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DATE ROUTED ROUTE SLIP
August 22, 1990 OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

DATE DUE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
September 13, 1990

T0
Norman W. Hickey, Chief Administrative Officer

SUBJECT
Attached correspondence from Marin County Board of Supervisors

ACTION

(L] FOR YOUR INFORMATION
[C] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION
[XX] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR

(] vYour comMMenTs

(] omHer

COMMENTS:

Please provide your comments in regards to the issue raised in the attached
correspondence.

Thank, You,

|
UV

Beggﬂia Santos-Hunter
Chairman’s Assistant

BSH:bsh

IRETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLYI
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS )ng
July 25, 1990
To: Colleagues
From: Al Aramburu

Supervisor, Marin County
Chairman, CSAC Sub-committee on Government Operations and
Information Technology

Subject: Survey on County Data Processing and Automation

This survey is being commissioned at the request of the CSAC sub-committee on
Government Operations and Information Technology. Its intent is to obtain an
understanding of key issues related to county data processing activities and gain insight
into the level of awareness by County Boards of Supervisors and CAO's in and making
approving information systems decisions.

Information gained from this survey will be consolidated, studied and presented at the next
CSAC conference. Additionally, this information will be used by the sub-committee to
focus on solutions and recommendations deemed important by county elected and
appointed officials.

The survey is being sent to each County Board of Supervisors, Chairperson and CAQ. It is
requested that the survey no mpleted rsonnel in the Data Pr sing or rel
department.

Please note that the survey is divided into two parts. Complete both Part 1 and Part 2 and
return in the attached envelope. Your timely completion and response is very much
appreciated.

Please be sure to identify yourself; this will help us consolidate these responses.

Thank you for your support and cooperation.

Al Aramburu, Chairman
CSAC Government Operations and
Information Technology Subcommittee

% MARIN COUNTY CIVIC CENTER
ADMINISTRATION BUILDING, SUITE 315 ® SAN RAFAEL, CALIFORNIA 94903 ® PHONE 415 / 499 - 7331 W FAX 415 / 499 - 3645

AL ARAMBURU
THIRD DISTRICT






NORMAN W. HICKEY
CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
(619) 5631-6226
(Location Code 730)

October 1,

TO»

FROM:

County of San Biege 4.

CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE

1600 PACIFIC HIGHWAY, SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101-2472

1990

Benelia Santos-Hunter
Chairman's Assistant

Kathy Warburton
CAO Staff Officer

DATA PROCESSING SURVEY

™™
il

Attached is the CSAC Sub-committee on Governmant Operations and

Information Technology survey.

done by filling out the survey.

If you have any questions please call me at x5184.

The comments you requested were






CONTROL NR: 1-

CSAC SURVEY
COUNTY DATA PROCESSING AND AUTOMATION

PART | - GENERAL INFORMATION

Please circle the appropriate Y-Yes, N-No or?-Not Sure/Don't Know

Does the County have a long range strategic plan? Y @ (
2. If "NO" was marked on question 1, do you feel this is important? s e . S g
3. Does the County have a long range strategic data processing @ N7

plan?
4. If "NO" was marked on question 3, do you feel this is important? b S |
5. Does the County have general guidelines in place to ensure a

cohesive approach to applying and implementing data processing

solutions? @ N
6. If "NO" was marked on question 5, do you feel this is important? b sl R

T Does the Director of Data Processing participate in County high @ N ?
level planning activities?

8. Do you feel the Director of Data Processing should participate

in County high level planning activities? @ N ?
9. Do you feel that automation and the effective use of information

technology is strategic and critical to the County's long-term @ N7

viability?

10. Is County information residing on your computer systems
considered a County asset? @ N ?

11. Do you feel that education and training with regard to
the effective utilization of data processing solutions is important? ® L R
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L 4

13.

14.

18.

16.

7

18.

19,

20.

2L

s

23.

24.

29,

Would you be interested in having more executive level education
on information technology so as to ensure a higher level of
understanding in making/approving key data processing

decisions? @ N
Do county departments and/or the data processing department
provide sufficient justification (business case) for their requests
regarding data processing solutions? @ N 7

If "NO" was marked on question 13, do you feel this area needs to
be improved? Y: TN

Do you get information on how effective data processing solution5§<,~\,u.a£'\m6S ;
have been in improving County services, reducing costs, etc? YiiN 2

If "NO" was marked on question 15, would you like this information? ¥ N ?

Do departments outside the data processing department have their
own data processing systems (i.e., Mini-Computers) and support

staffs? @ N T

Question 17 deals with the concept of distributed computing.

Do you feel this is more cost effective than a centralized data

processing approach. jror_ provjding county departmental services? Y N ? .
s - Al

’[\(_Loséb I o & m—{r\-)—(,.«%.(/kd//a)
Do personal computers (i.e., PC's) play a significant role in
automating county departments? Y. N7
Is there a County strategy for acquiring and using PC's? @ N ?
Do you have visibility with regard to the total dollars spent on
PC's and related PC base software annually? of @ ?

Are you concerned that you are spending too much for data

processing services within the County? g R o s s
/HL%\)ZS M 1S W wl qrc 86&)»-5‘)\{-@ sy PV‘@&(}\\WH

Does the Data Processing Department meet your needs Lf{i(/h\(/ﬂm g P l:l

for automation services? N7

Do you feel your Data Processing Department is providing the
necessary leadership to ensure the effective application of
information technology within the County? @ 1 R

As a Board Member and/or CAO do you have an active interest
in automation issues? (9 ;A






26. Would you like to see data processing management issues
related to the above questions discussed at breakout sessions
during CSAC general conferences? @ T

27. With regard to question 26, would you attend these breakout
sessions? ?
D pro r\A,LLe,leJ'ei, 154 «,ypmk-ki. Caw%\ (¢ w
Do you have other issues and/or concerns of a specific natu4e t?fa you would like to share
with the committee? If so, please identify them below:
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CONTROL NR: 2-

CSAC SURVEY
COUNTY DATA PROCESSING AND AUTOMATION

PART 2 - County Shared Application Development Opportunities

California counties have the unique opportunity to participate in the procurement and/or
development of application software for most of their administrative areas. Because they
are not competitive and for the most part perform the same basic functions, it would seem
that they could take advantage of their compatibility and significantly reduce the costs
associated with computer application development efforts. Although, counties have
transferred software from one county to another for many years, it has been on an informal
basis and with few exceptions there has been no particular effort to achieve a real
sustained joint enterprise. Most counties continue to develop software for their own
individual needs at considerable expense and time.

The reasons for this lack of coordinate effort and cooperation are many, however it may be
time to rethink and establish a more formalized approach to application development
through joint development efforts with other counties. It is the intent of this survey to
ascertain your general impression of endorsing a more formal approach to joint
development of applications systems with other counties sharing in the expense.

Please circle the appropriate Y-Yes, N-No or ?-Not Sure/Don't Know

1. Would you consider participating in a joint county development or @ NE
procurement effort?

2 Would you consider making the viability of a joint development effort
a key and required alternative prior to making any decision on major o 758 @
application development effort for your county? W ) t
MNL '.\,\&LVLS"QQ (A ~D;"\i— PVDCUW(/%MJO‘WF / 2
3. Would you be willing to develop some type of joint development funding
arrangement on a multiple year basis? N @

4. Should counties/departments of a similar interest (i.e., Criminal Justice,
Property Tax) be encouraged to implement a common/shared
application solution? @ N ?

5. Should counties/departments of a similar interest (i.e., Criminal Justice,
Property Tax) be_mandated to implement a common/shared
application solution? Y- @






6. | like the concept, however, | would like move information on the PRO's
and CON's as well as technical issues associated with this concept @ N ?

If you have comments on this concept, please share them with the sub-committee:
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10.

14

12.

13.

14,

15.

16.

17

18.

19.

CSAC SURVEY
COUNTY DATA PROCESSING AND AUTOMATION

Y

The County has multi-year and strategic planning efforts in place or in
preparation in many critical areas such as County facilities (space
management), justice facilities, solid waste, substance abuse and children’s
services. Impacts on all parts of the County and community systems of
services are included in these planning efforts.

¥

T TR T,

SOMETIMES

¥

The cost benefit is determined on a case-by-case basis






20.

21.

22,

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

Y

N

The question is whether we are getting the most productivity effectiveness
from our spending.

: Appropriate elected or appointed county representatives would attend.

In times of limited resources it is critical for counties to share as many ideas
and products as possible.

Counties cannot afford to be on the leading edge of technology, but we do
need to focus on automation and telecommunications improvements which will
contain or reduce costs. Demonstrations of the cost savings is needed for
elected policy boards and for information to our residents/taxpayers.







DATE ROUTED ROUTE SLIP
September 12, 1990 OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

y DA
Vo

DATE DIE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
September 26, 1990

T0

Norman W. Hickey, Chief Administrative Officer

SUBJECT By
Attached dues from tﬁg Urban Counties Caucus

ACTION

(] FOR YOUR INFORMATION
[XX] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION
[] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR

(] Your coMMeENTS

[] omHer

COMMENTS:

Please investigate if dues have been paid.

Thank #ou,
B a Santos-Hunter
Chairman’s Assitant, Chairman Williams’ Office

BSH:bsh

IRETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLYI






BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA

COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER, EAST WING ZOE LOFGREN

.~/ SAN JOSE, CA 95I110 / (408) 299-2323
e oy g SUPERVISOR SECOND DISTRICT

August 10, 1990

TO: Member Counties
Urban County Caucus
FROM: Supervisor Zoe Lofgren, Chair
SUBJECT: URBAN COUNTIES CAUCUS DUES, FY 1990-91

I'm happy to report that six counties have approved membership in
the Urban Counties Caucus: Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San
Diego, Santa Clara and Ventura. At least two more counties have

membership under consideration and may be joining us within the
next few weeks.

Now that we've established a solid membership base, we can begin
the process of recruiting staff, setting up an office, and

initiating Caucus activities. To accomplish these goals, we will
need a financial base as well. Urban Counties Caucus dues for FY
90-91 have been set at $40,000. Attached you'll find an invoice

for these dues from Los Angeles County, which has set up a trust
account for the Caucus.

Your prompt attention to the processing of this request will allow
us to move quickly forward with Urban Counties Caucus plans. I
appreciate your enthusiastic participation, and I'm excited by the
challenges and opportunities ahead.





- 761630-2/78
Statement

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE
INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS
735 HALL OF ADMINISTRATION

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
(213) 974-1100

Detach and return this stub to us with your remittance
Make Check payable to COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES. Mail to Gerri Kariya, Chief Administrative Office, Intergovernmental Relations
County of Los Angeles
Chief Administrative Office
Intergovernmental Relations

To County of San Diego

Urban Counties Caucus FY 1990-91 Dues $40,000. |00 Balance Due







NORMAN W. HICKEY

Gounty of Jan Diego

(619) 531-6226 CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE

(Location Code 730)
1600 PACIFIC HIGHWAY, SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101-2472

October 1, 1990

70 Benelia Santos-Hunter
Chairman's Assistant

FROM: Kathy Warburton
CAO Staff Officer

URBAN COUNTIES CAUCUS DUES

Payment for the Urban Counties Caucus Dues FY 1990-91 went to the
Chief Administrative Office, Administrative Services Section for
processing on September 25, 1990. A warrant should be issued
within the next week or so.

If you receive another billing, please send it to me and I will
forward immediately.

Kathy Wa rton






DATE ROUTED
September 12, 1990

September 26, 1990

ROUTE SLIP

OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
BAIE TLE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA

T0
Norman W. Hickey, Chief Administrative Officer

SUBJECT
Attached dues from the Urban Counties Caucus

ACTION
[] FOR YOUR INFORMATION

INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION

[ ] vour coMMENTS

(] orHeR

[::] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR

COMMENTS:

Please investigate if dues have been paid.

Thi;i[iii:_§“3
L

{
BeneMa Santos-Hunter
Chairman’s Assitant, Chairman Williams’ Office

BSH:bsh

IRETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLYI
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA

COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER. EAST WING ZOE LOFGREN
: RS

s N SE, CA 95110 7 (408) 299-2323
e il S T ( SUPERVISOR SECOND DISTRICT

August 10, 1990

TO3: Member Counties
Urban County Caucus
FROM: Supervisor Zoe Lofgren, Chair
SUBJECT: URBAN COUNTIES CAUCUS DUES, FY 1990-91

I'm happy to report that six counties have approved membership in
the Urban Counties Caucus: Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San
Diego, Santa Clara and Ventura. At least two more counties have
membership under consideration and may be joining us within the
next few weeks.

Now that we've established a solid membership base, we can begin
the process of recruiting staff, setting up an office, and
initiating Caucus activities. To accomplish these goals, we will
need a financial base as well. Urban Counties Caucus dues for FY
90-91 have been set at $40,000. Attached you'll find an invoice
for these dues from Los Angeles County, which has set up a trust
account for the Caucus.

Your prompt attention to the processing of this request will allow
us to move quickly forward with Urban Counties Caucus plans. I
appreciate your enthusiastic participation, and I'm excited by the
challenges and opportunities ahead.





.

761630-2/78
Statement

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE
INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS
735 HALL OF ADMINISTRATION
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
(213) 974-1100

Detach and return this stub to us with your remittance
Make Check payable to COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES. Mail to Gerri Kariya, Chief Administrative Office, Intergovernmental Relations

County of Los Angeles
Chief Administrative Office
Intergovernmental Relations

To County of San Diego

Urban Counties Caucus FY 1990-91 Dues $40,000. |00 Balance Due







DATE ROUTED ROUTE SLIP
September 12, 1990 OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

DATE DUE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
September 26, 1990

T0
Lari Sheehan, Deputy Chief Administrative Officer

SUBJECT
Attached correspondence from the Office of Historic Preservation

ACTION

] ForR YOUR INFORMATION

[ INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION

[XX] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR
] YOUR COMMENTS

] oTHeR

COMMENTS:

Please investigate and respond to Chairman Williams office.

Thank You,

i*&.’»\eﬁgg}/l)a Santos-Hunter

Chairman’s Assistant, Chairman Williams Office

BSH:bsh

IRETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLYI






& -
STATE OF CALIFORNIA—THE RESOURCES AGENCY GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN, Governor

OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

POST OFFICE BOX 942896
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 942896-0001

(916) 445-8006

® August 30, 1990

\ZiZa

Chair, Board of Supervisors
San Diego County

220 W. Broadway

San Diego, CA 92101

® See Attached

The above property will be considered by the State Historical Resources Commission for nomination to the National
Register of Historic Places. The National Register is the Federal Government’s official list of historic buildings and
other cultural resources, worthy of preservation. Listing in the National Register provides recognition and assists in
preserving our Nation's heritage. Enclosed is a copy of the criteria under which properties are evaluated.

Listing in the National Register provides the following benefits to historic properties:

—Consideration in the planning for federally assisted projects. Section106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966 provides that the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation be given an opportunity to comment on
projects affecting such properties.

.—Eligibility for Federal tax benefits. If a property is individually listed in the National Register, or determined a
contributing structure within a National Register district, certain tax provisions may apply. The Tax Treatment
Extension Act of 1980 includes provisions regarding charitable contributions for conservation purposes of partial
interests in historically important land areas or structures, including archeological sites and private residences. The
Tax Reform Act of 1986 contains provisions intended to encourage preservation of depreciable historic structures
by allowing favorable Federal tax provisions for rehabilitation. Beginning January 1, 1987, the Tax Reform Act
of 1986 replaces the rehabilitation tax incentives available under prior law with a 20% investment tax credit for
rehabilitations of certain historic commercial, industrial, and residential rental buildings.

—Consideration of historic values in the decision to issue a surface coal mining permit where coal is located, in
accord with the Surface Mining and Control Act of 1977.

—Qualification for Federal Grants for historic preservation when funds are available.

Owners of private properties nominated to the National Register of Historic Places must be given an opportunity to
concur in or object to listing in accord with the National Historic Preservation Act Amendments of 1980 and
Federal regulations 36 CFR Part 60. Any owner or partial owner of private property who chooses to object to listing
is required to submit to the State Historic Preservation Officer a notarized statement certifying that the party is the
sole or partial owner of the private property, as appropriate, and objects to the listing. For a single privately owned
property with one owner, the property will not be listed if the owner objects. |n nominations with multiple
ownership of a single property, the property will not be listed if a majority of the owners objects. In the case of a
district nomination, the district will not be listed if a majority of the owners objects to listing. Each owner or partial
owner of private property has one vote regardless of how many properties or what part of one property that party
owns, If the property or district cannot be listed because the owner or a majority of owners objects prior to
submission of a nomination by the State, the State Historic Preservation Officer shall submit the nomination to the
Keeper of the National Register for a determination of the eligibility of the property or district for inclusion in the





Page2 B

National Register. If the property is then determined eligible for listing, although not formally listed, Federal
agencies will be required to allow the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation an opportunity to comment before
the agency may fund, license, or assist a project which will affect the property. If an owner chooses to object to the
listing of property, the notarized objection must be submitted to Mrs. Kathryn Gualtieri, State Historic Preservation
Officer, Office of Historic Preservation, Post Office Box 942896, Sacramento, CA 94296-0001, fifteen (15) days before
the State Historical Resources Commission considers this application, it will be considered by the Commission on

November 2, 1990 o 9:00 a.m. a State Building

255 Mariposa Street, Room 1036, Fresno, CA

If you wish to comment on whether the property should be nominated to the National Register, please send your
comments to the above address. Comments must be received before the State Historical Resources Commission
considers this nomination. A copy of the application has been included for your review.

Kathryn Gualt(gri

State Historic Preservation Officer

Sincerely,

Enclosure

DPR 5488 (Rev. 3/87)
Local Government — Individual







DATE ROUTED ROUTE SLIP

August 21, 1990 OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
ShEs Dl COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
September 7, 1990

T0
Office of Intergovernmental Affairs

SUBJECT
Attached correspondence re: AB4242

ACTION

] FOR YOUR INFORMATION
[ ] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION
[XX] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR

(] YOUR COMMENTS

[] omHer

COMMENTS:

Please provide comments regarding AB4242.

Thank You,
U

(\Bene1ia Santos-Hunter
airman’s Assistant, Chairman Williams Office

BSH:bsh

IRETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLYI






August 7, 1890
Vb7 ;

Honorable Chairperson and Members of the Board of Supervisors,

The county is a very important part of the framework of our
representative form of government. For representative government to
survive it is extremely important that the traditional rights, duties
and responsibilities of the city and county be retained. Assembly
Bill 4242, plans of Céuncils of Governments and organizations such as
Say-Vision 20/20, thrcaten representative government by erecting and

imposing regional government.

Please find enclosed Resolution # 80-184, passed by the Solano
County Supervisors on July 10,1990. I respectfully request you take
immediate action by supporting and forwarding Resolution # 90-184, or
your own Resolution, to the California Legislature for their immediate
consideration. It is urgent that our California Legislature

investigate regional government NOW.

Your response concerning regional government, any action you take

and/or a copy of any Resolution you pass would be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

Obca Wanie @15%
Olivia Marie 0’Grady
P.0O. Box 544

Benicia, CA. 84510
707=745-1318






RESOLUTION NO. 90-184

RESOLUTION OF THE SOLAND COUNTY BOARD
OF SUPERVISORS REQUESTING INQUIRY INTO THE
CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE REGIONAL GOVERNMENT

WHEREAS, the State of California has created and implemented
specific types of regional government; and

WHEREAS, the State Legislature is proposing new regional
government concepts that will assume the power and authority
which traditionally has belonged to Municipal and County
governments, and that will by-pass these traditional and
constitutional bodies; and

WHEREAS, this new form of government is being created under
different names such as Metropolitan Regions, City-County
Consolidation Charters, Council of Governments (ABAG), Vision
2020, and specific legislation, such as A.B. 4242 which is
presently being proposed at our state legislature. "A.B. 4242"
would create regional development and infrastructure agencies at
this time. This bill would specify that the plans, ordinances,
and regulations of local agencies shall be consistent with the
regional plan and rules and regulations of the agency. All of
these constitute "Regional Government" and pose a threat to local
autonomy; and

WHEREAS, the members of the Board of Supervisors of the
County of . 5olapno .deem it jextremely  important ' that  the
traditional rights, duties and responsibilities be retained by
the County as that level of government most responsive to the
needs of its citizens and the Board deems it important therefore
to determine the constitutionality of the regional government
concept;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors
of Solano County does hereby request, that 1legislative
representatives, State Senator Barry Keene, Assemblyman Thomas
Hannigan, the Honorable Governor George Deukmejian and the State
Attorney General Van de Kamp, and all other interested parties be
directed to determine whether “or "not the various Fforms of
regional government, either currently established, or as proposed
to be established, are constitutional in the method of creation,
the delegation of responsibilities and the equal representation
requirements of the California and Federal Constitutions.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that it is requested that the process
for any investigation be in the form of a public hearing to allow
testimony and public participation regarding these issues.






I, LINDA TERRA, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Solano, State of California, do hereby certify that the
above and foregoing Resolution was regularly introduced, passed
and adopted by said Board at a regular meeting thereof held this

10th day of July . 1290 .

On the motion of Supervisor Pippo and the second
of Supervisor Stewart , this Resolution was adopted by
the following vote:

AYES: SUPERVISORS: Pippo, Stewart and Chairman Caddle

NOES: : SUPERVISORS: Davis and Simmons

ABSTAINED: SUPERVISORS: None

ABSENT: SUPERVISORS: None

WITNESS my hand and Seal of said Board this 10th day
of July , 1990.

LINDA TERRA, Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors

By Cﬁﬁaa;la, Ce Al
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COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE

} =1 W 1 1 M thmj
September 7, 1990 CLV UMY L)L\ (W J
(S5 * R 955
TO: Supervisor Leon L. Williams, Chairman

Attn. Beneli unter

FROM: Ann Henley
Office of

SUBJECT: ROUTE SLIP RE: AB 4242

As we discussed, attached is a draft letter to Ms. 0’Grady, and a copy of the
letter sent to Speaker Brown regarding AB 4242. This information should respond
to her request.

If you need any further assistance, please call (x5198).

Attachments

STOCK #75-3344
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Ms. Marie 0’Grady
P.0. Box 544
Benicia, CA 94510

Dear Ms. 0’Grady,

Thank you for sharing your views on AB 4242. As you are probably aware, that
bill is no longer an active piece of legislation, having died in the Assembly
prior to the end of the 1990 Legislative Session.

The San Diego County Board of Supervisors opposed AB 4242 earlier this year.
Additionally, on behalf of the Board, I sent Assembly Speaker Willie Brown the
attached letter outlining the County’s concerns.

If you have any questions or require further information regarding this matter,
please feel free to contact my office. Thank you again for your interest.

Sincerely,

Supervisor Leon Williams
Chairman
San Diego County Board of Supervisors







DATE ROUTED ROUTE SLIP
August 21, 1990 OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
DATE DUE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
September 7, 1990

TO
Office of Intergovernmental Affairs

SUBJECT
Attached correspondence re: AB4242

ACTION

(] FOR YOUR INFORMATION
[] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION
[XX] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR

(] YOUR COMMENTS

(] omHeR
COMMENTS:
Please provide comments regarding AB4242. 0”1 Céijys‘
@W gt
A
ot o
Thank You,

(/,

/
/
/
/

L‘Bene1ia Santos-Hunter
Chairman’s Assistant, Chairman Williams Office

BSH:bsh

IRETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLYI






DATE ROUTED ROUTE SLIP
August 21, 1990 OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

DATE DUE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
September 7, 1990

T0
Norman W. Hickey, Chief Administrative Officer

SUBJECT
Attached correspondence from the Department of Conservation

ACTION

[_] FOR YOUR INFORMATION

[] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION

INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR
[ ] YOUR COMMENTS

(] otHeR

COMMENTS:

Please provide a response to the Department of Conservation.

66’(\)( |

0f>

Thank You,

ja Santos-Hunter
irman’s Assistant, Chairman Williams Office

BSH:bsh

IRETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLYI
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—THE RESOURCES AGENCY GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATION AUG 1 0 1990

DIVISION OF MINES AND GEOLOGY
DIVISION OF OIL AND GAS
DIVISION OF RECYCLING 1416 Ninth Street
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
TDD (916) 324-2555
ATSS 454-2555

g % ~ (916) 322-1080

Honorable Leon Williams, Chair

San Diego County Board of Supervisors
County Administration Center

1600 Pacific Highway

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Williams:

This summer, the Department of Conservation's Farmland Mapping
and Monitoring Program (FMMP) will begin the 1990 Important
Farmland map biennial update.

The FMMP was implemented in 1982 to map, monitor and report on
important farmland, grazing land, and urban built-up areas.
This information is provided to local, state and federal
governments to assist them in making informed decisions for the
best utilization of our remaining land resources. The first
Important Farmland maps were compiled in 1984, and have
subsequently been updated in 1986 and 1988. Preparations are
now underway for the 1990 update.

We would appreciate any assistance your staff can provide with
updating the enclosed 1988 San Diego County Important Farmland
map. Your comments and notes are valuable. We have found that
the updating process can be facilitated by local input such as
simply noting areas where change is taking place. Field crews
can then know where to direct their attention and further
scrutinize aerial photographs to accurately map the changes.

If you can, please indicate any areas you are aware of that have
changed since this map was compiled in July 1988. Changes
generally result from urbanization or a shift in agricultural
land use. Note, on the map margin or on an attachment, why the
changes should be made, e.g., construction of a new subdivision,
farming ceased, crop now irrigated, etc. Pointing out subtle
agricultural shifts resulting from disease, declining water
table, or federal commodity programs affecting the type of crops
planted are very helpful. Additional instructions and excerpts
from the Advisory Guidelines for the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program are enclosed to assist you in dealing with
the map classifications.






Page Two

The FMMP has also been directed to collect information on "Land
Committed to Nonagricultural Use"; however, providing this
information is voluntary on the part of cities and counties. As
part of the data gathering process, county and city planning
directors may identify areas which qualify (see Section 208 of
the enclosure). The FMMP staff will then compile this
information and merge it with the important farmland data. This
allows us an opportunity to obtain acreage data on lands that
are currently in agriculture and committed to future
nonagricultural use.

If you have any changes, or wish to provide information on lands
committed to future nonagricultural use, please send your
changes within 90 days to:

California Department of Conservation
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
Attention: 1990 Update :

1516 9th Street, Room 400

Sacramento, CA 95814

Please call Emily Kishi at (916) 324-0868 if you have any
questions or need additional copies of the map. An order form
for additional maps is also enclosed.

Your assistance with the 1990 Important Farmland map update is
greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

Lo S B

Howard A. Sarasohn
Deputy Director

Enclosures

REY:HAS:d1lw





Department of Conservation

FARMLAND MAPPING AND MONITORING PROGRAM

INSTRUCTIONS FOR SUBMITTING PROPOSED CHANGES
AND
INFORMATION ON "LAND COMMITTED TO NONAGRICULTURAL USE”

The Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program updates the Important and Interim
Farmland Map series every even-numbered year beginning in 1984. As part of
the updating process staff review recent aerial photos and information from
environmental documents such as draft environmental impact reports; solicit
comments from local agencies and local agricultural interests; and conduct
field verifications. Since any comments you submit for map updating purposes
will be verified by staff we recommend that the following points be kept in
mind when submitting information.

ds Use maps at a scale of 1:24,000 or maps showing greater detail.

The blueprinted county map at a scale of 1:100,000 does not provide
enough detail for updating purposes. Program staff use field sheets at
a scale of 1:24,000 (U.S. Geological Survey 7-1/2 minute topographic
maps) for updating purposes. Overlays at the 1:24,000-scale showing
Important or Interim Farmland information are available upon request.

If you are submitting your recommended changes on maps other than
1:24,000-scale maps, please make sure that your map includes enough
information so we can locate your area on our field sheets. Reference
information that would assist in transferring recommended changes are
road intersections, section/township/range references, scale, etc.

If a comment is general, such as "look for development north of the
city", then the 1:100,000-scale blueprint map may be used. Staff will
review recent aerial photos and interpret visible land use changes in
the indicated area(s).

2 Provide brief descriptions of recommended changes.

Brief descriptions of the land use changes or "committed" areas are
helpful to mapping staff. Land use change notes should provide some
level of descriptive detail such as "apartments, shopping center,
ranchettes, land cleared for park, drainage problem leading to
abandonment, conservation reserve land," etc.

Information submitted for "committed" data should provide detail on
qualifications for the "committed" category such as approved assessment
district or approved tentative subdivision maps (see enclosure Section
208 for further detail).

i Insure that changes meet the minimum mapping unit size and criteria for
the new category.

The minimum mapping unit for all map categories, with the exception of
Grazing Land, is 10 acres. Recommended changes, unless contiguous to
other parcels of the same category, must be 10 acres or greater in size.
Both recommended changes and "committed" areas must meet specified
criteria for the recommended category.






Department of Conservation

FARMLAND MAPPING AND MONITORING PROGRAM
IMPORTANT FARMLAND MAP CATEGORIES’

Note: The minimum mapping unit is ten acres unless otherwise specified. Units
of land smaller than ten acres will be incorporated into the surrounding map
classifications.

Prime Farmland (Section 201)

"Prime Farmland" is land which has the best combination of physical and
chemical characteristics for the production of crops. It has the soil
quality, growing season and moisture supply needed to produce sustained high
yields of crops when treated and managed, including water management,
according to current farming methods. "Prime Farmland" must have been used
for the production of irrigated crops within the last three years. It does
not include publicly owned lands for which there is an adopted policy
preventing agricultural use.

Farmland of Statewide Importance (Section 202)

"Farmland of Statewide Importance" is land other than "Prime Farmland” which
has a good combination of physical and chemical characteristics for the
production of crops. It must have been used for the production of irrigated
crops within the last three years. It does not include publicly owned lands
for which there is an adopted policy preventing agricultural use.

Unique Farmland (Section 203)

"Unique Farmland" is land which does not meet the criteria for "Prime
Farmland" or "Farmland of Statewide Importance," that is currently used for
the production of specific high economic value crops (as listed in the last
three years of California Agriculture produced by the California Department of
Food and Agriculture). It has the special combination of soil quality,
location, growing season and moisture supply needed to produce sustained high
quality or high yields of a specific crop when treated and managed according
to current farming methods. Examples of such crops may include oranges,
olives, avocados, rice, grapes, and cut flowers. It does not include publicly
owned lands for which there is an adopted policy preventing agricultural use.

Farmland of Local Importance (Section 204)

"Farmland of Local Importance" is either currently producing crops, or has the
capability of production. "Farmland of Local Importance” is land other than
"Prime Farmland," "Farmland of Statewide Importance," or "Unique Farmland."
This land may be important to the local economy due to its productivity. It
does not include publicly owned lands for which there is an adopted policy
preventing agricultural use.

Excerpts from the Advisory Guidelines for the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program, 1984, Department of Conservation, Office of Land
Conservation (formerly called the Division of Land Resource Protection,
Publication Number FM-84-01. Numbers in parentheses refer to that section
of the document.

" Soil types qualifying for these two categories are provided by the U.S.
Soil Conservation Service. Prime Farmland and Farmland of Statewide

Importance must meet specific criteria for soil quality and availability of
irrigation.






DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
Important Farmland Map Categories

Page 2 of 4

Grazing Land (Section 205)

"Grazing Land is land on which the existing vegetation, whether grown
naturally or through management, is suitable for grazing or browsing of
livestock. The minimum mapping unit for "Grazing Land" is 40 acres.
Urban and Built-up Land (Section 206)

"Urban and Built-up Land"” is used for residential, industrial, commercial,
construction, institutional, public administrative purposes, railroad yards,
cemeteries, airports, golf courses, sanitary landfills, sewage treatment
plants, water control structures, and other development purposes. Highways,
railroads, and other transportation facilities are mapped as a part of "Urban
and Built-up Land" if they are a part of the surrounding urban areas.

The building density for residential use must be at least one structure per
1.5 acres (or approximately 6 structures per 10 acres). "Urban and Built-up
Land" must contain man-made structures or the infrastructure required for
development (e.g., paved roads, sewers, water, electricity, or in specific
circumstances, drainage or flood control facilities) that are specifically
designed to serve that land. Parking lots, storage and distribution
facilities, and industrial uses such as large packing operations for
agricultural produce will generally be mapped as "Urban and Built-up Land,"
even though they are associated with agriculture.

"Urban and Built-up Land" does not include strip mines, borrow pits, gravel
pits, farmsteads, ranch headquarters, commercial feedlots, greenhouses,
poultry facilities, and road systems for freeway interchanges outside of areas
classified as "Urban and Built-up Land" areas.

(Section 206.1)

Within areas classified as "Urban and Built-up Land" areas, vacant and
nonagricultural land which is surrounded on all sides by urban development and
is 40 acres or less in size will be mapped as "Urban and Built-up." Vacant
and nonagricultural land larger than 40 acres in size will be mapped as "Other
Land."

Other Land (Section 207)

"Other Land" is that which is not included in any of the other mapping
categories. The following types of land are generally included:

a. Rural development which has a building density of less than one
structure per 1.5 acres, but with at least one structure per ten acres;

b. Marginal agricultural lands;

c. Brush, timber and other lands not suitable for livestock grazing;

d. Government lands not available for agricultural use;

e. Road systems for freeway interchanges outside of "Urban and Built-up

Land" areas;

£ Vacant and nonagricultural land larger than 40 acres in size and
surrounded on all sides by urban development;

g. A variety of other rural land uses.






DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
Important Farmland Map Categories

Page 3 of 4

Land Committed to Nonagricultural Use (Section 208)

"Land Committed to Nonagricultural Use" is land that is permanently committed
by local elected officials to nonagricultural development by virtue of
decisions which cannot be reversed simply by a majority vote of a city council
or county board of supervisors.

County boards of supervisors and city councils will have the final authority
to designate lands in this category pursuant to the requirements of this
section. The Department will work with city and county planning staffs to
obtain this information.

"Land Committed to Nonagricultural Use" will be shown on an overlay to the
Important Farmland Series map (and Interim Farmland Map). The current land
use will be indicated on the base map, with the overlay indicating the areas
that are "Committed to Nonagricultural Use."

(Section 208.1)

"Land Committed to Nonagricultural Use" must be designated in an adopted,
local general plan for future nonagricultural development. The resulting
development must meet the requirements of "Urban and Built-up Land" (Section
206) or "Other Land" (Section 207(a)).

(Section 208.2)

"Land Committed to Nonagricultural Use" must also meet the requirements of
either (a) or (b) below:

a. It must have received one of the following final discretionary
approvals: ;
I Tentative subdivision map (approved per the Subdivision Map Act);
2. Tentative or final parcel map (approved per the Subdivision Map
Act);
33 Recorded development agreement (per Section 65864 of the

Government Code);

4. Other decisions by a local government which are analogous to items
#1-3 above and which exhibit the element of permanence discussed
in Section 208. Zoning by itself does not qualify as a permanent
commitment.

OR
b. It must be the subject of one of the final fiscal commitments to finance

the capital improvements specifically required for future development of
the land in question as shown below:

i Recorded Resolution of Intent to form a district and levy an
assessment;

2. Payment of assessment;

3. Sale of bonds;

4. Binding contract, secured by bonds, guaranteeing installation of
infrastructure;

5. Other fiscal commitments which are analogous to items #1-4 above

and exhibit the element of permanence discussed in Section 208.





DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
Important Farmland Map Categories

Page 4 of 4

(Section 208.3)

"Land Committed to Nonagricultural Use" will be mapped when the respective
local government notifies the Department that the land meets the criteria of
Section 208 and submits 1:24,000 scale maps identifying the area and showing
its boundaries. The notification referred to will be subject to verification
by the Department. In the case of land identified per Section 208.2(a)4 and
(b)5, the local government must also provide the Department with documentation
of the permanent commitment.






Date Requested:

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION Order Taken By:
Office of Land Conservation Order Filled By:
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program Date Filled:

1516 9th Street, Room 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 324-0859

REQUEST FOR IMRORTANT FARMLAND MAPS, REPORTS & DATA

Please send a copy of the following maps, data or reports to:
Name:
Address:
Telephone:
To Be
Used for:
2222 e e e R e e e R s e e R et s e e e e s el e e e e e e e e e e e s e s S 2222
MAP REQUESTS
check desired county(ies). (See reverse side for extent of mapping.)

TTHTTTTTTH §

|

ALAMEDA MERCED (P) SANTA BARBARA
AMADOR (P) MODOC (P) SANTA CLARA
BUTTE (I) MONTEREY SANTA CRUZ
COLUSA ()) NAPA SHASTA (P)
CONTRA COSTA NEVADA (P) SIERRA VALLEY
EL DORADO (P) ORANGE SISKIYOU (P)
FRESNO (P) PLACER (P) SOLANO

GLENN PLUMAS (see Sierra) SONOMA
IMPERIAL (P) RIVERSIDE (P) STANISLAUS (P)
KERN (I/IFL) SACRAMENTO SUTTER

KINGS SAN BENITO TEHAMA

LOS ANGELES (P) SAN BERN. (P) TULARE (/IFL)
MADERA (P) SAN DIEGO (P) VENTURA (P)
MARIN SAN L. OBISPO (P) YOLO

MARIPOSA (P) SAN MATEO (P) YUBA (1)

P = Portion of county mapped (see map on reverse side)

| = Interim Farmland Map - Farmland categories of Irrigated, Non-irrigated and Grazing Land only
IFL = Combination of Important Farmland categories and Interim Farmland categories.

Blueprint maps at 1:100,000 scale (approx. 1 inch to 1.63 miles)

Overlays at 1:24,000 scale (7-1/2 minute, USGS quadrangle scale). Please indicate name of requested
quadrangles

Overlays at the following scale: (please include description of area of interest)

AR AR R AR R A R AR AR R A R R R R A AR R A R A R R R R AR AR A A A R A R R R R A AR R R R R R R R R R R R A AR R A A I AR R A AR R A AR AR ARSI AR R AR AR AR AR AR AR RN AR D

il

REPORT/DATA REQUESTS

Lists of soil units meeting criteria for Prime Farmland and Farmland of Statewide Importance
for above counties.

Acreage tables for above counties.

1984 To 1986 Farmland Conversion Report (1988, FM 88-01A)

1986 To 1988 Farmiand Conversion Report (1990, to be published)

Advisory Guidelines for the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
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CUounty of Ban Liego

PRCeriur
CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER NECFIVE
(619) 531-5250 CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE "L IVE ﬂ
FAX: (619) 557-4060 ity P
1600 PACIFIC HIGHWAY, SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101-2472 noy

November 20, 1990

TO3: Leon L. Williams, Chairman
Board of Supervisors

FROM: Norman W. Hickey

Chief Administrative Officer
CORRESPONDENCE FROM DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
I have attached a copy of a letter from the Department
of Agriculture, Weights and Measures to Howard A.
Sarasohn, Deputy Director, Department of Conservation
on the changing use of agricultural land.

Please call me if I can be of further assistance.

Respectfully,

9

RMAN W. EY

by

NWH: ss

Printed on recycled paper
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Gounty of Fan Miego

KATHLEEN A. THUNER AGRICULTURE

AGRICULTURAL COMMISSIONER/ (619) 694-2739
SEALER OF WEIGHTS WEIGHTS & MEASURES
AND MEASURES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, WEIGHTS & MEASURES (619) 694-2778

5555 OVERLAND AVE. BLDG. 3. SAN DIEGO. CALIFORNIA 92123-1292

November 13, 1990

Howard A. Sarasohn, Deputy Director
Department of Conservation

1416 Ninth Street

Sacramento, California 95814

In response to your request I have had several inspectors who are familiar with
San Diego County'’'s agriculture examine the maps that you sent. Since the
Department of Agriculture, Weights and Measures does not keep records on the use
or changing use of agricultural land in the County, the knowledge of our
inspectors is the only source of information we have on this subject.

Staff report two areas of major change in the past few years. One is at the
intersection of Interstate 15 and Highway 76 in the San Luis Rey River Valley.
The area was previously used for citrus and vegetable crop production, but has
been developed into housing.

On Otay Mesa, located in southern-most San Diego County, a new town, Otay Ranch,
is being planned. For the past five to ten years, agriculture has declined in
the Otay Mesa area because of the unavailability of water and pressure from
development.

I hope that this information is helpful to you. If we can provide further
assistance, please contact Jennifer Tierney at (619) 694-3122,

T LS

THLEEN A. THUNER
Agricultural Commissioner/
Sealer of Weights and Measures

KAT :d7T

o stk Kathy Warburton, Chief Administrative Office
Lauren Wasserman, Department of Planning and Land Use







DATE ROUTED ROUTE SLIP
August 6, 1990 OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

DATE DUE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
August 20, 1990

T0
Norman W. Hickey, Chief Administrative Officer

SUBJECT
Attached correspondence from the Department of General Services

ACTION

[ ] FOR YOUR INFORMATION

[ ] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION

[] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR
YOUR COMMENTS

(] oTHeR

COMMENTS:

Please provide your comments in regards to the issues raised in the attached
correspondence.

Thank You,

Benelia Santos-Hunter
Chairman’s Assistant, Chairman Williams Office

BSH:bsh

IRETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLYI
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—STATE AND CONSUMER SERVICES AGENCY

GEORGE OEUKMEJIAN, Governor
DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES ﬁ%
OFFICE OF REAL ESTATE AND DESIGN SERVICES %ﬁt}
400 "P" Street, Suite 3110 G ENE T LN
. Sacramento, CA 95814 NECEIVED
(916) 323-6562

ilo U

July 11, 1990

wm &
& o
B
T o
1=
-San Diego County 3 Y o e ::‘.
Paul Boland, Treasurer - Tax Collector B o - g?x C’J
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 162 . T L e d’%
San Diego, CA 92101 : X &5 2%
Attn: Sybil Hansen, Refunds and Roll Corrections % > =
3 [ann)
Dear Tax Collector

Re: Department of Parks and Recreation

Torrey Pines State Reserve
DPR-988B; Parcel 8429
APN No. 301-010-11

Attached is a xerox copy of a recorded document whereby the State of
California acquired ti

tle to real property located in your County.
This information is bein

g furnished so that appropriate action may be
taken by you pursuant to Section 4986 of the Revenue and Taxation
Code. The State has not and will not reimburse the grantor(s) for
any prepaid taxes. 2

The State has not acquired personal property.
Sincerely,

YF/VA/géff//“ (Kbl

REN CALDWELL
Senior Land Agent

FWC:ys

Attachment

cc: Members of the Board t—
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I_ STATE OF CALIFORNIA _]
DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
OFFICE OF REAL ESTATE AND DESIGN SERVICES
400 P Street, Suite 3110

l_ Sacramento, CA 95814-5318 _]

’

Corporation Grant Deed

APN No. 301-010-11

WE Hivoo.  oboilkY THAT THIS IS A FULL,
TRUE AST CORRECT COPY OF THE ORIGINAL
"’:boi:mziz'-._:: IR sma APPEARS IN THE
' REZORDER OF SAN

o HORREOL 2.
. DIEGC C. ; '.: OF CALIFORNIA,
- RECORD:+ LS -7 O
AS FILE ° fd - 235/ / N
OFFICIAT o3 o: SAID COUNTY,

CHICAGO TITLZ COUPANY
By Mjﬂf‘) %
]
SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE

Department of Parks and Recreation
Torrey Pines State Reserve
8429

Agency:
Project:
Parcel:

SPACE SAVER, INC., a California Corporation

a corporation organized under the las—7 O alifornia

| Ay G NAGiak

to-. THE : 'STATE OF" CAEIEO
San Diego , Stat
of one (1) page and by thi

Y~

hereby GRANTS
cribed real property in the County of
on the attached Exhibit "A" consisting
hereof.

In Witness Whé?eo‘f; said corporation has caused its corporate name and seal to be affixed hercto and this

instrument to be
duly authorized.

executed by its

Dated: __April 19, 1990

President and Secretary thereunto
SPACE SAVER, INC.
a Calif9rnia Corporation
By mji e
resident

Lajice D. Alworth

By

Secretary






EXHIBIT "“A"

Al11 those portions of the numberered lots and blocks and those portions of the
unnumbered lots.and blocks, and those portions of the alleys and streets adjoin-
ing said lots and blocks in the City of Del Mar, County of San Diego, State of
California, according to Map thereof No. 368. filed in the Office of the County
Recorder of San Diego County, October 7, 1885, and within the boundary of
Government Lot 3 in Section 23, Township 14 South, Range 4 West. San BRernardino
Meridian, according to the Official Plat thereof, also that certain parcel of
land designated and delineated as 2.141-acre parcel as shown on Racord of Survey
Map No. 2146, as filed in the Office of the County Recorder of San Diego County,
April 14, 1949 as File No. 32856 of Official Records, being more particularly
described as follows:

Beginning at the Southeast corner of said Lot 3 of Section 23, thence along the
Easterly boundary of said Lot 3 North 0° 21' 02" East 485.60 feet to the inter- -
section with the Southerly boundary of State Highway VII-SD-2A as designated and
delineated on said Record of Survey Map No. 2146; thence along said Southerly
boundary North 81° 26' 00" West 13.76 feet to the beginning of a tangent
430.00-foot radius curve concave Northeasterly; thence Northwesterly along the
arc of said curve through a central angle of 27° 15' 11" a distance of 204.55
feet to the intersection with Easterly boundary State Highway 101, District XI,
Route 2, Section A being 100.00 in width; thence along said Easterly boundary
South 1° 11' 30" West 398.95 feet to the intersection with the Northeasterly
boundary Atchison Topeka and Santa Fe Rail Road right of way said point also
being a point on the arc of a non-tangent 1,810.09-foot radius curve concave
Northeasterly, a radial to said curve bears South 66° 41' 01" West; thence along
said Northeasterly boundary and Southeasterly along the arc of said curve
through a central angle of 5° 25' 01" a distance of 155.00 feet to the intersec-
tion with the Northerly boundary of Pueblo Lands; thence along said Northerly
boundary South 47° 03' 00" East 38.06 feet to the intersection with the
Southerly boundary of said Lot 3; thence along the Southerly boundary of said
Lot 3 North 89° 54' 59" East 111.31 to the Point of Beginning.

APN: 301-010-11

CLA:nmd:5:0418.3





Exhibit “4p™

of minutes

State Public Works Board
May 25, 1990

RESOLUTION OF STATE PUBLIC WORKS BOARD
APPROYING ACQUISITION OF REAL PROPERTY
FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

(Parcel 8429 - Torrey Pines State Reserve - San Diego County)

WHEREAS, the Property Acquisition Law (Part 11, Division 3, Title 2 of
the Government Code) empowers the State Public Works Board to acquire on behalf
of the State of California property selected for acquisition by the Department
of Parks and Recreation pursuant to subdivision (b) and (c) of Section 5006 of
the Pukiic Resources Code; and

WHEREAS, Item 37390-30Z-721(2) as added by Chapter 1241, Section 9(2),
Budget Act of 1989, makes an appropriation to the Department of Parks and :
Recreation for expenditure under the provisions of the Property Acquisition Law
for the acquisition of property for the Torrey Pines State Reserve project; and

WHEREAS, the Department of Parks and Recreation has selected the
property described in the hereinafter identified deed for acquisition for such

purpose; and

WHEREAS, it appears that the owner of the property has agreed to sell
said property to the State for the consideration set forth in and subject to the
terms and conditions of the hereinafter identified agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLYED that the State Public Works Board, by
unanimous vote, hereby determines that the consideration set forth in the here-
inafter identified agreement is fair and reasonable for the purchase of the
property, and acquisition by condemnation is not necessary.

Parcel Date of Date of :
Number Agreement Deed Grantor
8425 47157580 4/15/50 Space Saver, Inc., a Caljfornia Corporation

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the State Public Works Board hereby accepts
on behalf of the State of California the deed identified above and consents to

- the recordation thereof.

P ks BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Chair or the Administrative Secretary
of this Board is hereby authorized and directed to execute said agreement and

such other documents as may be necessary to complete the acquisition of the

property.
END OF RESOLUTION

I HEREBY CERTIFY the foregoing to be a full, true and correct copy of
a resolution adopted by the State Public Works Board on May 25, 1990. :

WITNESS my hand this 25th day of May, 1990.

@M?AQ&&@T’E&

Assistant Aaministrative Secretary
State Public Works Board
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—STATE AND CONSUMER SERVICES AGENCY

GEORGE DEUKMEIIAN, Govemor
DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

OFFICE OF REAL ESTATE AND DESIGN SERVICES
400 "P" Street, Suite 3110
- . Sacramento, CA 95814

(916) 323-6562

=July 11,1990

ol
o

stk

i 1 HISE

-San Diego County

Paul Boland, Treasurer — Tax Collector
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 162

San Diego, CA 92101
Attn:

$i680

Sybil Hansen, Refunds and Roll Corrections
Dear Tax Collector

Re: Department of Parks and Recreation
Anza-Borrego Desert State Park
DPR-971B; Parcel 6798

APN No. 414-041-18

Attached is a xerox copy of a recorded document whereby the State of
California acquired title to real property located in your County.

This information is being furnished so that appropriate action may be
EaSen by you pursuant to Section 4986 of the Revenue and Taxation
ode.

The State has not and will not reimburse the grantor(s) for
any prepaid taxes.

The State has not acquired personal property.
Sincerely,

j A/MM ﬁ%ﬁ//

F. WARREN CALDWELL
Senior Land Agent

FWC:ys

Attachment

cc: Members of the Board v~
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TICOR TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY OF CALIFORMA * 1366

STATE OF CALIFORNIA - OFFICIAL BUSINESS
Document entitled to free recordation 90—277812
pursuant to Gov't. Code Sec. 6103 l—'— RECORDEDIN —_ |
WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO OFFICIAL RECORDS | i
OF SAN DIFGO COUNTY, CA
i STATE OF CALIFORNIA il 199U MAY 2 2 ANB:00
DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES VERAL. LYLE
OFFICE OF REAL ESTATE AND DESIGN SERVICES COUNTY RECORDER
400 P Street, Suite 3110
| sacramento, CA 95814-5318 o WO Feg™
- ""6”’\ - SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE
L ;{C%CD ‘65 - Agency: Department of Parks and Recreation
Grant Deed Project: Anza-Borrego Desert State Park
Parcel: 6798

APN: 414-041-18

JAMES 1. RIDDLE AND DOROTHY M. RIDULE, husband and wife and
HARCOURT J. RIDDLE, a single man.

hereby GRANTS to THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, the following described real property in the County
of San Diego , State of California:

Parcel 10 of Record of Survey Map No. 4892, filed in the Office of County
Recorder of San Diego County, January 29, 1959, being the North Half of the
Northwest Quarter and the West Half of the Northeast Quarter of of Section 17,
Township 15 South, Range 8 East, in the County of San Diego, State of
California, according to Official Plat thereof.

s nemam 1. e I
i o:."..“. S Do Posian

NO CHARGE ON THIS DOC JIAENT
FOR THE BENEFIT OF

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Dated: __April 11, 1990 S L e R
James M. Riddle /7
% 27 & cz(zéQ
Subscribing Witness: Do /thy M. ﬂid e

arcourt 3. Rujd e

AAENR] 'AY 1Bay Y1 28





1358 Exhibit "B"

of minutes
State Public Works Board
March 30, 1990

RESOLUTION OF STATE PUBLIC WORKS BOARD

(Parcels 6798 and 6799 - Anza-Borrego Desert State Park -
San Diego County)

WHEREAS, the Property Acquisition Law (Part 11, Division 3, Title 2 of
the Government Code) empowers the State Public Works Boarc to acquire on behalf
of the State of California property selected for acquisition by the Department
of Parks and Recreation pursuant to subdivision (b) and (c) of Section 5006 of
the Public Resources Code; and

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 5907(b), 1(B), California
Wildlife, Coastal and Park Land Conservation Bond Act of 1988, makes an appro-
priation to the Department of Parks and Recreation for expenditure under the
provisions of the Property Acquisition Law for the acquisition of property for
the Anza-Borrego Desert State Park project; and

WHEREAS, the Department of Parks and Recreation has selected the
property described in the hereinafter identified deed for acquisition for such
purpose; and

WHEREAS, it appears that the owners of the property have agreed to sell
said property to the State for the consideration set forth in and subject to the
terms and conditions of the hereinafter identified agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby determines that
the procedures and criteria established by the Attorney General relating to
implied dedication and public prescriptive rights or claims have been complied
with in the investigations and appraisals of the property.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLYED that the State Public Works Board, by unanimous
vote, hereby determines that the consideration set forth in the hereinafter
identified agreement is fair and reasonable for the purchase of the property,
and acquisition by condemnation is not necessary.

Parcel Date of Date of

Number Agreement Deed Grantor

6798 3/06/90 3/06/90 James M. Riddle and Dorothy M. Riddle, husband
2 and wife and Harcourt J. Riddie, a sinagle man

6799 3/26/90 3/26/90 Henry W. Knepp and Catherine Iris Knepp,

husband and wife and Richard Leroy Shaffer, a
single man (1/4 interest each)

AND
3/08/90 3/08/90 Eileen G. Brennan, a widow (1/4 interest)

Page 1 of 2






1369 Exhibit "B" - Continued

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the State Public Works Board hereby accepts
on behalf of the State of California the deed jdentified above and consents to

the recordation thereof.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Chair or the Administrative Secretary
of this Board is hereby authorized and directed to execute said agreement and
such other documents as may be necessary to complete the acquisition of the

- property.

’

END OF RESOLUTION

I HEREBY CERTIFY the foregoing to be a full, true and correct copy
of a resolution adopted by the State Public Works Board on March 30, 1990.

WITNESS my hand this 30th day of March, 1990.

NAssistant Administrative secretary
State Public Works Board

6:CAV0405.4 Page 2 of 2






. } r

Project  Anza Borrego Desert State Park

Parcel(s) 6798

PROPERTY ACQUISITION AGREEMENT

AN Hid-o4- 12

Deed Dated IMarch 6, 1990 Title Company Ticor Title Insurance Co.
ATrN: Chris Lonqg
County San Diego Address 925 B Street

a San Diego, CA 92112
Escrow No. 1178920A

Agency  Department of Parks and Recreation

The parties to this agreement are the undersigned grantor(s), hereinafter referred to as grantor, and the State of California,

acting by and through the State Public Works Board, hereinafter referred to as State. The parties agree as follows:

1.  Grantor agrees to grant to State certain property, located in the above County, and more particularly described in the

above deed, which is herewith handed to State's Land Agent, subject to the terms and conditions hereof.

SJ

of record or otherwise, and of taxes, ¢xcept:

(a) Easement or rights of way of rzzord for public roads or public utilities, if any.

(b) Items 2 and 3 of Preliminary Title Report No. 1178920 dated August 18, 1989.

e have ne dermand . Curret Year
Jaxes are P—Q«CL \N Qu\ \‘Rﬂer‘e OYe.
Ne prior year Yaves . [ we(/uﬂd wll
be processed when e ol =
Coviretied dn/ 4 -13-90

THE PROVISIONS ON THE REVERSE SIDE HEREOF CONSTITUTE A PART OF THIS AGREEMENT

The State agrees to pay $ 13,500 into said escrow at the above title company for the account of grantor, «wese
conditioned on said property vesting in State, free and clear of all liens, leases, encumbrances, assessments, easements,

W

e

Dated 2-(-90 Grantors _,/47’./ 4,/1 ﬁ/w/ffé
¢ James M. Rid
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, State Public Works Board LY SRR 4 cddle

rpthy M Riddle

By /
Assistant Administrative Secretary Harco jl rt J. Riddle
DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

Actin g Chief
OFFICE OF REAL ESTATE AND DESIGN SERVICES

Approval IKesommentied, it oSSt h B eE R Sl Sl s e e

Reul Estate Officer
OREDS 100 (Rev. 2/90)
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DATE ROUTED ROUTE SLIP
August 1, 1990 OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

DATE DUE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
August 15, 1990

T0
Lari Sheehan, Deputy Chief Administrative Officer

SUBJECT
Attached correspondence from the Local Government Commission

ACTION

(] For YOUR INFORMATION
“[] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION
[] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR

(] Your coMMENTS

[(XX] oTHER

COMMENTS:

Please provide a draft response for Chairman Williams.

- -

Thanz/ You,

|

Benelja Santos-Hunter

Chairman’s Assistant, Chairman Williams Office

BSH:bsh

IRETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLYI






ZINS RECE

LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMISSION JU|

g
s 9
909 12th St. ® Suite 205 ® Sacramento, CA 95814 * 916-448-1198 “E J

......
Teeq

Board of Directors
Supervisor Gary Patton

County ofcé‘:ri\zecr:lz\ Iuly 1 8, 1 990

Supervisor Wesley Chesbro
County of Humboldt

Councilmember George Cole

City of Bell
Councilmember Hal Conklin SuperViSOI' Leon Williams
City of Santa Barbara County of San Diego
e e R 1600 Pacific Highway, Room 335

Councilmember Bob Filner San Diego, CA 921 01

City of San Diego

Ci il ber Ruth Galant . -559/‘6\/
™ £y of Los Aruie Dear Supervis illiams:

Mayor F.oni Hancock ¥
i sk An average of 65% of the municipal solid waste stream consists of
b iy e commercial wastes. Because commercial recycling programs will be a
e E e o T significant help in meeting the waste diversion goals posed by AB 939, I
e have enclosed some ideas for initiating commercial recycling in your
S isor Willie Kenned 2
City an‘épézvuity oflSa: Franxc‘iicf; Communlty'
Mayor ]ohj\ Long\_/ille
g You may wish to see if an AB 939 task force or committee has been
e =yt € formed in your city or county. They may have done some groundwork
Councilmember Patricia Moore alreadY' :
City of Compton
S s e The enclosed ideas should help you coordinate with any existing effort.
e Some of the suggestions require some research. The Local
ey Government Commission has recycling consultants to provide

technical assistance. Please call us for help at (916) 448-1198. Ask for
David Sparrow.

Good luck!

Warm Regards,

3\

2

I dy orDp
ecutive ector

Printed on recycled paper





To: Local Government Commission Members
From: Judy Corbett
Re: Things You Can Do to Promote Commercial Recycling

Commercial recycling involves recovering materials that are normally thrown away in the
everyday operations of a commercial business. The materials recovered can then be delivered to
a recyclable materials processor who takes recovered material and re-uses it in another
product or sells it to someone who will. Paper, aluminum, cardboard, wood, metal and plastics
are all generated by commercial sources and all are recyclable. Unfortunately these materials
are often not collected for recycling and are instead sent to the landfill, wasting valuable
resources including landfill space.

Commercial recycling creates a three way win situation: The city has less waste to dispose of,
the businesses save money, and private recycling companies gain additional volumes of material.

The following are some first steps you can take to initiate commercial recycling in your
community:

i finiti n wri h If

The city attorney should examine the definitions of waste that are included in garbage contracts
and ordinances to assure that the language will allow cities to solicit private recycling
companies to collect both sorted and mixed recyclables. An adequate definition will differentiate
between recyclable materials and worthless garbage. Otherwise your waste hauler may legally
be able to lay claim to materials which should be collected by a commercial recycler.

i i raphic Ar

One way to identify the businesses which pick up commercial recyclables in your area is to look
in the Yellow Pages under "recycling centers”, "scrap metals" and "waste paper." Meet with
these businesses to let them know of your interest in increasing commercial recycling in your
city and ascertain their interest in providing that service.

Th j reial InY i

Community Development staff can identify the city's major businesses. The president and
facilities managers of these businesses should be informed of the recycling requirements of AB
939 and surveyed for their interest in participating in a community recycling program. Names
of those who respond should be forwarded to commercial recyclers.

City recycling coordinators should also provide presentations at meetings of the local chamber
of commerce.

5 Existing R \F

The best incentive for encouraging commercial recycling is an economic one. A change in the
fee structure can work to reward those businesses who recycle and penalize those who do not. A
rate and fee restructure can also offset municipal revenue losses created by the collection of
less garbage.

Contact the Local Government Commission for further information and technical assistance.







DATE ROUTED ROUTE SLIP
August 1, 1990 OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

DATE DUE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
August 15, 1990 p 3

T0
Norman W. Hickey, Chief Administrative Officer

SUBJECT
Attached correspondence from Jananne Sharpless

ACTION
(] FOR YOUR INFORMATION

- [C] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION
[C] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR
[XX] YOUR COMMENTS

(] omHer

COMMENTS:

Please provide your comments.

Thank You,
;£ --c"{// h—----—-——-—"

Béngjia Santos-Hunter
Chairman’s Assistant, Chairman Williams Office

BSH:bsh

|RETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLYI






RFCFEIVEN

State of @alifornia

SACRAMENTO

JANANNE SHARPLESS
Secretary of
Environmental Affairs

REQUEST FOR COMMENTS
July 20, 1990
CALIFORNIA OCEAN RESOURCES MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

PURPOSE

The California Ocean Resources Management (CORM) Program is a broad ranging
review of ocean uses and their management in State and federal waters off
California. This review will identify current ocean uses and consider potential
new and/or expanded uses, will look at how State agency programs currently
manage these uses, and will analyze how these programs interact with each other
and with federal ocean management programs. The focus of this effort is to
examine California's uses and interests offshore, and how they will be affected
by changing federal responsibilities in the expanded Territorial Sea and 200-
mile Exclusive Economic Zone. Under the CORM Task Force and Advisory Committee,
the CORM Program will present a Report and Recommendations on California's
management of ocean uses to the Governor and Legislature by January 1, 1993.

The attached Draft Study Plan describes the overall work effort, along with
the specific topics, issues, and uses that will be covered. The purpose of this
request is to ask for your comments on the intended scope of this study, as well
as any specific recommendations you may have for any information sources or
topics which should be addressed by the Task Force and Advisory Committee.

REQUESTED COMMENTS

Any general comments you wish to make on the Draft Study Plan will be
appreciated. We would also welcome any specific comments on the following:

o Relevant studies, reports, data bases, and other information sources
that can be used to address the study's topics, including compilations
of existing management authorities, studies of use conflicts, efforts to
resolve such conflicts, and data on economic or other costs and benefits
derived from ocean uses in California.

o Additional ocean uses-either existing or potential--that should be
covered.

please turn page over...

1102 Q STREET, SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814 (916) 322-5840






CORM REQUEST FOR COMMENTS Page 2
July 20, 1990

o Specific issues related to ocean uses that should be analyzed in the
Report, such as conflicts between two or more uses, management programs
that have been particularly successful or that should be improved, or
instances where you feel management authorities/efforts conflict or are
inconsistent. Please provide as much background information on the
issue as possible, including suggested contacts or information sources
and any actions you feel should be considered in the Report's
recommendations.

o Ocean management programs in other states or countries that can provide
useful information or be used as case studies to compare with similar
programs in California.

DUE DATE

A1l comments must be postmarked by September 3., 1990 to the following
address:

Secretary of Environmental Affairs
Attn: CORM Program

1102 "Q" Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

FAX: (916) 445-6401







CALIFORNIA OCEAN RESOURCES MANAGEMENT (CORM) PROGRAM
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July 1990





U.S. Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ)

Legal Jurisdictions Offshore California

1
1
AT 200 Miles - Exclusive Economic Zone*
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! Legislature adopted maps defining
inland boundary of coastal zone

2 The definition of the continental shelf is at issue

3 The reach of the CZMA is at issue

# In accord with article 57 of the 1982 Law of the Sea Convention, .
the EEZ is defined from the baseline of the Territorial Sea out to 200 miles.
California's State Waters extend to three miles offshore.

8 By Proclamation in 1988, the U.S. Territorial Sea was extended from three to twelve miles offshore.
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INTRODUCTION TO THE CORM PROGRAM

AB 2000 (Chapter 1215, Statutes of 1989), authored by Assemblyman Sam
Farr, was signed by Governor Deukmejian on August 1, 1989. AB 2000
establishes the California Ocean Resources Management (CORM) Program,
constitutes a Task Force and Advisory Committee, and requires the Task Force
to deliver a report with recommendations on California's management of ocean
uses to the Governor and Legislature by January 1, 1993. AB 2000 designates
the Secretary of Environmental Affairs as the Chair of the Task Force, and
prescribes that the Secretary provide all staff support to the Task Force.

Why has California initiated this Program at this time? Why is it
important that the Task Force, Advisory Committee, and the public
participate fully and that the Report and Recommendations be delivered on
time to the Governor and the Legislature? In order to provide an
introductory framework to this Study Plan, the following is a broad summary
of some relevant ocean events. ;

By Proclamation dated March 10, 1983, President Reagan claimed U.S.
sovereign rights and jurisdiction over the United States' 200-mile Exclusive
Economic Zone (EEZ). 'The U.S. became the 59th nation to declare such a
zone, which includes 2.3 million square miles offshore as U.S. sovereign
territory. The Proclamation includes the area offshore California out to
200 nautical miles (n.m.).

By Proclamation dated December 27, 1988, President Reagan extended the
U.S. territorial sea to 12 nautical miles in accordance with international
law as reflected in the 1982 United Nations Convention on the Law of the
Sea. The Proclamation was justified on the basis of national security,
includes all U.S. Territories and Possessions, and confirms international
rights of innocent passage and overflight, and transit passage through
international straits. The Proclamation includes the area offshore
California out to 12 n.m.

The EEZ is referred to often as the 200-mile zone or the 200-mile EEZ.
It should be understood that the 200-mile reference is to the maximum
extension from a state's coastline allowed by the 1982 Law of the Sea
Treaty. In the case of the United States, therefore, federal EEZ
jurisdiction includes the 188 n.m. contiguous to its now 12 n.m. territorial
sea. The first 3 miles of the territorial sea offshore California remain
State waters.

Because 197 n.m. of California's adjacent 200-mile EEZ is federal
waters, it is helpful to place the State's ocean activities in the context
of national ocean policy, which in turn contributes to an evolving
international law of the sea. Following World War II, new and improved
technological capabilities created new and fostered traditional ocean uses.
The levels of ocean use increased to a point at which scarcity problems
arose over certain resources, and conflicts arose over certain uses and over
impacts from various uses. As particular ocean uses increased in
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scarcity value, governments, including the U.S., made claims to various
jurisdictions and resources.

As a result, four law of the sea treaties were negotiated in 1958 by
the international community, all of which focussed on jurisdiction. These
included conventions on fisheries, the continental shelf, the territorial
sea, and the high seas. These conventions were followed by the Third United
Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS III, 1973-1981), which
opened for Treaty signatures in 1982. Among other things, the Law of the
Sea Treaty provides for national 200-mile Exclusive Economic Zones, and 12-
mile Territorial Seas. Though the U.S. has not signed it, the Law of the
Sea Treaty is the international law to which the U.S. EEZ and territorial
Sea Presidential Proclamations refer, and the international law on which the
U.S. relies as comprising existing maritime law and practice for traditional
ocean uses.

Prior to the U.S. EEZ Proclamation, therefore, the waters beyond the
U.S. territorial sea (then 3 nautical miles seaward) were international high
seas. There were exceptions to this international jurisdiction, however,
for which Congress passed various so-called "single purpose” laws, a process
consonant with emerging international law. These "single purpose” laws,
such as the Outer Continental Lands Act (OCSLA), and the Fisheries
Conservation Management Act (FCMA), provide specific U.S. federal agencies
with management jurisdiction over certain uses beyond state waters and the
territorial sea, uses such as oil and gas and fisheries. These use specific
laws are complemented by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of
1969 as amended, and its regulations governing major actions requiring
federal approvals. These and other federal statutes and regulations remain
in effect, but it is unclear whether and how each is affected by the EEZ and
Territorial Sea Proclamations.

In addition, California's State waters are subject to State
constitutional provisions, statutes, and programs. The California Coastal
Act provides for coastal resources planning and management, and the federal
Coastal Zone Management Act provides consistency review of activities in
federal waters which directly affect State coastal resources. Additionally,
the California Environmental Quality Act and a number of use specific laws
and regulations administered by more than 20 State agencies have some focus
on State waters activities. As with those for federal waters, it is unclear
how State statutes and regulations are affected by the Proclamations.

This evolving situtation is important to California because most of the
State's trade, economic, social, technological, environmental and scientific
interests extend through federal waters. Of particular importance will be
the outcomes of federal management decisions offshore which pertain to other
of California's immanent economic and policy interests, and to State goals
such as those for domestic energy production, jobs and trade promotion,
revenue sharing, and more. Thus, obvious State concerns comprise the review
of policies current in State and federal waters off California, and the need
to identify and plan for new offshore technologies and uses. For instance,
California already is involved extensively with oil and gas development on
the outer continental shelf (O0CS), and will have to deal with questions of
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jurisdiction, technological capacity, and the environmental and socio-
economic impacts of evolving deep water oil and gas extraction. Less
obvious but equally important concerns include management of resources and
uses in the territorial sea and EEZ not currently under statute.

The high seas, EEZ, territorial sea, State waters, and terrestial
environments are interdependent systems, and California's efforts to address
uses in federal waters should correspond to this fact. Though the
California Coastal Act and the Coastal Zone Management Act provide a
management regime for California's coastal zone, it has not been considered
whether this regime which is focussed substantially on land use planning, is
sufficient to the management of territorial sea and EEZ uses. It may be
that California's coastal zone regime, or some new regime, or more than one
regime is necessary for the most effective management of uses in
California's adjacent ocean jurisdictions. Accordingly, it is important to
California to cast ocean uses, issues, and jurisdictions in a framework that
will facilitate their integration for purposes of evaluation and
recommendations.

There is, consequently, a range of uses potentially affected by
extended federal jurisdiction and a mix of issues that California must
address from various legal and management perspectives. Also, there are a
growing number of public and private ocean players who are raising offshore
issues to address substantive environmental and conflict-of-use problems, to
promote research and development, and to advance socio-economic and
political agendas. These efforts demand equal effort to ensure that, taken
together, they reflect a synthesis of explicit goals regarding California's
adjacent ocean waters.

Additionally, on the national level, Congress, agencies, and interested
groups have introduced ocean related legislation, regulations, and
initiatives generated by environmental concerns as well as by the federal
jurisdictional extensions. These initiatives have been accompanied by some
studies of the implications to federal policy and statute of extended
jurisdiction. In general, the studies have found need for a comprehensive
federal interagency review to determine effects on statutes and federal
options for planning and coordination. A number have emphasized the point
that coastal states must share with the federal government in the management
of and revenues from uses offshore.

There is no doubt that California's interests will be affected by any
new federal legislation or management regimes for the EEZ and expanded
territorial sea. The CORM Program will be a concerted effort by this State
to help set the agenda in a way that best ensures that our interests will be
addressed. Through the CORM Program, California will, among other things:

0 review our existing ocean uses and management programs,

0 explore options to improve our efforts particularly as they will
be affected by changes in federal activities,
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0 evaluate options to improve coordination among individual
management activities, and

0 identify opportunities for cooperative management between
federal, regional, State, and local entities.

The CORM Program consists of the CORM Task Force, the CORM Advisory
Committee, and the CORM Report and Recommendations. The purpose of the Study
Plan is to cast ocean issues, uses, and jurisdictions in a framework that .
will facilitate their integration for purposes of evaluation for the report
and recommendations.

The first part of the Study Plan is this introduction. The second part
of the Study Plan is a draft general schedule for the three years of the
Program. The third part of the Study Plan is a draft outline of the CORM
Report.
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DRAFT SCHEDULE FOR THE CORM PROGRAM
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Draft Study Plan - Draft Schedule

DRAFT SCHEDULE FOR THE CORM PROGRAM

1/90 - 5/90 Prepare Draft Study Plan for the Task Force and Advisory

Committee

Eirst Task Force Meeting - Sacramento

Purpose: Program Overview
Advisory Committee List
Task Force Members "Ocean Related Activities"

Designation Letters to Advisory Committee

Meeting with other U.S. Coastal State Ocean Program Managers
(Washington, Oregon, Hawaii, Mississippi, Florida, Virginia,
North Carolina, Maine) - San Francisco

Task Force & Advisory Committee Meeting - Sacramento

Purpose: Program Overview
Discuss Administrative Draft Study Plan
Confirm Subcommittees

Final Comments Due from Task Force and Advisory Committee on
Administrative Draft Study Plan

7/20/90 - 9/3/90 Release Draft Study Plan for Public Review with 45

Day Comment Period

8/90 - 12/90 CORM Subcommittee Meetings

10/21/90 Meeting with other U.S. Coastal State Ocean Program Managers

12/90:

at Coastal Society Meeting - San Antonio, Texas

Have ready drafts of the following:

Inventory of current and potential ocean uses

Inventory of State ocean statutes and programs

Inventory of federal ocean statutes and programs

Inventory of State ocean education, policy, and science
programs and activities

Preliminary Bibliography
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Third Task Force Meeting - Sacramento

Purpose: Review Progress to Date
Re-confirm Subcommittees
1/91 - 6/92: Subcommittee Meetings (to be scheduled)

7/8-12/91: Meeting with other U.S. Coastal State Ocean Program Managers
at Coastal Zone Management Conference - Long Beach

1992 =
6/92 Make draft CORM Report and Recommendations available for
public review & comment through SEA (Provide 60 days for
comment)
1/92 Hold any public hearings

10/1/92 Task Force meeting - Sacramento

Purpose: Final Review of Draft CORM Report & Recommendations

12/15/92 SEA transmits Final Report to the printer

1/1/93 Task Force transmits Final Report and Recommendations, and
Public Comments to the Governor and Legislature
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DRAFT OUTLINE OF THE CORM REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS
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DRAFT OUTLINE OF THE CORM REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS

SECTION I LEGAL ISSUES A - D

The Chapters and Parts of this Section will evaluate the following set
of legal issues:

i : .
MMMWMMW“ X P ;

An inclusive source does not exist to refer State ocean managers and
users to current international and federal laws, rules, regulations,
authorities and programs for ocean uses. This lack of information has
become more problematic with the additions to the international and
federal legal landscapes of the 1982 Law of the Sea Treaty which the
U.S. has not signed, the 1983 Presidential Proclamation on the U.S.
EEZ, and the 1988 Presidential Proclamation on the U.S. Territorial
Sea. With no corresponding Congressional action, the proclamations in
particular have added to the uncertainty and speculation over the legal
status of ocean uses. The focus of this inventory will be to list
international and federal laws, rules, regulations, authorities, and
programs relating to ocean uses that may be affected by the
Proclamations, and that may conflict with California's laws, rules,
regulations, authorities, or programs. An inventory will help clarify
the international and federal legal framework for uses offshore in
order to provide a baseline for the analysis required in Issue C.

B. Inventory of State Laws., Rules. Regulations. Authorities, and Programs:

An inclusive source does not exist to refer ocean managers and users to
current State laws, rules, regulations, authorities and programs for
ocean uses offshore California. As with international and federal law,
the omission has become more problematic because of the EEZ and
Territorial Sea Proclamations, no corresponding congressional action,
and increasing uncertainty surrounding current and potential uses. The
focus of this inventory will be to 1ist California laws, rules,
regulations, authorities, and programs relating to ocean uses that may
be affected by the Proclamations, and that may conflict with other
State or federal laws, rules, regulations, authorities; or programs.

This inventory will provide a baseline for the analysis required in
Issue C.
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C. Analysis of Conflicts of State with State and/or International and/or
Egdgtal Laws ., B!Ilﬁﬁ: ng“]gt]’gnﬁ, Au;hgcj;]g§ and E[‘_le:imit

Using the inventories prepared as provided in Issues A and B above, the
focus of this analysis will be to identify gaps and inconsistencies in
State law, and to identify specific sources of current and potential
legal conflicts of State with state and/or international and/or federal
laws, rules, regulations, authorities and programs. This analysis is
necessary in order to clarify California's policy, planning, and
management status and options for ocean uses, and to identify options
for State/state, regional, federal, and international cooperation.

D. Current and Potential Jurisdictional Disputes:

Federal/State and adjacent state jurisdictional disputes can occur in
cases where there is evidence of particularly high resource or use
value, or where particularly damaging environmental impacts might
occur.

The primary focus of this section will be to address California's legal
and management options with respect to the EEZ, and the U.S.
territorial sea extension. Though the 1988 Presidential Proclamation
stated that the territorial sea extension did not affect U.S.
jurisdiction or statutory mandates relating to individual coastal
states, this remains subject to debate. Should California attempt to
extend its State waters from 3 to 12 nautical miles offshore? What are
the legal options for doing so? How this issue is resolved by
California and by Congress will have significant consequences for the
management of all California's ocean uses.

In addition to the legal options, California must ask associated
management questions such as: what are the costs, including opportunity
costs, and benefits to California of extending its State waters? Are
there associated use and resource costs and benefits? A thorough
analysis will require that the relevant subcommittees treat this issue
across both legal and management spectrums.

In the meantime, the State must address the management of uses in the
whole of its EEZ (see Issue M) and be prepared to evaluate all options
before resolving the State waters extension issue.

Though institutional jurisdictional disputes may be or become legal
issues, these are listed under management issues since they must be
taken into account in current decisionmaking.
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CHAPTER 1 EXTRACTIVE OCEAN USES - LIVING MARINE RESOURCES

For each of the legal issues in this Section, this Chapter will
evaluate the following uses:

1) Animals - fish, shellfish, mammals, birds, invertebrates
Industries:

Aquaculture/Mariculture: sea ranching fish for stock
enhancement, sale, consumption, and research for food,
biotechnology, etc.

Biotechnology: harvesting fish or their constituents for
useful purposes in a controlled environment, e.g. genetic
engineering, pharmaceuticals, and industrial compounds

Commercial fishing: harvesting fish and shellfish for sale,
subsistence or cultural and traditional harvesting

Sport fishing: harvesting fish for recreation or personal
consumption, subsistence or cultural and traditional

harvesting
2) Plants - algae, sea grasses
Industries:

Aquaculture/Mariculture: sea ranching plants for sale,
consumption, and research for food, biotechnology etc.

Biotechnology: harvesting plants or their constituents for
useful purposes in a controlled environment, e.g. genetic
engineering, pharmaceuticals, and industrial compounds

Commercial harvesting: harvesting plants for sale,
subsistence or cultural and traditional harvesting

Recreational harvesting: taking plants for recreation or
consumption, subsistence or cultural and traditional
harvesting .

Part 1 State Waters

This Part will evaluate each of the legal issues for each
extractive use of living resources in the context of State
waters.

Part 2 Territorial Sea

This Part will evaluate each of the legal issues for each
extractive use of living resources in the context of the
Territorial Sea.

Part 3 Exclusive Economic Zone

This Part will evaluate each of the legal issues for each
extractive use of living resources in the context of the
Exclusive Economic Zone.
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CHAPTER 2 EXTRACTIVE OCEAN USES - NON LIVING MARINE RESOURCES

For each of the legal issues in this Section, this Chapter will
evaluate the following uses:

1) Chemicals - extraction from hydrothermal processes and the water
column of chemicals and their precipitates

2) Hard minerals - non-organic minerals, e.g. cobalt, gold,
manganese, polymetallic sulfides, black sands

3) 0il & Gas
4) Sand & Gravel

5) Water - electrolysis, desalination, diversion for development and
erosion control

Part 1 State Waters

This Part will evaluate each of the legal issues for each
extractive use of nonliving resources in the context of State
waters.

Part 2 Territorial Sea

This Part will evaluate each of the legal issues for each
extractive use of nonliving resources in the context of the
Territorial Sea.

Part 3 Exclusive Economic Zone

This Part will evaluate each of the legal issues for each
extractive use of nonliving resources in the context of the
Exclusive Economic Zone.

CHAPTER 3 NON EXTRACTIVE OCEAN USES

For each of the legal issues in this Section, this Chapter will
evaluate the following uses:

1) Commercial - Construction of mobile and fixed bases for building
and services such as airports, communications, cruise ships,
harbours, hotels, housing, marinas, ports, space bases,

supply vessels, and other temporary and permanent ocean based
construction

2) Defense - current and future marine technologies such as
designated operations areas, modularized ocean based systems,
seabed facilities
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3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

Energy - production of energy with developing marine technologies
such as thermal gradients, wave, and wind

Ports and Harbours - shoreline and offshore facilities for
commercial and non-commercial vessels

Recreation - current and potential recreational activities such
as boating, diving, marinas, marine life observation,
swimming, surfing, and enjoyment of intrinsic values and
aesthetic qualities

Research - mobile and fixed uses for study and forecasting
oceanographic and biological processes, and other ocean based
research such as archeology, geology

Resource and Area Protection and Enhancement -
animal/plant/water/seabed protection and enhancement such as
artificial reefs, beach nourishment, marine sanctuaries,
wet lands conservation

Transportation - commercial vessels for transport of persons and
goods, navigational aids, and shipping lanes

Waste Disposal - dredge spoils, drilling muds, incineration,
municipal and industrial wastes, nuclear, sludge, vessel
garbage and other vessel wastes

This Part will evaluate each of the legal issues for each non-
extractive use in the context of State waters.

Part 2 Territorjal Sea

This Part will evaluate each of the legal issues for each non-
extractive use in the context of the Territorial Sea.

Part 3 Exclusive Economic Zone

This Part will evaluate each of the legal issues for each non-
extractive use in the context of the Exclusive Economic Zone.
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SECTION II MANAGEMENT ISSUES E - M

The Chapters and Parts of this Section will evaluate the following set
of management issues:

Transboundary ocean uses raise questions of international, federal,
State, or regional jurisdiction. These questions extend to authority
for institutional oversight and management of ocean uses. In each
offshore zone, who has authority and is it adequate to manage
identified uses? What is necessary to modify or clarify management
authority in order that California can act to establish and protect its
ocean interests?

The fallout from legal jurisdictional disputes becomes evident quickly
in state/federal and in-state institutional and management disputes,
particularly for relatively new uses. A useful example is the claim to
authority by the Department of the Interior to issue rules and
regulations for hard minerals offshore, and the counterclaim by coastal
states 1ike California, that Interior does not have sufficient
authority under the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act. Nevertheless,
California must respond to these rules and regulations on a management
level while the legal issue remains in dispute, and must coordinate and
integrate that response with its management of other uses offshore.

Does California have, and will it have, the management capacity needed
to sustain its ocean uses? If not, what options should be considered?
The focus of this section, therefore, will be to clarify the status and
options regarding: 1) the responsibilities of California's agencies for
uses offshore (including transitional arrangements), 2) potential for
coordination and consolidation, and 3) State agency relationships to
federal agencies. These options will take into account the information
generated from examination of the following issues.

State Agency Management Capacity

As technology and economics facilitate access to expanded and new uses
offshore, management capability will be crucial to California. The
capacity and capability to interact with federal management, and to
manage ocean uses under State control are important to California's
future. The focus of this section, therefore, will be to identify the
following: California's own and access to other relevant scientific,
socioeconomic, and technological research programs; information and
data systems; and policy and technical expertise across disciplines
necessary to manage ocean uses. The identification of these elements
will be followed by analyses of their use in current management

processes, and of options to provide for their continuous development
in State management.
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& Setate EducabisnalPolidvs Sai | R b C a4

Without the human and technical resources needed to fill private and
public mandates for offshore management, California may be unable to
meet its obligations or exercise its authority effectively. Does
California have, and will it have, the educational ocean policy and
science programs, and ocean research programs needed to educate and
train people for leadership activities in ocean policy and sciences?
If not, what options should be considered?

o e a4 v ThchnotodisftsTndustrd | Benef it

Current uses offshore California include, for instance, transportation,
recreation, extraction of fish, and oil and gas. Evolving uses include
extraction of resources such as hard minerals, chemicals, and water.

In order to manage for sustainable development of California's offshore
uses, an identification and description is needed of current,
developing, and future uses and related technologies, infrastructure
and resource needs.

How California deals with offshore uses will affect management of other
Statewide businesses such as promotion of alternative energy sources,
import and export markets, tourism, and coastal developments. These
links will be addressed as well as direct benefits derived from ocean
uses, such as jobs, income, and production of consumer and industrial
products and services.

I. Current and Potential Use Impacts

Legal dividing lines offshore do not correspond to the natural or
ecological divisions of ocean space. Water, flora and fauna, and uses
of California's EEZ interact with those of the territorial sea, and the
impacts on ecosystems may extend to State waters and to adjacent land
masses. For example, a fishery ecosystem could cross EEZ and
territorial sea boundaries; marine and land pollution can cross
physical and legal boundaries.

The focus of this section will be identification and clarification of
current and potential impacts from uses offshore California, and of
impacts from land and other point and non-point sources which affect
uses offshore California. These links will be addressed as well as the
direct costs of these impacts.

3 b and Potentin) Muiticls Ukh Confliet

The need by more than one user to use the same offshore area can create
conflict. This includes the use of one area which precludes or alters
areal, temporal, or seasonal uses of that area or another area or
impacts other habitats and environments. As access to ocean uses
increases, California users will become involved increasingly in these
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conflicts. The focus of this section will be to identify current and
potential use conflicts as a baseline for application of options
generated by other issues sections.

K. Alternative Dispute Resolution Processes and Options

Conflict management and alternative dispute resolution (ADR) processes
involve all of the following: anticipation, facilitation, negotiation,
mediation, arbitration, and mini-trials. ADR processes offer options
beyond litigation. As example of implementation of the first four ADR
processes mentioned, California currently brings together responsible
federal, State and local agencies to contract, review, and produce
environmental impact statements/reports for offshore projects. To the
extent that they may provide useful, cheaper, more equitable, and more
timely treatment of conflicts, ADR processes should be considered for
the State's ocean uses management infrastructure. ADR processes will
be considered as an option to litigation or as part of any
recommendations to resolve potential intra-State or State/federal
management or jurisdictional conflicts. The focus of this section,
therefore, will be an inventory and analysis of ADR processes and
options for their application to offshore activities.

L. [Eederal and State Incentives Options

Should California initiate an incentive program in State waters for
development and conservation of ocean uses, and for the use of
alternative dispute resolution processes? Should California also
encourage a federal policy of developing incentive programs in federal
waters? The focus of this section will be an analysis of options to
address these questions. Example incentives include rents on
resources; transferable development rights; the banking concept for
pollution and mitigation activities; trade markets for pollution
mitigation or other banked credits; rationalizing environmental and
socioeconomic costs of uses; and protocols and infrastructure for
alternative dispute management processes.

M. State Options for Partnership and Cooperatijon

What is California doing now, and what are its options regarding
cooperation with regional, national, and international parties in order
to protect and further its interests offshore? Though they provide
legal jurisdictions, State, territorial sea, and EEZ boundaries can be
constraints to effective use management.

Because the ocean is a fluid medium and use impacts often cross legal
boundaries, partnership among managing parties (whether State/federal,
State/state or intrastate) is essential to sound resource/use
management. In addition, cooperation must be a basic ocean use
management principle so that California can partake equitably in the
benefits and costs of offshore uses. The focus of this section will be
the identification of cooperative and partnership options for regional
and joint federal/State management regimes in California's adjacent
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ocean waters. The identification will include the costs, benefits, and
opportunities foregone of each option.

Though California's legal options with respect to the U.S. territorial
sea extension will be considered in Issue D, this section will include
options for State/federal partnership and cooperation relating to the
effective management of uses in the territorial sea. A component of
any cooperative scheme also will include evaluation of options for
revenue sharing.

CHAPTER 4 EXTRACTIVE OCEAN USES - LIVING MARINE RESOURCES
For each of the management issues, this Chapter will evaluate the
following uses:

1) Animals - fish, shellfish, mammals, birds, invertebrates
Industries:

Aquaculture/Mariculture: sea ranching fish for stock
enhancement, sale, consumption, and research for food,
biotechnology, etc.

Biotechnology: harvesting fish or their constituents for
useful purposes in a controlled environment, e.g. genetic
engineering, pharmaceuticals, and industrial compounds

Commercial fishing: harvesting fish and shellfish for sale,
subsistence or cultural and traditional harvesting

Sport fishing: harvesting fish for recreation or personal
consumption, subsistence or cultural and traditional

harvesting
2) Plants - algae, sea grasses
Industries:

Aquaculture/Mariculture: sea ranching plants for sale,
consumption, and research for food, biotechnology etc.

Biotechnology: harvesting plants or their constituents for
useful purposes in a controlled environment, e.g. genetic
engineering, pharmaceuticals, and industrial compounds

. Commercial harvesting: harvesting plants for sale,

subsistence or cultural and traditional harvesting

Recreational harvesting: taking plants for recreation or
consumption, subsistence or cultural and traditional
harvesting

Part 1 State Waters

This Part will evaluate each of the management issues for each of
the living resources in the context of State waters.

Part 2 Territorial Sea

This Part will evaluate each of the management issues for each of
the living resources in the context of the Territorial Sea.
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Part 3 Exclusive Economic Zone

This Part will evaluate each of the management issues for each of
the living resources in the context of the Exclusive Economic
Zone.

CHAPTER 5 EXTRACTIVE OCEAN USES - NON LIVING MARINE RESOURCES

1 For each of the management issues, this Chapter will evaluate the
| following uses:

1) Chemicals - extraction from hydrothermal processes and the water
column of chemicals and their precipitates

2) Hard minerals - non-organic minerals, e.g. cobalt, gold,
manganese, polymetallic sulfides, black sands

3) 0il & Gas
4) Sand & Gravel

5) Water - electrolysis, desalination, diversion for development and
erosion control

Part 1 State Waters

This Part will evaluate each of the management issues for each of
the nonliving resources in the context of State waters.

Part 2 Territorial Sea

This Part will evaluate each of the management issues for each of
the nonliving resources in the context of the Territorial Sea.

Part 3 Ehclusive E ic 7

This Part will evaluate each of the management issues for each of
the nonliving resources in the context of the Exclusive Economic
Zone.

CHAPTER 6 NON EXTRACTIVE OCEAN USES

For each of the management issues, this Chapter will evaluate the
following uses:

1) Commercial - construction of mobile and fixed bases for building
and services such as airports, communications, cruise ships,
harbours, hotels, housing, marinas, ports, space bases,
supply vessels, and other temporary and permanent ocean based
construction
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2) Defense - current and future marine technologies such as
designated operations areas, modularized ocean based systems,

seabed facilities

3) Energy - production of energy with developing marine technologies
such as thermal gradients, wave, and wind

4) Ports and Harbors - shoreline and offshore facilities for
commercial and non-commercial vessels

5) Recreation - current and potential recreational activities such
as boating, diving, marinas, marine life observation,
swimming, surfing, and enjoyment of intrinsic values and
aesthetic qualities

6) Research - mobile and fixed uses for study and forecasting
oceanographic and biological processes, and other ocean based
research such as archeology and geology

7) Resource and Area Protection and Enhancement -
animal/plant/water/seabed protection and enhancement such as
artificial reefs, beach nourishment, marine sanctuaries,
wetlands creation and conservation

8) Transportation - commercial vessels for transport of persons and
goods, navigational aids, and shipping lanes

9) Waste Disposal - dredge spoils, drilling muds, incineration,
municipal and industrial wastes, nuclear, sludge, vessel
garbage and other vessel wastes

Part 1 State Waters

This Part will evaluate each of the management issues for each of
the nonextractive uses in the context of State waters.

Bart 7 Tarritaeiat

This Part will evaluate each of the management issues for each of
the nonextractive uses in the context of the Territorial Sea.

Part 3 Exclusive Economic Zone

This Part will evaluate each of the management issues for each of
the nonextractive uses in the context of the Exclusive Economic
Zone.







DATE ROUTED ROUTE SLIP
July 24, 1990 OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
DATE DUE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA

August 7, 1990

TO
LToyd Harmon, County Counsel

SUBJECT

Attached Correspondence 15%2{7?’- C)f:'ffhﬁﬁﬂéikvﬂiq
=y,

ACTION
[] FOR YOUR INFORMATION

(] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION
[XX] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR
(] YOUR COMMENTS

(] omHer

COMMENTS:

Please investigate the issue raised in the attached correspondence.

Thank You,

Benelia Santos-Hunter
Chairman’s Assistant, Chairman Williams Office

BSH:bsh

IRETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLYI






SSMENTO, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
il 2 Washington, D.C. 20410-0500

C,
s,
04~ peVEY

OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL ' 0

Mr. Leon Williams

Chairman

San Diego County Board of Supervisors
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 335

San Diego, CA 92101

Re: Swineheart v. County of San Diego
Title VIII Complaint No. 09-90-1322-1

Dear Mr. Williams:

This letter concerns the above-referenced complaint filed
on March 12, 1990, with the Department of Housing and Urban
Development’s (HUD) Office of Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity
involving allegations that the San Diego County Department of
Planning and Land Use (Respondent) discriminated against the
Complainant on the basis of the handicap status of her residents
(mentally retarded). Specifically, Complainant alleges that
Respondent is requiring that she obtain a Major Use Permit to
operate her facility for the mentally handicapped in violation of
the Fair Housing Act.

Since this complaint raises a significant issue involving
the legality of local land use ordinances, I have referred this
matter, pursuant to section 810(g)(2)(C) of the Fair Housing Act
and 24 C.F.R. §103.400(a)(2) (1989), to the Department of Justice
for appropriate action under section 814(b)(1).

Sincerely yours,

/ { - 72,0
Acting Assistant neral Counsel

for Fair Housing







DATE ROUTED

July 10, 1990

ROUTE SLIP

DATE DUE

July 27, 1990

OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA

TO

Chief Administrative Office

SUBJECT

Attached letter re: Joyce Brownlee

ACTION
[] FOR YOUR INFORMATION

[C] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION
M INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR

(] YOUR COMMENTS
(] OTHER

COMMENTS:

Please address the issue raised in the attached correspondence re: Joyce

Brownlee.

Thank you.

Santos—-Hunter
irman's Assistant

— RETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLY —






Download of this portion is not publicly
available due to copyright restrictions.

Contact Special Collections & University
Archives for information about accessing
this item.





RECEIVED

ounty of Jan Diego st 22XT

NORMAN W. HICKEY

CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

(619) 531-6226 CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE

(Location Code 730)
1600 PACIFIC HIGHWAY, SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101-2472

July 27, 1990

T0: Leon L. Williams, Chairman
Board of Supervisors

FROM: Norman W. Hickey
Chief Administrative Officer

AVON SALES BROCHURE

You have requested information regarding Joyce Brownlee, a County
employee allegedly engaged in Avon sales on County time. These
same allegations surfaced earlier at the Department of Human
Resources and the employee was given a written warning July 10,
1990. She was also counseled regarding the use of County time,
materials or mail for any activity not directly connected with her
County position. We do not expect a recurrence of this problem.

Thank you for bringing this matter to my attention.

Respectfully,
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DATE ROUTED ROUTE SL|P
e Dus/ 27/90 OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF sumvns?ns
52 COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
4724790

\/

TO

CAO's Office

A

SUBJECT o
Attached letter and documents from¥

ACTION

[C] FOR YOUR INFORMATION

[] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION
[T] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR

[C] YOUR COMMENTS : :
F3 ortHer Take appropriate action

COMMENTS:

Please take appropriate action re: the attached documents.

Tnénk you.

Benelia Santos-Hunter
Chairman's Assistant

Chairman Leon L. Williams' Office

— RETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLY —
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GRAY DAVIS
@androller of the State of California

P. 0. BOX 942850

SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 94250-5872

February 15, 1990

Honorable Susan Golding, Chairperson
San Diego County Board of Supervisors
1600 Pacific Highway, #335

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Chairpely-!ﬁﬂgmaf'U

A record search of cities and counties has identified
funds that belong to your district. When the enclosed
claim forms are returned and verified, we will remit the
funds to your office.

California's unclaimed property law requires financial
institutions and other businesses to turn over to the
State Controller money and other assets from accounts
that have been inactive for five years. My office is
currently holding more than $500 million that belongs to
approximately 1.25 million owners.

If I may be of further assistance, please telephone me
or my Chief of Staff, Daniel Zingale, at (213) 852-5213.

Best regards,

i

GRAY DAVIS

)
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"""EéAY DAVIS, STATE CONTROLLER
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Wmoney or property to its rightful owners.

P.O. BOX 942850
SACRAMENTO, CA 94250-5873

@ontroller of the State of California

' AT AT PR (e ‘ judith D. Shili
C/0 SUShi GLLDEN. (916) er i
1660 FACIFIC HIGKWAY
SAM OIEGC CR %2101
£512074L5
£15-571-3280 UPLS 1

As California’s State Controller, | have initiated an outreach program to return over $300 million of unclalmed

| am pleased to inform you that, according to our records, you may be entitled to the property listed below. This
property has been reported to my office as unclaimed. Unclaimed property is property held for more than five
(5) years without customer contact. California's Unclaimed Property Law requires businesses to transfer such
property to the State Controller’s Office for safekeeping.

You can claim the property by simply filing out the form on the reverse of this notice plus providing proof of
ownership (i.e. original check, stock certificate, savings passbook, safe deposit box keys, insurance policy,
verification of owner’s address as shown, etc.). If you are an heir of that property, you need to include certified
copies of the legal documents showing your entitlement. Please send your documents to:

GRAY DAVISy STATE CORTROLLER
DIVISTON CF UNCLAIMEDSGPROPERTY
Fei OuiiBOX 942350

SACRBHENTO, CA S 5a25E-SET3

If you have any questions, please write me at the address listed on the left-hand corner of this notice or call the
Unclaimed Property Division of my office at (213) 852-5221 in Los Angeles, or (916) 323-2827 in Sacramento.

Sincerely,
,h f‘w-—, —Dﬁuu_s

GRAY DAVIS
State Controller

Type of Property: g5 MISCELLAMEGUS FUKDS
Amount Reported: 9L LEE
jgrooried by, PACIFIC BELL

140 NEW MONTGOMEIRY 8

SAN FAANCISCC CA 54108
Owner's Name SCOCRTY SHRIFS RELF ASC
Your Old Address: 55 MILDRED APT 16

SRNED TEGO CE 92110 e
Reference: e i p-83 it

65/Ccc/és

P.S. For all valid claims, payment will be made in full plus 5% interest within 60 days after receipt of all ap-
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>

s

-"






1
P ROUTE SLIP
DA'rr:o:ui‘; OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
! /13‘,]90 COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA

TO

SUBJECT
Attached letter from
ACTION
[[] FOR YOUR INFORMATION
[C] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION
fC1 INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR
[C] YOUR COMMENTS
[] OTHER

COMMENTS:
Please address the concerns of Mr. James Priff in the attached letter.

CAO's Office % j
A ey T : ‘_" ,_.ér

Thagk you.
|

Benelia Santos@Hunter
Chairman's Assistant
Chairman Leon L. Williams' Office

— RETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLY —
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SACRAMENTO ADDRESS ’ = h

STATE CAPITOL
SACRAMENTO. CA 95814

PHONE. (916) 445-3731
DISTRICT OFFICE
2121 PALOMAR AIRPORT RD

SUITE 100
CARLSBAD. CA 32009
PHONE. (619) 438-3814

FROM ESCONDIDO Q:alifurnia ?ﬁegizlature

AREA 744-2223

WILLIAM A. CRAVEN
SENATOR
38TH DISTRICT

VICE CHAIRMAN
COMMITTEE ON RULES 90-96

February 28, 1990

Mr. James Priff
6833 Richard Street
San Diego CA 92115

Dear Mr. Priff:

I am in receipt of your recent correspondence regarding some
problems you have encountered with the County of San Diego.

Unfortunately, as a State Senator, I do not have any purview
in this matter. However, since this is a county issue, I have
taken the liberty of forwarding your letter to your County
representative, Leon Williams.

I know he will do whatever he can to address your concerns.

Sincerely,

WILLIAM A. CRAVEN
Senator
38th District

WAC:bf

cc:J/@/ltr The Honorable Leon Williams
Supervisor, 4th District
County of San Diego
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 335
San Diego CA 92101

\_ COMMITTEES AGRICULTURE AND WATER RESOURCES BUSINESS AND PROFESSIONS ELECTIONS LOCAL GOVERNMENT _/
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James Priff

6833 Richard St.

San Diego, Ca. 92115
February 21, 1990

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing this letter to you inorder to ascertain if you could
help resolve a part of the problem that I have had with the Cougity of
San Diego. -

T recently had applied for the position of Deputy Probation Officer
with the County., I felt that six years as a New Jersey Parole Officer, J
two years with the San Diego County's Probation Department as a Correct-
ions Officer and the current nine plus years as a Budget Analysis with
the same Gounty's Department of Social Services more than qualified me
for the position.

As part of the process, an applicant is required to have a psycholo-
gical evaluation performed. The County contracts out such functions and
forces applicants to be submissive to a system that is abusive, prejudice
and patently inept. I,with others, was forced to take a three hour written
test under inadequate and adverse testing conditions. There were no desk
to write upon and some individuals were even sitting on the floor in the
receptionist area. My interview with the psychologist was even more
ludicrous. This psychologist showed no interest in the process. He couldn't
even get my name correct. It had become merely routine procedure for him.
It was obvious before the interview had started that he had made a °
prejudicial predetermination and that he was only proceeding because of
contractual obligation. He had spent as little time as possible on the
pre-interview packet, test and interview (less than ten minutes). :

It was obvious from the interviewer's attitude and the wording of
the disposition (copy attached) which would make it almost impossible
to contest that the County had no input into the psychological screen-
ing. It was also clear that it did not have any quality control over the
psychological system. :

I will endeavor to repair the personel damage to me thru interaction
with the County (copy of correspondence attached) or thru the courts.
However, I need ytur assistance to compel the County to discontinue the
use of contract psychologist. Those individuals who are required to have
a psychological evaluation should be allowed the option of choosing the
psychologist to insure a fair and detailed evaluation,

This option should be extended to cover any medical or psychiatric
evaluation that may be required by the County during employment or
pre-employment. I enclosed a news article that clearly demonstrates
that the problems in this area are neither new nor isolated but rather
endemic to the County's system of medical services.

I await your reply as to what assistance you might be able to supply.

k You For Y Time,

James Priff
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Uounty of Jan Biego

DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN RESOURCES

ETHEL M. CHASTAIN
DIRECTOR

1600 PACIFIC ﬂ.lGHWAY. ROOM 207, SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101-2463
January 18, 1990

James Priff
6833 Richard Street
San Diego, CA 92115 i i T Aa460
v Position: Deputy Probation Officer

Dear Mr. Priff:

Prior to appointment to the position indicated, a candidate must meet certain
conditions of employment, one of which is successful completion of a psychological
screening examination. This is to:respectfully advise you that you were
unsuccessful in meéting this requirement. In accordance with Section 4.2.1 of
the Civil Service Rules, “"Conditions of Employment", your name will: be removed
from the employment list for the position. indicated.

In accordance with Section 42. 2(b) of the Civil Service Rules, “Candidates. who
fail a pre-placement psycho]og1ca1 test ‘may, at their own expense, ‘obtain a .i
second evaluation, using the original test material, from.a.second psychologist
selected from-a list furnished by the Civil Service;Commission; Candidates
availing themselves of this option shall :notify the Commission of the intent to

. do so within 5 days of receiving notice of the disqualification from the
director." You can consider this letter such notice. The notification to the
Commission shall be in writing and sent to:

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION

" COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 458
- San Diego, CA 92101

If .the findings and conclusions of the second psychologist differ from that of
the original evaluator, a third psychological evaluation may be ordered through
the Vocational Medical Services Coordinator, Department of Human Resources, who
will select the third psychologist. The third evaluation will be at County
expense.”

Rgsu]ts of the third evaluation will be provided to the Commission. The Commis-
sion will then determine whether or not to return the candidate to the employment
list. The Commission's decision will be final.

Sincerely,

ETHEL M. CHASTAIN
Director, Departrment of Human Resources
7

Depy¥y Director

DHR Certifications
CsC
Persunnel Analyst
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« EMPLOYMENT LIST
The Director may disqualify, refuse to examine, refuse’ to certify, make inactive or
remove a person from an employment list who:

(a) faiis to make apphcauon correctiy, submits an employment application and/or
supplemental materials which are mcomph.iﬂr illegible or received aftcr the
filing deadline; or

(b) is found to .lack any of the established pre-employment standards or
requirements for an examination for a class; or

(c) fails to take or pass any part of the examination or any pre-employment test
prior to appointment; or

(d) fails to keep the Director informed of current address; or
(¢) has been dismissed, for cause, from County Service; or

(f) has made false statements or attempts to practice deception or fraud on the
employment application, during an exam, or in securing eligibility or an
appointment; or

(g) attempts to usc any personal or polmcal influence to further ecligibility or
appointment; or

(h) has been convicted of a crime which would adversely affect job performance or
" public safety; or

(i) fails to respond or.refuses to appear for an appointment interview. Such
persons shall be made inactive on the employment Jist untxl continued interest
is indicated in writing; or

() after three certifications for employment consideration are waived. Such’
persons shall be made inactive on the employment list until continued mtcr;st
is mdxcatcd in writing; or

(k) has been placed on a regular list as a result of a promotional examination and
scparates from County Service, except by reason of layoff; but shall be
returned to list if reemployed before expiration of list; or ;

(1)- . the Dii-cqtor deems unfit for any other job related reason in order to protect
the merit basis of the personnel system.

The Director shall provide written notice of removal or disqualification along with the
reasons for the action. Notice of Removal shall be by certified mail. (Amended 1-15-88)-

ECTI 2.1.7 PETITIONS AND APP DI A N \'A

An applicant who is disqualified from an employment list, may petition the Director
}vithin ten (10) days after the date the notice is postmarked. An applicant whose name
is removed from an employment list may petition the Director within ten (10) days of the
date of certified mail. Such petition shall be in writing, establish specific grounds for
the petition and include additional information, evidence or facts which are contradictory
to the disqualification or removal. The Director shall investigate within fourteen (14)
days and notify the petitioner of the findings in writing. :

If thc_ Pu:cctor does not respond or denies the petitioner’s request, the pcﬁtioner may
then, within ten (10) days, appeal the matter to the Civil Service Commission.

A petition or an appeal shall not delay the selection process unless the Director or Civil
Service Commission determines that the relief sought by the pctmoncr can be granted
through no other means. (Amended 1-15-88)






PART 2 - APPOINTMENT

ECTION 4.2.1 NDITIONS OF APPOINTMENT

Pr;

E

to appointment, cligibles must meet the conditions o employment specified for a
patiicular position, including qualification in a medical examination. For job related
reasons,
cxaminations or tests. Failure of such pre-employment tests or examinations may be
cause for the Director to cancel eligible’s name from a certification or rcmove the name
from an eligible list.

cligibles may have to submit to psychological, polygraph, and other similar

TION 422 MEDICAL/PSYCHOLOGICAL AMINATI

(a)

(b)

Medical Examination

Prior to initial appointment, reinstatement, or appointment to a classification
with different physical demands, a candidate shall undergo medical screcning.
and/or a physical examination. The physician shall ‘be designated by the
County and a medical report certifying the medical fitness of a candidate shall
be submitted to the Director. Within 30 days of receipt of notice of rejection
for employment for physical reasons, an cligible may petition such decision by
presenting to the Director the medical diagnosis of another physician which
contradicts the diagnosis of the County physician. The cost of this second
medical report shall be borne entirely by the candidate. -(Amended 3-15-83)

Upon receipt of a timely petition, the Director shall refer the matter to a
third physician. The Director shall then render a decision  based on
information provided by the third physician. The cost of the third mcdacal
examination shall be borne by the County.

The County’s Medical Examination Standards and Instructions will be developed
and maintained by the Office of Employee Services and will be subject to the
approval of the Commission. (Amended 3-15-83)

>

Psvchological Examination - : : o #

Candidates who fail a pre-employment psychological test may, at their own
expense, obtain a second evaluation, using the original test material, from
another psychologist, sclected from a list of psychologists furnished by the
Civil Service Commission. Candidates availing themselves of this option shall
notify the Commission of the intent to do so within five days of receiving
notice of the disqualification from the Director.

If a diagnosis of a second psychologist is different from that of a first
psychologist and if a second psychologist determines that the candidate has
passed the psychological evaluation, a third psychological evaluation will be
ordered by the Commission or one of its members at County expense. The
Commission or onec of its members will select a third psychologist who will
also use the original testing material

The Commission will determine whether or not to return the candidate to the
cligible list based on the majority of psychologist evaluations. The
Commission’s decision shall be final. (Amended 3-15-83)

N 423 APPOINTMENT.
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Download of this portion is not publicly
available due to copyright restrictions.

Contact Special Collections & University
Archives for information about accessing
this item.
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DATE ROUTED ROUTE SL'P
3/27/90
OATE DUE ud OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
‘3,:?‘ /’90*,; COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
T0 RS
CAQO's Office
SUBJECT ] ‘é» 7
Attached letter fromiENe t Uldall P
ACTION — — ﬁ?‘*

[C] FOR YOUR INFORMATION

[lx INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION

[C] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR

[C] YOUR COMMENTS ”
[C] OTHER

COMMENTS:

Please take appropriate action re: the attached letter.

Thank you.

p ey S

=

Benelia Santos-Hunter
Chiairman's Assigant
Chairman Leon L. Williams' Office
— RETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLY —
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STATE OFf CALIFORNIA—HEALTH AND WELFARE AGENCY GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES

714/744 P STREET
P.O. BOX 942732
SACRAMENTO, CA 94234-7320
(916) 322-6122 y,

February 16, 1990

Chairman, Board of Supervisors
County of San Diego

1700 Pacific Highway

San Diego, CA 92101-2417

RE: State Department of Health Services Contract No. 86-89109A2
Dear Chairman:

This 1is an official notice of termination of the above
contract pursuant to the preamble and paragraph IV-A of

Exhibit A.
Retroactively, effective June 30, 1989, this contract is
hereby terminated. This multi-year —contract between the

California Department of Health Services (DHS) and the San
Diego County Department of Health Services (SDCDHS) was
originally designed to cover five years of funding for the
Radiation Health Program.

In the interest of <clarity and administrative efficiency,
the Radiologic Health Branch (RHB) of DHS has decided to
resume contracting on an annual basis, utilizing the single
year contractual format. Thus, your contract for the
1989/90 Fiscal Year and thereafter will be in that format.

All terms and conditions mutually agreed upon between SDCDHS
and DHS for the current fiscal year contract shall remain
unchanged and in effect.

r you have any questions, please contact me or
Glenn Bailey, RHB Contract Manager, at (916) 322-5096.

Sincerely,
G \ Mk

Everett Uldall, Chief
Contract Management Section

cc: Frank O. Bold, Chief
Environmental Health Services
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DATE ROUTED

_R/26/90

ROUTE SLIP

OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA

SUBJECT

L s . ' .
ACTION ol e

[] FOR YOUR INFORMATION : ™
[] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION

[335C INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR :
[C] YOUR COMMENTS

[] OTHER
COMMENTS:

Please note the actions and concerns of U.H. Elevator in the attached letter
and respond accordingly.

v

Benelia Santos-Hunter
Chairman's Assistant

Chairman Leon L. Willi s \
““URETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLY —
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U.s. ELEVATOR gy

A member of the Cubic Corporation famlily of companies
January 19, 1990

Mr. Leon Williams, Chairman
County Board of Supervisors
County Administration Building
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 335
San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Williams:

United States Elevator Corporation is planning to expand its present
Maquiladora operation and move the remaining portion of our
manufacturing to Mexico.

The total number of employees to be affected is expected to be 55.
Our workforce locally is currently at 159.

Our employees were informed initially in January, 1989, that this move
was being considered and were subsequently advised verbally by
President John Ferguson in November, 1989, that the decision was firm.
The attached letter was sent to all affected employees on January 18,
1990, giving them all official written notice that layoffs would begin
after May 8, 1990.

As stated, it is our intention to assist our displaced employees as
much as possible and you as the chief elected official of local
government in our area are being officially notified to comply with
the provisions of the plant closing law, (WARN). California's
dislocated worker unit is also being notified by copy of this letter
as shown below. The Employment Development Department/PIC has been
notified through the El Cajon office of EDD and arrangements are being
made for job search workshops and counseling available through them.

Any assistance and/or guidance that you can provide would be greatly
appreciated.

Sincerely,

UNITED, STATES ELEVATOR CORPORATION

/s

Winifyed V. Van Huize
tor, Employee RElations

-

WVVH/dve

cc: California Response Team
Attn: Jim Curtis
Post Office Box 826880 MIC69
Sacramento, CA 94280-0001

Attachment

10728 U.S. Elevator Rd., Spring Valley, CA 92078-2097 (619) 660-1000 Telex: 695-449 FAX: (619) 660-2012






U.s. ELEVATOR

A member of the Cubic Corporation family of companies

January 18, 1990

Ruben C. Alvarez
Post Office Box 314
Tecate, CA 92080

As you were informed verbally by President John Ferguson
in the meetings conducted on November 8, 1989, U. S.
Elevator has decided to move its remaining manufacturing
operations to Mexico. This letter represents official
written notice to that effect.

The precise timing is still unknown, however, we will
honor our commitment that no layoffs resulting from jobs
moving to Mexico will take place prior to May 8, 1990.
Bumping rights do not exist.

We intend to make every attempt to find jobs within the
Cubic family and/or provide outplacement assistance where
possible in the form of job search workshops, counseling,
etc.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have specific
concerns or need assistance.

Sincergly,

7 . 2
Winifred V. Van Hufzen
Director, Employee Relations

WVVH/dve

10728 U.S. Elevator Rd., Spring Valley, CA 92078-2097 (619) 660-1000 Telex: 695-449 FAX: (619) 660-2012







JUNIPERO SERRA MUSEUM ¢ VILLA MONTEZUMA
MUSEUM OF SAN DIEGO HISTORY € RESEARCH ARCHIVES
GEORGE WHITE and ANNA GUNN MARSTON HOUSE

R
% \iy SAN DIEGO
HISTORICAL

SOCIETY

February 14, 1990

Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of San Diego

1600 Pacific Highway

San Diego, CA 092101

7%'21 . Af"t‘ff\ /1/ /s /(ch nS
-b&z,, /\'ﬁ:’?‘\ :

Subject: 1915 Panama-California Exposition
Diamond Jubilee

Our deepest thanks to your Board for the Proclamation you
presented the Historical Society yesterday.

We were particularly pleased to receive it because of the well- .
deserved tribute that it pays to the many great leaders who created the 1915
Exposition. One of our missions this year is to educate the public on the
incredible success those people brought about, with their outstanding
abilities and perseverance against the large challenges they faced.

It is very heartening to know, through your Board's Proclamation,
of the interest you have in helping us to spread this word.

Sincerely,
FL/
P.M. Klauber

Government Affairs Committee
President 1984-86

cc: Chief Administrative Officer

P O. Box 81825 # San Diego, California 92138 € (619) 232-6203

%






DATE ROUTED ROUTE SLIP
August 27, 1990 OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
DATE DUE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
n/a

T0
Office of Intergovernmental Affairs

SUBJECT
Attached correspondence from Supervisor Zoe Lofgren

ACTION

[XX] FOR YOUR INFORMATION
[ INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION
[C] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR

(] Your COMMENTS

(] orHeR

COMMENTS:

For your Information.

Thank You,

S

elia Santos-Hunter
Chairman’s Assistant, Chairman Williams Office

/

BSH:bsh

IRETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLYI
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ECE
County of Santa Clara R e
Office of the County Executive AUG 2 \/6 2
County Government Center, East Wing Ans g o=t e e

70 West Hedding Steer
San Jose, Callfornlagsi 10
(408) 299 2424

FAX COVER SHEET
FAX COVER SHEET
FAX COVER SHEET

August 17, 1990

PLEASE DELIVER THE FOLLOWING PAGES TO:

County Supervisors
Urban County Caucus

FAX IS BEING SENT BY:

Supervisor Zoe Lofgren
Santa Clara County

NUMBER OF PAGES, INCLUDING COVER SHEET: 4
If you do not receive all the pages, call:

Carla Little, 408/299-4712

COMMENTS :

Here is the final draft of the job announcement for
Executive Diraector. (Letterhead design is temporary and can be
reviged/updated as needed.) Clean copies will follow in the
mail. Please distribute to your lobbyists and other staff who may
know of potential candidates. An advertisement will also be
placed in appropriate newspapers and publications.

Board of Supervisors: Susanne wWilson, Zoe Lofgren, Ron Gonzales, Rod Diridon, Dianne McKenna
County Exccutive: Sally R. Reed
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URBAN

COUNTIES

CAUCUS
B e S S

County Covernmani Conter
70 Weat Hedding Sireat
San Josa, California 95110
(408) 299-2814

CHAIR

Suparvisor Zos Lofgren
Sarza Clara County

VICE CHAILR

Supsrvisor Maggie Erickson
Venwurg County

MEMBERS

Suparvisor Edmund Edeiman
Lo Angelas County

Supervisor Harriau Wiedsr
Orangs Counzy

Supervisor Kay Conicaros
Riverside County
Supervisor Leon Williams
San Disgo County

Supervisor Mary Griffin
San Mazso County

Supervisor Zos Lofgren
Santa Clarg County

Supervisor Maggia Erickson
Venwura County

URBAN COUNTIES CAUCUS:
BACKGROUND AND GOALS

The County Supervisors Association of California (CSAC) was
created to represent the interests of California counties within
the state Legislature. For the issues which affect all counties
relatively equally, CSAC has been an effective voice.

However, the diversity of our 58 counties makes it impossible for
CSAC to represent all county interests, particularly when
interests conflict between counties. Despite the population
represented in California's urban counties, urban county interests
generally do not predominate in CSAC's priorities. Because CSAC
operates on a "one county, one vote" basis, the urban counties
have far fewer votes than smaller counties.

With its rural dominance, CSAC cannot be the most effective voice
for the unique concerns of urban counties.

The principal goal of forming an urban county caucus is to create
a separate organization specifically to advance the interests of
urban county residents. It is not our intent to replaces CSAC, but
rather to supplement their efforts with concentrated work on urban
igsueas,

With the additional staffing and resources made possible by a
second organization, an urban county caucus could devote more time
to issues from an urban perspective which have up to now been
underserved by CSAC, such as jail funding, stabilization formulas,
health care, drug abuse, and transportation. Caucus activities
would include:

° Developing a consenus among member counties on
legislative issues

L Representing urban county interests before the State
Legislature and Congress, and also before the executive
branches and administrative branches of the federal and
state governments

. Gathering and reporting to urban counties information
on legislative, executive, and administrative actions
at the state and federal levels

@ Assisting urban counties in implementing new laws and
regulations

With a membership of the most populous counties, an urban county
caucus would have a powerful voice. Our counties are home to a
majority of the state's population, and are therefore represented
by a large percentage of our legislators in Sacramento and our
delegation in Congress.

With active participation and cooperation from all urban counties,

the Urban County Caucus has the potential to be an indispensible
resource and strong advocate for all of its members.

(7/90)






URBAN

COUNTIES

CAUCUS

County Government Center
70 West Hadding Street
8an Josa, Colifornia 95110
(408) 299-2314

CHAIR

Supervisor Zoe Lofgren
Santa Clara County

VICE CHAIR

Suparvisor Maggia Erickson
Vantara County

MEMBERS

Supervisor Edmund Edddman
Los Angelas County

Suparvisor Harriais Wiader
Orange County

Supervisor Kay Ceniceros
Riversids County

Suparvizor Leon Williama
San Disgo County

Suparvisor Mary Criffin
San Mawo Counsy

Supgrvisar Zoe Lofgren
Santa Clara County

Supervisor Maggie Erickson
Vantura County

ENPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIN

URBAN COUNTIES CAUCUS
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

The Position

The Urban Counties Caucus, a newly formed advocacy organization
representing California's most populous counties, is seeking an
experienced and highly motivated individual to serve as its first
Executive Director. Under the direction of an Executive Steering
Committee, the Executive Director will develop, manage and
supervise all Caucus activities, including policy development,
legislative advocacy, services to member counties, and general
administration,

The position will be located in Sacramento. Some travel to member
counties will be required.

Ceneral Duties

The Executive Director will coordinate all of the activitieg of
the Caucus. General duties will include, but not be limited to
the following:

-~ Identify and analyze lssues impacting urban counties

-- Develop legislative strategy and direct advocacy
activities

-« Cultivate and build coalitions of local interest groups
with similar objectives

-- Work with urban county advocates to achieve objectives
-- Organize and staff Executive Committee meetings

-- Handle press inquiries and public relations

-- Manage caucus office and budget; supervise office staff.

Experience/Education

Bachelor of Arts Degree or equivalent (Master's Degree preferred)
in public administration, political science, business or related
field. Five to ten years of increasingly responsible experience
at a managerial level with a governmental agency, advocacy
organization, private firm or related assoclation. Direct
intergovernmental relations experience is essential.

Special Skills, Abilities and Knowledge

In order to meet the diverse demands of managing a new
association, a qualified candidate must possess exceptional

organizational, interpersonal, and communications skills,
including:

(cont.)





URBAN COUNTIES CAUCUS
Executive Director
Page 2

-- Ability to meet and deal discreetly with elected and appointed public
officials. Must be able to achieve consensus among Caucus members
relative to which issues to focus and direct the efforts of the
asgociation,

-- Understand and provide analysis on a wide range of local government
issues; interpret political ¢limate; ability to make independent
judgements on public policy issues and make recommendations to elected
officals.

-=- Must be an articulate and persuasive spokesperson for urban county
interests; must have the ability to establish the Association as the
focal point for urban county issues.

-« Must have knowledge of the functioning of county programs, and the
ability to effectively unify local interest groups within urban counties
to aseist in Caucus efforts.

-- Must have knowledge of the workings of the Legislature and state
government in order to effectively shape Caucus policy and best
represent its interests, s’

Compensation

Annual Salary: §75,000 - 95,000 (negotiable)
Contract option negotiable.

Selection Process

Initial screening of candidates will oceur in October, Individuals deemed
best qualified for the position will be invited to intexview with a
subcommittee of the urban county supervisors. The top field of candidates
will be interviewed by the Executive Steering Committee, who anticipates
making an appointment by November 1.

Please send resume, references and salary history by September 21 to:
Supervisor Zoe Lofgren
Chair, Urban Gounties Caucus

70 West Hedding Street, 10th floor
San Jose, CA 95110

About the Urban Counties Caucus .

Attached you'll find a mission statement describing the background and goals
of the new Urban Counties Caucus. So far the counties of Los Angeles, San
Diego, Orange, Santa Clara, Riverside, Ventura, and San Mateo have approved
membership, with additional counties expected to join in the near future.







DATE ROUTED
September 12, 1990

N

n/a

U
A 0@‘\\ .
ROUTE SLIP -

OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
DATE DUE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA

T0
Norman W. Hickey, Chief Administrative Officer

SUBJECT
Attached resume from Robert L. Ruszkowski

ACTION
[Xx] FOR YOUR INFORMATION

[::] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION

D INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR

] YOUR comMeNnTs

(] orHer

COMMENTS:

For Your Information.

Thank You,
: / *

Benetia Santos-Hunter
Chairman’s Assistant, Chairman Williams’ Office

BSH:bsh

|RETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLYI






ROBERT L. RUSZKOWSKI

20 Harmony Lane £ Jtﬁj
Monroe, Connecticut 06468 AllS 0.
(203) 261-8074

August 29, 1990

Mr. Leon L. Williams

Chairman, Board of Supervisors
County Administration Center
1600 Pacific Coast Highway

San Diego, California 92101

Dear Mr. Williams:

After careful consideration, I have decided to pursue new
career opportunities in the San Diego area. This decision was
predicated on the following factors:

I have accomplished all of my objectives and have
fully developed the potential of my present position.

After several visits, I have concluded that the San Diego
area meets my criteria for a place to work and raise my
family.

I have enclosed pertinent information in order to acquaint
you with my background. Although my work experience is mainly in
the field of internal auditing, my current career goal is to pursue
non auditing employment in order to meet new challenges and to
convert new opportunities into significant contributions. My
internal auditing experience has prepared me well for this next
Phase in my career because it has allowed me to thoroughly examine
and analyze governmental operations.

I would appreciate your serious consideration and I hope that
you can match my abilities and talents with career opportunities
that are available.

Thank you for your time and attention.

Very truly yours,

Aodetl @AMJZ;

Robert L. Ruszkowski





ROBERT L. RUSZKOWSKI
20 Harmony Lane
Monroe, Connecticut 06468
(203) 261-8074

CURRENT POSITION
October, 1981 to Present:

City of Stamford, Connecticut
Internal Audit Manager

Promoted to this position after approximately eight and one half
years as the City’s Internal Auditor. As the first Manager of the
Office of Inernal Audit, responsibilties included: the creation of
the Office as an organizational unit; the staffing and supervision
of three full-time auditors and part time interns; the direction of
various Big Eight external audit teams for specialized audits; the
creation of an internal audit charter and the establishment of a
reporting channel to the Audit Committee. Additional on-going
responsibilities include: the establishment, implementation and
evaluation of the commercial personal property audit program for
businesses and corporations; the performance of general duties which
include operational auditing of various City departments, functions
and agencies, the verification of the existence and security of City
assets and the promotion of recognized accounting practices. The
City’'s combined operating and capital budgets for the current year
total more than one quarter bilion dollars. There are approximately
3300 City employees - with one hundred assigned to the Finance
Department.

EXPERIENCE

February, 1979 - October, 1981:

City of Stamford
Internal Auditor

Primary duties and responsibilities included: the examination and
evaluation of the City’'s system of internal control; field testing
of departmental financial operating procedures to determine the
quality of performance in carrying out assigned responsibilities and
the establishment of new programs and procedures.

June, 1973 - February, 1979:

City of Stamford
Internal Auditor/Budget Director

In additon to all of the duties of Internal Auditor, also
responsible for the fiscal year planning and budgetary process.
Formulated policy for the creation and establishment of the Office
of Budget Director for the City of Stamford.






April, 1972 - June, 1973:

City of Stamford
Management Analyst

Reported directly to the Commissioner of Finance. Conducted special
studies and analyses related to financial planning.

EDUCATION
Bachelor of Science Degree (1969) in Management/Business
Administration, St. John’s University, Jamaica, N.Y.
Dean’s List; National Honor Society (Economics); graduated in 95th
percentile of class.

lona College, New Rochelle, N.Y. Completed twenty seven credits
toward an MBA Degree in Accounting.

Completed 190 hours of continuing professional education and
development.

PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATIONS
Member of the Institute of Internal Auditors. Member of the

International  Association of Assessing Officers. Member of the
American Management Association.

ADDITIONAL ACTIVITIES
Former Vice President and Member of Board of Directors of the

Stamford Municipal Employees Credit Union and past Chairman of
Supervisory Committee.

REFERENCES

Upon request.






ROBERT L. RUSZKOWSKI
20 Harmony Lane
Monroe, Connecticut 06468
(203) 261-8074

SUMMARY OF SKILLS AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS

SKILLS

Ability to plan, organize, control and coordinate.

Ability to analyze and solve problems, improve operations and obtain
results.

Ability to make decisions and defend positions.

Ability to detect inefficiencies, waste and fraud.

Ability to supervise and direct the work of others.

Ability to deal effectively with others, both inside and outside the
organization.

Ability to communicate verbally and in writing with the Chief
Executive Officer, Chief Financial Officer, legislative and fiscal
boards and the media.

Thorough knowledge of management principles and organizational theory.
Thorough knowledge of organizational behavior principles and theory.
Thorough knowledge of accounting and auditing procedures and theory.

ACCOMPLISHMENTS

Created the Office of Internal Audit as an organizational unit.
Formulated policy for the creation and establishment of the Office of
Budget Director.

Designed internal audit reporting channels to management and to the
audit committee.

Established and implemented a commercial personal property program for
businesses and corporations. In five years, conducted approximately
1700 audits which resulted in new revenues totalling over
$4,250,000.00.

Successfully defended personal property audit results during meetings
with corporate presidents, vice presidents, property tax managers,
attorneys and accountants, many of whom were employed by Fortune 500
compa'mies. No audit result was litigated or successfully reversed by
appeal.

Conducted thirty operational audits of municipal departments,
functions, programs and procedures in the last three years which
resulted in real savings and efficiencies valued at over $500,000.00.
Instituted new procedures for the collection of delinquent accounts
receivable totalling more than $1,750,000.00.

Discovered the overpayment of Social Security taxes to the federal
government totalling over $500,000.00.

Negotiated and received an abatement refund for late payment penalties
assessed by the Internal Revenue Service in the amount of $55,000.00.
Served as communications liaison between the municipality and the
Southern New England Telephone Company and effectuated changes
resulting in annual savings of approximately $100,000.00.






ROBERT L. RUSZKOWSKI

20 Harmony Lane

Monroe, Connecticut 06468

(203) 261-8074

COMPENSATION HISTORY

City of Stamford, CT
Management Analyst

Internal Auditor/
Budget Director

Internal Auditor

Internal Audit Manager

$10,000.00

$24,400.00

$31,700.00

$72,100.00






DATE ROUTED
September 12, 1990

DATE DUE

n/a

LA
/“)3

ROUTE SLIP O\

OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA

T0
Department of Human Resources

SUBJECT

Attached correspondence from the County of Santa Clara

ACTION

[XX] FOR YOUR INFORMATION

[] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION
[] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR

(] Your coMMENTS

] orHeR

COMMENTS:

For Your Information

Thank You,
/E,

Benelia’ Santos-Hunter

Chairman’s Assistant, Chairman Williams’ Office

BSH:bsh

|RETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLYI






County of Santa Clara

Office of the County Executive

County Government Center, East Wing
70 West Hedding Street
San Jose, California 95110
(408)299-2424

N

=

it

FROM:

SUBJECT:

1990

Supervisor
Supervisor
Supervisor
Supervisor
Supervisor
Supervisor
Supervisor
Supervisor
Supervisor

Kay Ceniceros, Riverside County

Edmund Edelman, Los Angeles County

Maggie Erickson, Ventura County

Mary Griffin, San Mateo County

Willie Kennedy, San Francisco City & County
Don Perata, Alameda County

Tom Torlakson, Contra Costa County
Harriett Wieder, Orange County

Leon Williams, San Diego County

County of Santa Clara

URBAN COUNTIES CAUCUS
JOB ANNOUNCEMENT FOR EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

Enclosed are clean copies of the job announcement for Executive

Director of the Urban Counties Caucus.
a faxed copy last week.)

(You should have received
Please continue to direct this

information to promising candidates.

Board of Supervisors: Susanne Wilson, Zoe Lofgren, Ron Gonzales, Rod Diridon, Dianne McKenna
County Executive: Sally R. Reed
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URDBAN

COUNTIES

CAUCUS

County Government Center
70 West Hedding Street
San Jose, California 95110
(408) 299-2814

CHAIR

Supervisor Zoe Lofgren
Santa Clara County

VICE CHAIR

Supervisor Maggie Erickson
Ventura County

MEMBERS

Supervisor Edmund Edelman
Los Angeles County

Supervisor Harriett Wieder
Orange County

Supervisor Kay Ceniceros
Riverside County

Supervisor Leon Williams
San Diego County

Supervisor Mary Griffin
San Mateo County

Supervisor Zoe Lofgren
Santa Clara County

Supervisor Maggie Erickson
Ventura County

ESMT P EAQUYe M ECNCT O BLRPIO RED N L TS

URBAN COUNTIES CAUCUS
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

The Position

The Urban Counties Caucus, a newly formed advocacy organization
representing California's most populous counties, is seeking an
experienced and highly motivated individual to serve as its first
Executive Director. Under the direction of an Executive Steering
Committee, the Executive Director will develop, manage and
supervise all Caucus activities, including policy development,
legislative advocacy, services to member counties, and general
administration.

The position will be located in Sacramento. Some travel to member
counties will be required.

General Duties

The Executive Director will coordinate all of the activities of
the Caucus. General duties will include, but not be limited to
the following:

-- Identify and analyze issues impacting urban counties

-- Develop legislative strategy and direct advocacy
activities

-- Cultivate and build coalitions of local interest groups
with similar objectives

-- Work with urban county advocates to achieve objectives
-- Organize and staff Executive Committee meetings

-- Handle press inquiries and public relations

-- Manage caucus office and budget; supervise office staff.

Experience/Education

Bachelor of Arts Degree or equivalent (Master's Degree preferred)
in public administration, political science, business or related
field. Five to ten years of increasingly responsible experience
at a managerial level with a governmental agency, advocacy
organization, private firm or related association. Direct
intergovernmental relations experience is essential.

Special Skills, Abilities and Knowledge

In order to meet the diverse demands of managing a new
association, a qualified candidate must possess exceptional
organizational, interpersonal, and communications skills,
including:

(cont.)






URBAN COUNTIES CAUCUS
Executive Director
Page 2

-- Ability to meet and deal discreetly with elected and appointed public
officials. Must be able to achieve consensus among Caucus members
relative to which issues to focus and direct the efforts of the
association.

-- Understand and provide analysis on a wide range of local government
issues; interpret political climate; ability to make independent
judgements on public policy issues and make recommendations to elected
officals.

-- Must be an articulate and persuasive spokesperson for urban county
interests; must have the ability to establish the Association as the
focal point for urban county issues.

-- Must have knowledge of the functioning of county programs, and the
ability to effectively unify local interest groups within urban counties
to assist in Caucus efforts.

-- Must have knowledge of the workings of the Legislature and state
government in order to effectively shape Caucus policy and best

represent its interests.

Compensation

Annual Salary: $75,000 - 95,000 (negotiable)
Contract option negotiable.

Selection Process

Initial screening of candidates will occur in October. Individuals deemed
best qualified for the position will be invited to interview with a
subcommittee of the urban county supervisors. The top field of candidates
will be interviewed by the Executive Steering Committee, who anticipates
making an appointment by November 1.

Please send resume, references and salary history by September 21 to:
Supervisor Zoe Lofgren
Chair, Urban Counties Caucus

70 West Hedding Street, 10th floor
San Jose, CA 95110

About the Urban Counties Caucus

Attached you'll find a mission statement describing the background and goals
of the new Urban Counties Caucus. So far the counties of Los Angeles, San
Diego, Orange, Santa Clara, Riverside, Ventura, and San Mateo have approved
membership, with additional counties expected to join in the near future.
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URBAN

COUNTIES

CAUCUS

County Government Center
70 West Hedding Street
San Jose, California 95110
(408) 299-2814

CHAIR

Supervisor Zoe Lofgren
Santa Clara County

VICE CHAIR

Supervisor Maggie Erickson
Ventura County

MEMBERS

Supervisor Edmund Edelman
Los Angeles County

Supervisor Harriett Wieder
Orange County

Supervisor Kay Ceniceros
Riverside County

Supervisor Leon Williams
San Diego County

Supervisor Mary Griffin
San Mateo County

Supervisor Zoe Lofgren
Sania Clara County

Supervisor Maggie Erickson
Ventura County

URBAN COUNTIES CAUCUS:
BACKGROUND AND GOALS

The County Supervisors Association of California (CSAC) was
created to represent the interests of California counties within
the state Legislature. For the issues which affect all counties
relatively equally, CSAC has been an effective voice.

However, the diversity of our 58 counties makes it impossible for
CSAC to represent all county interests, particularly when
interests conflict between counties. Despite the population
represented in California's urban counties, urban county interests
generally do not predominate in CSAC's priorities. Because CSAC
operates on a "one county, one vote" basis, the urban counties
have far fewer votes than smaller counties.

With its rural dominance, CSAC cannot be the most effective voice
for the unique concerns of urban counties.

The principal goal of forming an urban county caucus is to create
a separate organization specifically to advance the interests of
urban county residents. It is not our intent to replace CSAC, but
rather to supplement their efforts with concentrated work on urban
issues.

With the additional staffing and resources made possible by a
second organization, an urban county caucus could devote more time
to issues from an urban perspective which have up to now been
underserved by CSAC, such as jail funding, stabilization formulas,
health care, drug abuse, and transportation. Caucus activities
would include:

® Developing a consenus among member counties on
legislative issues

° Representing urban county interests before the State
Legislature and Congress, and also before the executive
branches and administrative branches of the federal and
state governments

L Gathering and reporting to urban counties information
on legislative, executive, and administrative actions
at the state and federal levels

e Assisting urban counties in implementing new laws and
regulations

With a membership of the most populous counties, an urban county
caucus would have a powerful voice. Our counties are home to a
majority of the state's population, and are therefore represented
by a large percentage of our legislators in Sacramento and our
delegation in Congress.

With active participation and cooperation from all urban counties,

the Urban County Caucus has the potential to be an indispensible
resource and strong advocate for all of its members.

(7/90)






DATE ROUTED ROUTE SLIP
August 6, 1990 OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

| DATE DUE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
ASAP

10
John Sweeten, Director, OIA

SUBJECT
Attached correspondence from CSAC

ACTION

[] FOR YOUR INFORMATION
[] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION
[XX] INVESTIGATE AND TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION WITH REPORT TO SUPERVISOR

[ ] Your comMenTs

(] ortHer

COMMENTS:

Please investigate and report back to the Supervisor as soon as possible.

Thank You,

Benelia Santos-Hunter
Chairman’s Assistant, Chairman Williams Office

BSH:bsh

|RETURN THIS ROUTE SLIP WITH YOUR REPLYI
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Association of California i
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July 19, 1990

Supervisor Leon Williams
San Diego County
1600 Pacific Highway

San Diego, CA 92101 éW\

Dear Supervisor Willi

On July 2nd CSAC sent you a letter requesting $200 to replenish the W.IL.LR./P.I.L.T.
fund. We have received a number of calls relative to who the check should be made out to
and requesting an invoice. We are, therefore, enclosing an invoice should you need one for
your records.

There is also a possibility that there will be an excess of funds raised should every
county contribute. If that occurs, we will transfer the excess to the Timber Receipts Trust
Fund. However, if you desire, we will return to your county a pro rata share of the surplus.
Please let me know if you wish CSAC to refund a portion of this fund to you.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Sincerely,

TES:pc
Encl: Invoice

CSAC EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE: President: WILLIE B, KENNEDY, City & County of San Francisco m First Vice President; ROLLAND C. STARN, Stanislaus County 8 Second Vica President:
ROBERT DORR, El Dorado County m Immediate Past President: BILL COATES, Plumas County ® MICHAEL D. ANTONOVICH, Los Angeles County m KAY CENICEROS, Riverside County
B MAGGIE ERICKSON, Ventura County ® GRANTLAND JOHNSON, Sacramento County @ GARY D. LAMBERT, Lake County m GARY LEMKE, Lassen County @ BETSY MARCHAND,
Yolo County ® SUNNE WRIGHT McPEAK, Contra Costa County m JEANNE VOGEL, Imperial County m HARRIETT WIEDER, Orange County m LEON WILLIAMS, San Diego County &
ADVISORS: CLARK CHANNING, Merced County Administrative Officer @ JAMES B. LINDHOLM, JR., San Luis Obispo County Counsel @ LARRY E. NAAKE, Executive Director @

Sacramento Office / 1100 K Street, Suite 101 / Sacramento, CA 95814-3941 / 916-327-7500 / FAX 441-5507
Washington Office / 440 First Street, N.W. Suite 503 / Washington, DC 20001 / 202-783-7575 / FAX 737-6788






INVOICE

County Supervisors Association of California 000515
1100 K Street, Suite 101
Sacramento, CA 95814

Date: July 5, 1990

(Please detach this portion and mail with remittance.)

Description Amount Due
Replenishment of WIR Trust Fund $200.00

Please make check payable to CSAC and remit to:

CSAC

Attn: Tom Sweet

1100 K Street, Suite 101
Sacramento, CA 95814

Thank you.





