOOR !SPECQ

SUBAREA USE HOOD  [DEN- 10T BLDG. | FLOOR[AREA !SET OPEN t AREA
NUABER REGS. REGS, (SITY SIZE TYPE AREA [RATIO | HT. COVER'BACK Sl’.-\CE’REGS.

A-70 .25 4 AC C
New A-70 .50 2 AC C

Section 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty(30) days
after the date of its passage; and, before the expiration of fifteen (15)
days after its passage, it shall be published once with the names of the
members voting for and against the same in the Ramona Sentinel, a newspaper
of general circulation published in the County of San Diego.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of

San Diego State of California on this 7th day of November 1979 by the
following vote:

AYES: Supervigsors Hamiltom, Moore, Hédgecock, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Bates

The Board now considers Board of Supervisors initiated Application
R79-21, Santee Community Plan area.

The record shows receipt of requests to speak in favor of the
recommendation before the Board from Ralph G, Monsees and Lelia Wood,
although these individuals did not in fact orally address the Board.
Nos. 14-42
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ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded b Super scke .
Boar? of Supervisors tentatively indicates theiryintzntvigozegizzgE% the
retain existing zoning on all Subareas as shown: | Y or

Subarea 24 to R=S-7
27A  to RU-15
31A to R-5-7
31C to R-
31D to R-
34E1 to A-
34E2 to R-
b4 to C-
45 to RU-15
46A to C-37
58 to C-36, density designator removed
76C to R-S-7
79 to C-36
82 to M-54
90A1 to C-32
90B to C-32
90C to RU-29
90E to R~V-15, lot size 10 AC
90F to RU-15
90G to RU-15
91A to C-32
93A to C-32
93B to RU-29
95A to R-S5-4
97 to RU-29
101 to S-94
109 to R-S-7
112 to A-70
113 to A-70
114 to A-70
117A to A-70
117B to A-70
117C to A-70
118 to A-70

7
7 .

2
]

density designator removed

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None

ABSENT: Supervisors Bates

Nos. 14-42
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No. 33

Richard E. Alvord, American Development Corporation, appears
before the Board in favor of the Planning Commission recommendation on
Santee Subarea 31B. -

ON MOTION of Supervisor Hedgecock, seconded by Supervisor Moore,
the Board tentatively indicates their intent to reclassify Santee Subarea
31B to RU-29,

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Bates

No. 34

Pat V. Thomas appears before the Board in opposition to the Planning
Commission recommendation on Santee Subareas 48A, 48B, 49A, requesting
information on the flood plain line, noting her preference for two acre
designation and a height 1limit of four stories.

A representative of the Department of Planning and Land Use
explains the recommendation using displayed staff exhibits.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Eckert, seconded by Supervisor Moore, the
Board of Supervisors tentatively indicates their intent to reclassify
Santee Subareas 48A to C-36, 48B to A-70, density .125, lot size 8 acres,
and 49A to C-36, density 29,

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Bates

Supervisor Hedgecock is out of the room when the roll is called

No. 35

A member of the Board suggests that since the Board previously
recommended Santee Subarea 78 be referred to staff for GPA study, that
the zoning be left as is today but direct staff to meet with committee
on mobilehomes.

Sam Elick appears before the Board stating that a problem has
existed from the beginning since Santee Subarea 78 has been advertised as
Nos. 14-42
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Urban Reéidential, therefore it could not be addressed as commercial,
an opportunity he 1is seeking. '

) T
*

A member of the Board cites certain previous direction to staff,
asking why the advertising did not include commercial mention thereto.

E. T. Woodie Miller, Santee Citizens Planning Committee, appears
before the Board clarifying that the Planning Committee hearings in

August contained no mention of zoning, other than what is being considered
today.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Hedgecock,
the Board of Supervisors tentatively indicates their intent to reclassify
Santee Subarea 78 to R-V-15, and refers to staff to study commercial
zoning and inclusion in GPA 80-01, the advertisement thereof to mertion
commercial consideration,

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Bites

No. 36

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Eckert, the
Board of Supervisors closes the hearing on Board of Supervisors initiated
Application R79-21, Santee, implementing the Regional Growth Management
Plan and amending the San Diego County General Plan 1990, GpPA 79-01;
finds in accordance with the Environmental Planning Division letter dated
August 21, 1979 that the Santee Community Plan Environmental Impact Report
adequately addresses the environmental impacts associated with zoning
implementation; refers Santee Subarea 78 to Department of Planning and
Land Use to study commercial zoning and inclusion in GPA 80-01, the
advertisement thereof to mention commercial consideration; and adopts
Ordinance No., 5633 (New Series), as follows:

Nos. 14-42
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_ ORDINANCE NO. 5633  (NEW SERIES)

AN ORDINANCE CHANGING THE ZONING CLASSIFICATION
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY WITHIN THE SANTEE COMMUNITY
PLAN, .

The Board of Supervisors of the County of San Diego do ordain as follows:

*Section 1. The zoning classification of certain real property is hereby changed

as set forth herein, and as generally delincated on a map consisting of 4 .-
sheet(s), identified as Document No. 293754 » and as more precisely delincated -
on the Assessor map set identificd as Document No. 593755 , all documents on
file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of San Diego,

["DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS |

' NE1GH- MAX | FLOOR , . ,sm}c.
SUBAREA 10D LOT BLDG. | FLOOR|AREA SET | OPEK {AREA
NUMBER . | recs. S1zE | TYPE | AREA |RATIO | HT. cove,nlmcx SPACE | REGS.

Old
New

01d R-V=-15
New RU-15

0ld R-R-2
New R-S-7

0ld R-R-2
New RU-29

0ld R-R-2
New R-S-7

Old R-R-2
New R=S-7

01d R=R-1
New A-70

L O Ok 0L O 00 OO

0ld R-R-.25
New (P)R-R-2

<

0id C-36
New c-36

Ol1d R-V-15
New  RU-15

o0 pO
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]| DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS |

| NEIGH- ' I ‘MAX  |FLOOR T I P
SUBAREA - HOOD |DEN- LoT BLDG. | FLOOR[AREA OPEN |AREA -
NUSBER REGS. [SITY | SIZE | TYPE | AREA |RATIO |HT. SPACE: REGS. -

464 0Old 14.5 6000

New - -

E- - 00 MO
o0 00 OO OO0

0 > 7 aNe)
D O < <>

-2 <

L
Q
L
L
Q
Q
Q
Q
K
Q
Q
A
Q
Q
Q
T
Q
I

X Tw

0l1d
New

01d
New

01d
New

Lo >0 OO0 O L0
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| L FLOGR | | s-f ops:\igi
£/ T LOT REA | | |SET - ' [AREA
SUBAREA USE - HOOD |DEN- BLDG, |. FLOOR|A

| | TY sREA [RAT10 | HT.|COVER{BAC)K | SPACE!REGS.
NUMEER REGS. | REGS.|[SITY| Sl F\PE" AREA | RATL T

906G Old R-V-15
New  RU-15

91A 0Old R-S-7
New C-32

93A&B 0ld Various
93A New (C-32
93B New RU-29

95A 01d R-R-1
New R-S-4

97 0l1d R-V-15
New RU-29

Old Various
New S-94

0ld M-52
New R-S-7

Old A-72
New A-70

01d Various
New A-70

0ld Various
New A-70

0ld Various
New A-70

01d Various
New A-70

01d Various
New A-70'

01d VariouQ
New A-70
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Section 2, This ordinance shall take effect and be in force
‘thirty (30) days after the date of its passage; and.before the
expiration of fifteen (15) days after its passage, it shall be .
pbulished once with the names of the members voting for and against
the same in the Back Country Trader . , a newspaper of
general circulation published in the County of San Diego.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of
San Diego State of California on this 7th day of November 1979 by the
following vote: _

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Bates

No. 37

The Board of Supervisors now considers Board of Supervisors initiated
Application R79-22, Sweetwater Community Plan area.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Eckert, the
Board of Supervisors tentatively indicates their intent to reclassify or
retain the existing zoning on all Subareas as shown:
Subarea 4 to
11 to
12 to
23 to
27F2 to
27L to
28 to
32 to
34 to
35 to

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Bates

No. 38

Charles D. Smith, representing several property owners, appears
before the Board in opposition to the Planning Commission recommendation
on Sweetwater Subarea 7A, He states the subarea consists of 17,000 square
feet of property located at the southeast corner of 805 and Bonita Road,
surrounded by commercial zoning. He requests the Board refer this matter

Nos. 14-42
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to staff for study ahd inclusion in GPA 80-01,

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Eckert, the
Board of Supervisors refers Sweetwater Subarea 7A to staff for. GPA study
and inclusion in GPA 80-01.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervilsors Hamilton, Moore, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Hedgecock and Bates

No. 39

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Eckert, the
Board of Supervisors closes the hearing on Board of Supervisors initiated |
Application R79-22, Sweetwater, implementing the Regional Growth Management
Plan and amending the San Diego County General Plan 1990, GPA 79-01; finds
reclassification would not have a significant effect on the environment;
certifies the Negative Declaration is complete and in compliance with the
provisions of California Environmental Quality Act; ..nd adopts Ordinance
No., 5634 (New Series), as follows:

Nos. 14-42
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ORDINANCE NO., 5634 (NEW SERIES})

AN ORDINANCE CHANGING TUE ZONING CLASSIFICATION
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY WITHIN THE SWEETWATER COMMUNITY
PLAN AREA,

The Board of Supervisors of the County of San Dicgo do ordain as follows:

*Section 1. The zoning classification of certain real property is hereby changed as set
forth horein, and as‘generally delincated on a map consisting of one sheet, identified

as Document No, 593756 » and as more precisely delincated on the Assessor map set
identified as PDocument No. 593757 » all documents on file with the Clerk of the Board
of Supervisors of the County of San Diego. -

[ﬁUﬁVELOPHﬁNT REGULATIONS]

NE1GH- HAX FLOOR 5‘ igfi.
) : H e [ : )h\" -:-l
BARE/S 1100D |DhEN- LOT BLDG, | FLOOR|AREA N 'SLT' h
iggﬁLR\ REGS. |SITY SIZE TYPE AREA |RATIO | UT. COVER‘BACL SPACE REGS.

O1d C-36 -
New C-32 3000

0ld A-70
New S-80

Old A-70
New 5-80

Old R=-R=-2
New R-R-1

01d R-R-1
New R-R-2

0l1d A-70
New S-80

0ld §-90
New C-306

0ld R-S-4
Now 5-80

01d Various
New S-94

Old Various
New S~y
Nos. 14-42
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Section 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force
thirty (30) days after the date of its passage; and before the
expiration of fifteen (15) days after its passage, it shall be
pbulished once with the names of the members voting for and against
the same in the Chula Vista Star News . , & newspaper of
general circulation published in the County of San Diego.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of

San Diego State of California on this 7th day of November 1979 by the
following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervigors Hedgecock, Bates

No. 40

L ]

The Board of Supervisors now considers the Board of Supervisors
initiated Application R79-30, Valle de Oro Community Plan area.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Eckert, the
Board of Supervisors tentatively indicates their intent to reclassify or
retain the existing zoning on all Subareas as shown:

Subarea 3B to R-V-15
12 to
24 to
26 to
27 to
43A to
45 to
49 to
51 to
56 to
58A to
58B to
58C to
60A to
60B to
67 to
70 to
71 to
97 to

100B to
106 to
107 to
109 to
119 to

] LI I
BOPDAOOLONGNODAOO
]

1
W WIS

i
MNP
D \O

P OO NO OO

[

R
R
R
R
R
R
R
S
R
R
R~
R
R
R
C
C
C
S
C
S
S
R
A

'
~Nw~NAoopoLoDLWLWWLWCC

o
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Subarea 130 to C-36
131 to C-36
133 to $-94
134 to S-94
135 to C-36
136  to R-S-7
137 to S-94

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Hedgecock, Bates

No, 41

Doris Campbell appears before the Board addressing Valle de Oro
Subarcea 110, stating that two of her three parcels located in Jamul are
to be relocated to Valle de Oro.

A representative of the Department of Planning and Land Use states
they are aware of the situation, and that they will be putting those two
certain parcels into Valle de Oro during the hearings to be held in
December 1979,

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Eckert, the
Board of Supervisors tentatively indicates their intent to reclassify
Valle de Oro Subarea 110 to A-70.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Hedgecock, Bates

No. 42

ON MOTION of Supervisor Moore, seconded by Supervisor Eckert, the
Board of Supervisors closes the hearing on Board of Supervisors initiated
Application R79-30, Valle de Oro, implementing the Regional Growth Management
Plan and amending the San Diego County General Plan 1990, GPA 79-01; finds
reclassification would not have a significant effect on the environment;
certifies the Negative Declaration is complete and in compliance with the
provisions of California Environmental Quality Act; and adopts Ordinance
No. 5635 (New Series), as follows:

Nos, 14-42
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'ORDINANCE NO. 5635 (NEW SERIES)

. AN ORDINANCE CHANGING THE ZONING CLASSIFICATION
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY WITHEN THE VALLE DE ORO
'COMMUNITY PLAN AREA.

The Board of Supervisors of the County of San Diego do ordain as follows:

*Scction 1. The zoning classification of certain real property is hereby changed as set
forth herein, and as gencrally delincated on a map consisting,of one sheet, identified

as Document No.593758 |, and as more precisely delincated on the Assessor map sct
ldentificd as Document No. 593759 » all documents on file with the Clerk of the Board
of Suporvisors of the County of San Diego,

[ DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS |

NE1GH- MAX | FLoOR !_ i !iggi.

' N “LOOR | AREA SET ‘N |ARE
SUBAREA : HOOD {DEN- | LOT BLDG. | FLOORARE I PG D L
SUMBER :GS. ReGS. Is1TY | sizE | TYPE | AREA |RATIO |uT. COVLR'Ban |SIALh,REhS.

6000
6000

2 AC
6000

10000
6000

8 AC
6000

8 AC
6000

40 AC
15000

.S AC
6000

1 AC
15000
15000

Q
Q
K
Q
Q
Q
U
Q
U
Q
K
Q
J
Q
J
Q
Q

2,5 AC
2 AC
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N T“DEVELO?Mssr REGULATIONS] e

| - NEiGa; o | max |Fuoor | | ‘s % bé . s;gi;

: ' 00D |[nDEN- LoT BLDG. | FLOOR|AREA | ET- | OPEN |AREA .
fﬂﬁfﬁﬁ“ 2225' gscs. 1Ty | S12E | TYPE | AREA {RATIO | HT. COVER,BACK spacsinacs.
l SUD . | | | , :

$6  0ld R-R-2
(P)R-5-4
New R-R-2

Old R-R-2
(P)R-S-4
New R-R=-2

O L O
oo (2 B2 W]

0ld R-R-2
(P)R-S-4
New R-S§-4

01d R-R-2
(P)R-5-4
New R-R-2

Ll OO
CcOn sNoNe) aQOnOo o000

0ld R-5-4
New R-U-29

oo (2NN~ (2R >N»)

0

0ld R-S-4
New R-U-29

0
(W]

0ld R-S-4
New C-36

0ld R-U-29
New C-37

-

0ld R-U-29
New C-30

O0l1d S-90
New S-80
0l1d S-90
New C-37

Q
Q
Q
Q
Q C G
Q T G
Q G
R P
Q
Q
K
U

.00 S
12> N~ W p

0ld
New

me A=
o Yo
Yo

0ld
New

7 G

Old

L
0a oo oo
o0 OO OO0 oo

[ ol

0o
(R 2]

. Page36o0f 37




-

[DEVELOPHERT REGULATIONS | | ~ i L

NE1GH- | MAX  |FLOOR | SPEC..
DEN- LOT BLDG. | FLOOR [AREA SET [OPEN [AREA
‘ TYPE | ARSA |RATIO | HT.[COVERBACK stcsiR;cs,

SUBAREA USE HOOD
NUMBER REGS. REGS. |SITY S1ZE

130 R~5-4 4.35
C-36 40

131 R-S-7 7.26
C-36 40

133 Various -
S-94

134 Various
S-94

135 R-S-7
C-36

136

Various
$-94

Section 2, This ordinance shall take effect and be in force
‘thirty (30) days after the date of its passage; and.before the
expiration of fifteen (15) days after its passage, it shall be _
pbulished once with the names of the members voting for and against
the same in the Spring Valley Bulletin , a newspaper of
general circulation published in the County of San Diego.

PASSED AWD ADOPYLD by the Board of Supervisors of the County of
San Diego State of California on this 7th day of November 1979 by the
following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Hedgecock, Bates
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No. 43

- This being the time gset for hearing and evidence being on file
that due and proper notice has been given as required by law; and the
Chairman having stated there is a request for continuance, there being
no objections; ON MOTION of Supervisor Hamilton, seconded by Supervisor
Moore, the Board continues until November 21, 1979, 9:00 a.m,, the
hearing on Board of Supervigsors initiated Applications R79-23, South
Carlsbad, R79-25, Encinitas, R79-26, Leucadia, implementing the Regional
Growth Management Plan and amending San Diego County General Plan 1990,
GPA 79-01.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Hedgecock, Bates

No. 43
11/7/79
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The Board recesses until 2:00 p.m.

The Board reconvenes at 2:15 p.m., Supervisors Hamilton, Moore and
Eckert being present; Supervigsors Hedgecock and Bates being absent,

Precedes No. 44
Ll[7/79
-3g/sbp




At 2:20 p.m,, Supervisof'Hedgecock enters and takes his place on the
Board. _

Precedes No. 44
11/7/79
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No. 44

On July 25, 1979, Board Order No. 15, the Board continued until
November 7, 1979 at 9:00 a.m, the hearing on Manuel Y. Rodriquez
Application P77-66 for a major use permit to operate a borrow pit,
sand and rock processing operation and concrete batch plant,

Borvego Springs area, and evidence being on file that due and
proper notice of hearing has been given as required by law; the
matter is now called up. \

There is presented to the Board = letter from the Planning
Comnission concerning the Manuel Y. Rodriquez Application P77-66
for a major use permit and recommending, with the concurrence of
the Department of Plauning and Land Use, denial, Board of Supervisors
Document: No. 586793, o -

There also is presented to the Board a letter from William
C. Erickson, Dircctor of Clark Lake Radio Observatory concerning
the borrow operation and stating that an agreement has been
reached with Mr. Rodriquez whereby he will control and suppress
any electromagnetic interfercnce should it occur, Board of Super-
visors Document Mo. 593481.

A representative of the Department of Planning and Land Use
reviews background information, using a map with the plant site
outlined in blue, Staff Exhibit No. 1, Board of Sup2rvisors Document:
Mo. 593613, seven photographs mounted on pink background, Staff
Exhibit No. 2, Board of Supervisors Document No.593614, a series
of photographs of the borrow pit mounted on white background,

Staff Exhibit No. 3, RBoard of Supervisors Document No,593611 , and a
group series of photographs of the operations , Staff Exhibit Wo. 4
Board of Supervisors Document No. 563612, He states that the
Planning Commission recommended denial bascd on a strictly compati-
bility fiunding rather than on the operation of the facility and that
the observatory has withdrawn their objection following an agrecment
reached between the observatory and the applicant, 7The matter would
need to be referred back to staff to allow for a review of the
agreement and to prepare the necessary findings.

y

A representative of the Envirvonmental Analysis Division identi-
Fies seven major issues, stating that effective mitigation is depend-
ent upon proper application of radio suppressant devices and immedi-
ate shutdown of the borrow operation if it interferes with the
radio quiet needed by the obsexvatory.
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Dr. William C. Erickson, representing the University of Maryland
and the Clark Radio Observatory, appears before the Board and reviews.
the primary Yeason for objecting to the borrow pit operation as being
doubtful of the legal enforcement and the length of time which would
be required to enforce shutdown should problems arise due to radio
- frequency interference from the operation. Since yesterday, an agree-
ment with the operators has been signed which should give them suffi-
cient protection.

During discussion it is noted that the matter should be referred
back to the Department of Planning and Land Use in order for them
to read the agreement and if necessary, to add conditions relative
to the enforcement and make further findings.

M. Steven Andersen, representing the applicant, states there
is no objection to a continuance.

The record shows receipt of requests to speak from Bruce McIntyre
and Manuel Y. Rodriquez, although they did not in fact address the
Board.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Eckert, seconded by Supervisor Hamilton,
the Board of Supervisors continues to November 28, 1979 at 9:00 a.m.,
the hearing on Manuel Y. Rodriquez Application P77-66 for major use
permit to operate a borrow pit, sand and rock processing operation
and concrete batch plant, Borrego Springs area for staff to review
the agreement between Clark.T.ake Radio (bservatory and the applicant
and to make the necessary findings.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore and Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisor Bates
Supervisor Hedgecock abstains
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No. 45

This being the time set for hearing on the proposed amendment
to Underground Utility District 41, Frontage Road, 1-15 and Highway 76,
extending boundary approximately 700.00 feet northerly of Pala Mesa
Drive, Fallbrook area, and evidence being on file that due and proper
notice of hearing has been given as required by law; the matter is
now called up.

There is presented to the Board a letter from the Director of.
Transportation concerning the proposed amendment to Underground Utility
District 41 and recommending that the Resolution of Intention be
adopted and a date set for hearing, find that Frontage Road is cate-
gorically exempt from the Initial Study Requirement of the Environ-
mental Review Process; and adopt the ordinance establishing,

Board of Supervisors Document No. 591778.

There are no protests, either written or oral, and all interested
persons having had an opportunity to be heard; and it appears from
the records in the proceedings that all action required by the Planning
and Zoning Law and by The Zoning Ordinance have been had and taken.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Hamilton, seconded by Supervisor Eckert,
the Board of Supervisors closes the hearing on the proposed amendment
to Underground Utility District 41, Frontage Road, 1-15 and Highway 76,
extending boundary approximately 700.00 feet northerly of Pala Mesa
Drive, Fallbrook area and adopts Ordinance No. 5636 (New Series)
entitled: _

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 89.2 42.TO THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY

CODE OF REGULATORY ORDINANCES TO FORM'AN UNDERGROUND UTILITY

DISTRICT ON FRONTAGE ROAD, HIGHWAY I-15 AT HIGHWAY 76

UNDERGROUND UTILITY DISTRICT NUMBER 41 AMENDED

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock and Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None '
ABSENT: Supervisor Bates
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No. 46

This being time set for hearing on appeal of Director of Planning
and Land Use, with concurrence of the Department of Transportation
from decision of Board of Planning and Zoning Appeals overruling
Director of Planning and Land Use decision and modifying conditions
of approval concerning Conditions A (Access), C(Road Dedications),

D (Road Easements), E (Road Improvements/Public), and F (Road Improve-
ments/Private), applicant Robert Le Mond, Tentative Parcel Map 15982,
Bonsall area, and evidence being on file that due and proper notice

of hearing has been given as required by law; the matter is now

called up.

There is presented to the Board a letter from the Director of
Planning and Land Use concerning the appeal and secommending that the
Board find not subject to environmental review process, review procedure
utilized by the Staff in determining that higher levels of improvements
were appropriate for this type of development and advise the Staff if
such procedure should continue to be followed or should be modified,
and review the action of the Board of Planning and Zoning Appeals
and determine if level of improvements are appropriate in this case
and deny the appeal; or grant appeal and sustain the requirements
imposed by the Department of Planning and Land Use, Board of Super-
visors Document No. 592412,

There is on file a letter to the Board of Supervisors addressed
to Supervisor Eckert regarding the standards applied to this project
from Robert W. LeMond, Board of Supervisors Document No. 592950,

A representative of the Department of Planning and Land Use
gives background information regarding the four acre lots in these
three minor subdivisions that are a part of seven applications filed
by the same engineer, creating a number of lots most of which take
their primary access off of Via Maria Elena. The existing paved road
is twenty feet wide and he explains that the Department of Planning
and Land Use and the Department of Transportation asked for the maximum
level of road improvements required in the minor subdivision process;
i. e., an increase of the road width by 24 to 28 feet, an improved
alignment for sight distances, and cul de sacs for turnaround of
fire apparatus requested by the Fire'District. The Board of Planning
and Zoning Appeals rejected both the maximum requirements and the
possibility of interim level improvements and recommended improve-
ments to a width of twenty- four feet of the road.
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staff Exhibit 1, a large beige map, Board of Supervisors Document
No. 593609; staff Exhibit No. 2, a two pleced map, Board of Supervisors
Document No. 593608; Staff Exhibit No. 5, a blue lined map, Board of
Supervisors Document No. 593606; and Staff Exhibit 6, four black and
white 8 x 11 photos, Board of Supervisors Document No. 593607 are
presented. '

A representative of the Department of Transportation states that
their mailn concern is the alignment of the road and its lack of sight
distances.

Art Thompson, representing the applicants, appears before the
Board in concurrence with the decision of the Board of Planning and |
Zoning Appeal, stating that it is a compromising and equitable solution.

Thure Stedt, the engineer representing Buck, McCarty and Associates,
appears before the Board and states that a study conducted of the road
widths in the Fallbrook area reveals an average width of 20.6 feet and
an average traffic count of 2,500 trips per day. Public Exhibit No. 1,
three black and white 8 x 11 photographs, Board of Supervisors Document
No. 593808 and Public Exhibit No. 2, a map of the study, Board of
Supervisors Document No. 593615 are presented.

There are requests to speak in favor of the proposal from
B. R. Dean, Robert W. Le Mond, Jack Lypps, James F. Riley and Vince
Ross, although they did not in fact address the Board.

During discussion it is noted that these lots under consideration
are over 2% acres, which it is felt should be the breaking point when
a reference is made regarding requirements imposed on traffic levels,
alignments and maintenance of roads between suburban neighborhoods as
opposed to rural neighborhoods. .

ON MOTION of Supervisor Hamilton, seconded by Supervisor Eckert,
the Board of Supervisors closes the hearing on the appeal of the
Director of Planning and Land Use, with concurrence of the Department
of Transportation from decision of the Board of Planning and Zoning
Appeals overruling the Director of Planning and Land Use decision
and modifying conditions of approval concerning Conditions A (Access),
C (Road Dedications), D (Road Easements), E (Road Improvements/Public),
and F (Road Improvements/Private), applicant Robert Le Mond, Tentative
Parcel Map 15982, Bonsall area; denies the appeal and upholds the
decision of the Board of Planning and Zoning Appeals.
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Roll call on the fdregding‘motioh results in the’following vote:-

AYES: Supervisors Hahilton; Moore; Hedgecock and Eckert

NOES: Supervisors None 4 |
ABSENT: Supervisor Bates ' |
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No. 47

This being the time set for hearing on appeal of Director of
Planning and Land Use, with concurrence of the Department of Trans- :
portation from the decision of the Board of Planning and Zoning Appeals
overruling the Director of Planning and Land Use decision and modifying
conditions of approval concerning Conditions A (Access), C (Road Dedi-
cations), D (Road Easements), E (Road Improvements/Public), F (Road
Improvements/Private), and K-4 (Other requirements), applicant Jack
Lypps, Tentative Parcel Map 16017, Bonsall area, and evidence being on
file that due and proper notice of hearing has been given as required
by law; the matter is now called up. |

There is presented to the Board a letter from the Director of
Planning and Land Use concerning the appeal and recommending that the
Board find not subject to environmental review Process, review procedure
utilized by the Staff in determining that higher levels of improvements
were appropriate for this type of development and advise the Staff if
such procedure should continue to be followed or should be modified,
and review the action of the Board of Planning and Zoning Appeals and
determine if the level of improvements are appropriate in this case
and deny the appeal; or grant the appeal and sustain the requirements
imposed by the Department of Planning and Land Use, Board of Super-
visors Document No. 592412, '

A representative of the Department of Planning and Land Use
gives background information regarding the four acre lots in these
three minor subdivisions that are a part of seven applications filed
by the same engineer, creating a number of lots most of which take
their primary access off of Via Maria Elena. The existing paved road
1s twenty feet wide and he explains that the Department of Planning
and Land Use and the Department of Transportation asked for the maximum
level of road improvements required in the minor subdivision process;
i. e., an increase of the road width by 24 to 28 feet, an improved
alignment for sight distances, and cul de sacs for turnaround of
fire apparatus requested by the Fire District. The Board of Planning
and Zoning Appeals rejected both the maximum requirements and the
possibility of interim level improvements and recommended improve-
ments to a width of twenty-four feet of the road.
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staff Exhibit 1, a large beige map, Board of Supervisors Document
No. 593609; staff Exhibit No. 2, a two pieced map, Board of Supervisors
Document No. 593608; staff Exhibit No. 4, a blue lined map, Board of
Supervisors Document No. 593605; and Staff Exhibit 6, four black and

white 8 x 11 photographs, Board of Supervisors Document No. 593607
are presented.

A representative of the Department of Transportation states that
their main concern 1s the alignment of the road and its lack of sight
distances.

Art Thompson, representing the applicants, appears before the
Board in concurrence with the decision of the Board of Planning. and
Zoning Appeals, stating that it is a compromising and equitable solution.

Thure Stedt, the engineer representing Buck, McCarty and Associates,
appears before the Board and states that a study conducted of the road
widths in the Fallbrook area reveals an average width of 20.6 feet and
an average traffic count of 2,500 trips per day. Public Exhibit No. 1,
three black and white 8 x 11 photographs, Board of Supervisors Document
No. 593808 and Public Exhibit No. 2, a map of the study, Board of
Supervisors Document No. 593615 are_presented.

There are requests to speak in favor of the proposal from
B. R. Dean, Robert W. Le Mond, Jack Lypps, James F. Riley and Vince
Ross, although they did not in fact address the Board.

During discussion it is noted that these lots under consideration
are over 2% acres, which it is felt should be the breaking point when
a reference is made regarding requirements imposed on traffic levels,
alizuaments and maintenance of roads between suburban neighborhoods as
opposed to rural neighborhoods.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Hamilton, seconded by Supervisor Eckert,
the Board of Supervisors closes the hearing on the appeal of the
Director of Planning and Land Use, with concurrence of the Department
of Transportation from the decision of the Board of Planning and Zoning
Appeals overruling the Director of Planning and Land Use decision
and modifying conditions of approval concerning Conditions A (Access),
C (Road Dedications), D (Road Easements), E (Road Improvements/Public),
and F (Road Improvements/Private), and K-4 (Other requirements),
applicant Jack Lypps, Tentative Parcel Map 16017, Bonsall area; denies

the agpeal and upholds the decision of the Board of Planning and Zoning
Appeals.
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"Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisdrs Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock and Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisor Bates
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No. 48

This being the time set for hearing on appeal of Director of
Planning and Land Use, with concurrence of the Department of Trans-
portation fyom the decision of the Board of Planning and Zoning Appeals
overruling the Director of Planning and Land Use decision and modifying
conditions of approval concerning Conditions C (Road Dedications),

- D (Road Easaments), E (Road Improvements/Public), and F (Road Improve-
ments/Private), applicant John F. McGinnis, Tentative Parcel Map
15981, Bonsall area, and evidence being on file that due and proper
notice of hearing has been given as required by law; the matter is

now called up, |

There is presented to the Board a letter from the Director of
Planning and Land Use concerning the appeal and recommending that the
Board find not subject to environmental review process, review proce-
dure utilized by the Staff in determining that higher levels of improve-
ments were appropriate for this type of development and advise the
Staff if such procedure should continue to be followed or should be
modified, and review the action of the Board of Planning and Zoning
Appeals and determine 1f the level of improvements are appropriate
in this case and deny the appeal; or grant the appeal and sustain the
requirements imposed by the Department of Planning and Land Use,
Board of Supervisors Document No. 592412.

There also is presented to the Board a telegram from John McGinnis

regarding the road improvements, Board of Supervisors Document No.
593478.

A representative of the Department of Planning and Land Use
gives background information regarding the four acre lots in these
three minor subdivisions that are a part of seven applications filed
by the same engineer, creating a number of lots most of which take
their primary access off of Via Maria Elena. The existing paved road
is twenty feet wide and he explains that the Department of Planning
and Land Use and the Department of Transportation asked for the maximum
level of road improvements required in the minor subdivision process;
1. e., an increase of the road width by 24 to 28 feet, an improved
alignment for sight distances, and cul de sacs for turnaround of
fire apparatus requested by the Fire District. The Board of Planning
and Zoning Appeals rejected both the'maximum requirements and the
possibility of interim level improvements and recommended improve-
ments to a width of twenty-four feet of the road.

No. 48

11/7/79

jtg

Page 1 of 3 pages




e R T N R I

RN ‘,"‘X“ L

staff Exhibit 1, a large beige map, Board of Supervisors Document
No. 593609; Staff Exhibit No. 2, a two pieced map, Board of Supervisors
Document No. 593608; staff Exhibit No. 3, a blue lined map, Board of
Supervisors Document No. 593605; and Staff Exhibit 6, four black and
white 8 x 11 photographs, Board of Supervisors Document No. 593607
are presented. : \

A representative of the Department of Transportation states that
their main concern is the alignment of the road and its lack of sight
distances.

Art Thompson, representing the applicants, appears before the
Board in concurrence with the decision of the Board of Planning and
Zoning Appeals, stating that it is a compromising and equitable solution.

Thure Stedt, the engineer representing Buck, McCarty and Associates,
appears before the Board and states that a study conducted of the road
widths in the Fallbrook area reveals an average width of 20.6 feet and
an average traffic count of 2,500 trips per day. Public Exhibit No. 1,
three black and white 8 x 11 photographs, Board of Supervisors Document
No. 593808 and Public Exhibit No. 2, a map of the study, Board of
Supervisors Document No. 593615 are presented.

There are requests to speak id favor of the proposal from
B. R. Dean, Robert W, Le Mond, Jack Lypps, James F. Riley and Vince
Ross, although they did not in fact address the Board.

During discussion it is noted that these lots under consideration
are over 2% acres, which it is felt should be the breaking point when
a reference is made regarding requirements imposed on traffic levels,
alignments and maintenance of roads between suburban neighborhoods as
opposed to rural neighborhoods.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Hamilton, seconded by Supervisor Eckert,
the Board of Supervisors closes the hHearing on the appeal of the
Director of Planning and Land Use, with concurrence of the Department
of Transportation from the decision of the Board of Planning and Zoning
Appeals overruling the Director of Planning and Land Use decision and
modifying conditions of approval concerning Conditions C (Road Dedi-
cations), D (Road Easements), E (Road Improvements/Public), and F
(Road Improvements/Private), applicant John F. McGinnis, Tentative
Parcel Map 15981, Bonsall area; denies the appezl and upholds the
decision of the Board of Planning and Zoning Appeals.
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Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:
AYES ;
NOES:
ABSENT:

Supervisors Hamilton, Moore, Hedgecock and Eckert
Supervisors None

Supervisor Bates
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At 3:24 p.m.,ASupervisor Hedgecock is excused from the meeting.
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No. 49

On October 24, 1979, Board Order No. 3, the Board of_SuPerVisors o

continued until November 7, 1979 at 9:00 a.m., the hearing on the _
proposed suit in eminent domain for acquisition of real property for .
construction to correct the bridge piling erosion damage and restora-
tion of natural channel area at Magnolia Avenue Bridge, Santee areaj
parcel Nos. 79-0673A and B, Frederic B. Walker, Jr., et al; owners
having been notified and statement of acts supporting finding being
on file; and evidence being on file that due and proper notice of
hearing has been given as required by law, the matter is now called
up. -

A representative of the Department of Transportation reviews the
background information noting that erosion has exposed up to six feet
-of bridge piling. le uses an erosion study map, Staff Exhibit No. 1,
Board of Supervisors Document No. 593610 and states that Dr. Howard
chang of San Diego State University has recommended that there be a
span of three hundred feet free from any rock and sand extraction
preserved from the bridge downstream.

During discussion Supervisor Hedgecock asks the staff to review
the permit or permits relative to sand extraction and to report as
to the damage to the Magnolia Avenue Bridge and whether it has been
primarily caused by the sand exyraction and, if so, what legal
remedies arc available to the County.

Dr. Howard Chang, appears before the Board and .reaffirms that
the primary cause of the erosion is the sand extraction,- )

Frederic B. Walker, representing the owners of the property,
appears before the Board in opposition, stating that the County
does not need the full amount of land requested and that there is
150,000 cubic yards of sand still there which will be a loss of
income to the owners if sold. He states there is no objection to
the sale of 40 feet of land.

Bryan Gerstel, representing Frederic B. Walker, et al, requests

that the date of November 28, 1979 be chosen as the next hearing date
to consider the matter. ' '
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There 18 a reqﬁést to speak from Robert Burkett in oppdsitioh
to the proposal, although he did not in fact address the Board.

ON MOVION of Supervisor lamilton, seconded by Supervisor Moore,
the Board of Supexvisors contilnues to November 28, 1979 at 9:00 a.m,.
the hearing on the proposed suit in eminent domain for acquisition .
of real property for construction to correct bridge piling erosion
damage and restoration of natural channel area at Magnolia Avenue
Bridge, Santeewarea;tParcelbes§f79#067A,and-B;:Frédefic’Bl'waikéf;'4'
Jr., et al; and requests staff to review the permit for sand extraction
and to report as to the damage to-the Magnolia Avenue bridge and
whether it has been primarily caused by the sand extraction, the need
to purchase all or part of the 260 feet downstream of the Magnolia
Avenue Bridge, to review Dr. Chang's report and to recommend
conditions needed to protect the bridge if the proposed purchase is
not consummated,

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore and Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Hedgecock and Bates
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| No. 50

| This being the time set for hearing on Mr. and Mrs. W. E. Ladd
Application for modification of Major Use Permit P68-60W3 to expand
existing mobilehome park from 48 to 64 spaces, Rancho Ramona Mobile
Home Park, 1537 H Street, Ramona area; and evidence is on file that

due and proper notice of hearing has been given as required by law;
the matter is now called up. ‘

There is presented to the Board a letter from the Planning
Commission transmitting the application and recommending, with the
concurrence of the Department of Planning and Land Use, that the
Board find the Negative Declaration remains complete and in com-
pliance with the California Environmental Quality Act, and grant
the modification of Major Use Permit, as per plot plan dated

March 16, 1979, subject to conditions, Board of Supervisors Docu-
ment No, 590134.

There also is presented to the Board a letter from Arlene Shishido
recommending that the expansion be allowed on the existing mobilehome
park, Board of Supervisors Document No. 593456.

A representative of the Department of Planning and Land Use
gives background information and history regarding the applicant's
appealing the conditions relative to a lien contract for improvements,
using Staff Exhibit No. 1, a blue line plot plan, Board of Supervisors
Document No.594224 and Staff Exhibit No. 2, a series of mounted
photographs, Board of Supervisors Document No.594225.

A representative of the Department of Transportation informs

the Board these conditions apply to a lien contract for future
improvements.

Mrs. W. E. Ladd appears before the Board and states she does not
see the need for the street light requirement and the necessity for
the improvements requested for curb and sidewalk.

During discussion it is suggested that the lien contract not be

called for until the entire area is improved and to delete the street
light.
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It appears from the records in Lhe'proceedings that all actions
required by the Planning and Zoning Law and by the Zoning Ordinance
have been had and taken,

ON MOTION of Supervisor Eckert, seconded by Supervisor Moore,
the Board of Supervisors closes the hearing on Mr., and Mrs. W. E.
Ladd Application for modification of Major Use Permit P68-50W3
to expand existing mobilehome park from 48 to 64 spaces, Rancho
Ramona Mobile Home Park, 1537 H Strect, Ramona area, deletes the
street light requirement and grants modification of the Major Use
Permit P67-60W3, as per plot plan dated 3/16/79, with the understanding
that lien contract would not be called for until all adjacent areas
on the block of subject property on 1l6th and H Streets are improved
and subject to the following conditions:
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1S GRARTED, as per plot plan dated March 16, 1979, consisting of 1 sheet, as amended
in red, and approved concurrently herewith, a major use perhit, pursuant to Scction
0504 of The Zoning Urdinance, for the cxpansion of an existing mobilchome park

from 43 to 62 spaces. Also included is a modification of requirerients pursuant

to Scction 6512 of The Zoning Ordinance to allow:

Reduction ‘in the required setbacks as noted on the approved plot plan (Scction
6508.b). ‘

Lots 1-6, 8-11, 14, 15 & 26 which are located within the existing portion
of the park und Lots 53 and 44, 57 and 58, 01 and 62, of the proposcd addition
to have 1less than the required minimum area (Section 6510Db).

Thc following conditions arc imposed with the granting of this major use permit:

A. Prior to obtaining any building or other permit pursuant to this major usc
pernit and prior to commenceuent of construction or usc of the property in
rcliance on this major usc permit, the applicant shall:

1. Exccute secured agreenents to: Improve 16th Strect to a onc-half pgraded
width of 30' with PCC curb, gutter and sidewalk, AC pavement over approved
base, strcet lights, AC dike and AC pavement taper to existing pavenent

at the northerly end of the project. Face of th2 curb will be 20' fronm
centerline,

Improve "h' Strecet to a one-half graded width of 50' with PCC curb,
gutter, and sidewalk, AC pavement over uapproved base, street lights,
AC dike  and AC pavement taper to existing paveuwent at the west end of
the project, Face of curb will be 20' from centerline.,

This agreement requires posting sccurity in the form of a casi deposit,
bond, instrument of credit or a lien contract on subject property, valued
at or morc than the estimated improvement cost. Said agreement shall
state that these improvements will not Le required until all adjacent
areas on block of subject property on 16th and H Streets are improved.
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Submit detailed and complete landscape pluns -to the Project Planning
Division for the approval of the Dircctor of Planning and Land Use.
Plans shall iuclude:

a. Indication of the proposed width of any adjacent public right-of-way,
and tho locations of any required improvements and any proposed plant
muterials to be installed or plantoed therein. ‘e applicant shall
also obtain a permit from the Decpartment of Transportation approving
the variety, location and spacing of all trees proposed to be planted
within said right(s)-of-way.

A complete planting plan including the names, sizes and locations

of all plant materials, including trees, siirubs and ground cover,

Wherever appropriate, native or naturalizipg plant materials siall
be used which can thrive on natural woisture otiaer than such irri-
gation as is necessary to establish the plantings.

A complcte watering system including the location, size apd type of

all backflow prevention devices, pressure and nonpressurc water lines,
valves and sprinkler heads in tiiose areas requiring a permanent irri-
gation system. For areas of native or naturalizing plant wmaterial,

the landscape plan shall show a method of irrigation adequate to assurce
establishument and growth of plant material through two growing scasons.

8. Prior to any expanded occupancy or use of the preunises pursuant to this nmajor
use permit, the applicant shall: '

1, Furnish to the Director of Planning and Land Use concurrently with the
request for final inspection, a letter from the bepurtment of Transportation
stating the road improvements required . unaer this peruit have been installeu
to tiie satisfaction of the Department of Transportation.

Improve all parking areas and driveways shown on the approved plot plan
with a minimum of one and one-half inches (1-1/2") of road oil mix or
surfacing of a more durable type.

Install all landscaping as shown on the uapproved landscape plan, including
the watering system.

Obtain from the Department of Planning and Land Use certification

that specified conditions of the permit have been met. Final inspection
shall not be performed or permanent clearance of utilities authorized
until the Director of Planning and Land Use has certified that all
conditions of the subject permit have been satisfactorily met.

Each designated mobile home site shall be safc from the 100 year fre-
quency flood.

No. 50

11/7/79

jte |
Page 4 of 6 pages




The nppllcant s registered civil cngincer shall prepare a flood control

plan of development which will show how each mobile rome site will be
proteccted from flood hazard. The civil cnginecer shall furnish hydrology and
hydraulic calculations satisfactory to the Department of Sanitation und
Flood Control. '

The flood control plan of development shall be constructcd under a build-
ing permit, grading permit or watercourse permit.

A flowage casement shall be granted to San Diepgo County Flood Control
District, Zone 1 over all land which will remain subjecct to inundation

by the 100-ycar flood after the flood control plan of uevelopuent is
implemented.

9. Install a fire hydrant and/other fire protection measures to the satis-
faction of Ramona Firc Department,

Upon certification by the Director of Planning and Land Use for occupancy or
establishment of usc allowed by this major use permit, the following conditions
shall apply:

All light fixtures shall be desipgned and adjusted to reflect 11ght downward,

away from any road or street, and away from any adjoining premiscs, and shall
otherwise conform to Scction 6908 of The Zoning Ordinance.

-

No loudspcaker or sound amplification system shall be used-to produce sounds
which are in vidlation of the San Diego County noisc Ordinance.

The parking arcas and driveways shall be well maintained.

All landscaping shall be adequately watered and well maintained at all times.

All mobilehomes, covercd patios, parking spaces and other structures shall
maintain all setback rcquirements except as may be modlrxcd by this pernit
or by variance.

Spaces 63 & 64 shall bc utilized as part of the required open space. 1f the
open space requirements for mobilehome parks is reduced, via a Zoning Ordinance
Amendment, to the square footage of open space now provided in the existing
park, spaces 63 & 64 may be developed as mobileliome spaces.

This major use permit expires on November 7, 1981 (or such longer period as may
be approved by thec Planning Commission or Board of Supervisors orf the County

of San Diego prior to said expiration date) unless construction or usc in
reliance on this major use permit has commenced prior.to said expiration date.
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Pursuant to Scction 7358 of The Zoning OrdihahCe, the following findings in support
of the granting (or modification) of the major use-permit are made:

(1) ‘The location, size, design, and operating characteristics of the proposcd use
will be compatible with and will not adverscly affect or be materially detri-
mental to adjacent uses, buildings, or structures.

The fact supporting Finding (1) is as follows:

(2) Adjacent properties are being subdivided at an urban density and
this park is consistent with that scale of devclopment.

(b} This is an expansion of 14 spaces in a park which is alread permitted
' 48 spaces. Adjacent propertics will not be affected Ly this minor
expansion,

The impacts, as described in Finding (1) above, and the location of the proposed
usc are compatible with the San Dicgo County General Plan.

The fact supporting Finding (2) is as follows:

The project is consistent with the Medium High Residential designation of the
Ramona Community Plan.

The proposed use at its proposed location will provide a service or ‘facility
which will contribute to the gencral well-being of the surrounding neighborhood
or community. ; -

The fact supporting Finding (3) is as follows:

The existing park is well maintained and designed.It's predominantly occupied
by retired people on fixed incomes and provides spaces for single wide mobile-
homes that can be moved-on to the site by the owner of the coach. There is a
definite need for this type of park throughout the County.

The real property for which this major use permit is granted is located in the
County of San Diego, State of California, and is more particularly described as
follows:

The south 240 fect of Block 114 and Block 121 of Ramona exccpting the
westerly 125 feet of the southerly 150 feet thereof,

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore and Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None v

ABSENT: Supervisors Hedgecock and Bates
No. 50
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No. 51 © UEPNESDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1979 ~ ~  0C79-01

Oy HOTION of Supervisor = Moore | scconded by Supervisor Eckert
the following resolution is adopted: -

WHERLAS, by resolution duly passcd and adopted ‘on October 17, 1972, the board
of Supervisors adopted the Circulation Element of the County General Plan as amended;
and

WHEREAS, on Aupust 18, 1971, said Board of Supervisors adopted Uruinance iw.
3740 (Lew beries), as anended, adding Chapter 5, Scetion 51,5061 et scu. to the
Gan Licro Comaty Code establishing certain road dedicution and inprovement reoud ro-
ments vor highuvays on the Circulation ilement of the County tiencral Plan prior to
prstance of building pernits in specificd zones; and

WHLGEAS, - Sunta Fe Drive in the Encinitas area hes  been desipnated as a tinjor
Nighway on said anended General Plan; and

RHEREAS, adoption of this Official Street Centerline Specific V'lan for a portion
of bLanta Fe Drive will enable inplerentation of Scetion 51.301 ot seda. of the Sun
Dicro County Code, as amended; and

LEREAS, Lhis Board finds pursuant to Scection ¢.2(¢) of tihe sSuan Pleo Gounty
Irecedures for Lnvironmental lumpact Review that uiticial Strect Centerline bpecitic
Plans are not subject to the environmental impact revicew process inaswuch as it
has been detercined with certainty that this tyvpe of project will not have a
sipnificant ceitect on the enviromuent; and

WHLRLAS, after notice being duly given in the manner reguired by law; the
S U?Lﬁﬂ Cu§§Ly Qlunniuq Cuuuinn?nn Qg]d'ﬁyuyinns on T/ufT0 and T/2T/T0 at which
Lie at connlderad the aueplion o sada widicial Street Conterline bpecivie ilaang
ad

WHEREAS, by resolutien duly adopted, said Planningy Commission recoumcnucd
to this BLoard of Supervisors the adoption of said Ufficial Street Centerline Specitic
Plan for a portion of Santa Fe brive for the reasons that the route is  siown
on the Circulation Llcment of the General Plan as a Major litghway; the adoption
of this Official Street Centerline Specific Plan will enable implementation of
Scction 51,501 et seq. of the San biego County Code, as amended, along this portion
of Santa Fe Urive; and the adoption of said Official Street Centerline Specific
Plan will provide property owners with the criteria for the plunning and development
of their property in harmony with the Circulation Llement of the General Plan; and

WHEREAS, said Planning Commission has transmitted said Official Street Center-
line Specific Plan identificd as Document Ko, 591640 to the board of Super-
visors for adoption; und

WHEREAS, on November 7, 1979 » after notice being duly given in the manner
required by law, the Board of Supervisors held a public hecaring at which tine
it considercd the adoption of said Official Strect Centerline Specific Plan for
a portion of Sunta Fe brive; NoW, ThLREFURL




IT IS FOUND, DETERMINED AND DECLARED that the hearing be closed, that the
proposal is not subject to the environmental impact review process; ACCORDINGLY

IT IS‘HEREBY RESOLVED that this Board of Supervisors of the County of San

Diego hereby adopts said Official Street Centerline Specific Plan for the portion
of Santa Fe Drive, as aforesaid.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of said Specific Plan shall be certified to the
Department of Transportation of San Diego County.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of San Diego,
State of California, this 7th day of November , 1979, by the following vote:

AYES:  Supervisors Hamilton, Moore and Eckert

NOES: Supervisors None

ABSENT:  Supervisors Hedgecock and Bates

o S




No. 52

This being the time set for hearing on the appeal of the applicant,
Stanley Menas, from the Board of Planning and Zoning Appeals decision '
concerning Condition E, Fire Protection, Tentative Parcel Map 16010,
Cardiff area; and evidence being on file that due and proper notice
of hearing has been given as required by law, the matter is now called

up.

There is presented to the Board a letter from the applicant,
Stanley Menas appealing Condition E, Tentative Parcel Map 16010,
Board of Supervisors Document No. 591717,

A representative of the Department of Planning and Land Use
reviews the background history of the appeal from Condition E as
recommended by the Encinitas Fire Protection District.

Stanley Menas appears before the Board and states he has no
objection to the fire hydrant recommended by the Fire Protection
District but he objects to having to provide for the full cost
solely himself.

During discussion it is noted that this is a requirement of the
Encinitas Fire District that was indicated to be needed when they
appeared before the Board of Planning and Zoning Appeals.

It appears from the records in the proceedings that all action
required by the Planning and Zoning Law and by the Zoning Ordinance
have been had and taken.

ON MOTION of Supervisor Eckert, seconded by Supervisor Moore,
the Board of Supervisors closes the hearing on the appeal of the
applicant, Stanley Menas from the Bodrd of Planning and Zoning
Appeals decision concerning Condition E, Fire Protection, Tentative
Parcel Map 16010, Cardiff area, denies the appeal and sustains the
Board of Planning and Zoning Appeals decision.

Roll call on the foregoing motion results in the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Hamilton, Moore and Eckert
NOES: Supervisors None
ABSENT: Supervisors Hedgecock and Bates
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Adjourns at 4:15 p.m.

TOM HAMILTON
Chairman of the Board of Supervisors
County of San Diego, State of California

ATTEST:

PORTER D. CREMANS, Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors

By __JéEQZi:ZxﬁtPVV /ﬁ?-')Z£4ﬁLcr,

Kathryn Ae>elson, Assistant Clerk

(SEAL)

R R i

Hotes by:

M. 0. Nos, 1-3 Gibbs

4-43 Mollenhauer
44-52 Grame

Follows No. 52
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