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Written correspondence and telephone calls received after 5:00 p.m. on Monday preceding a Council 
meeting may not have time to reach Councilmembers, nor be read by them prior to consideration of an 
item.  Please make any communication to Councilmembers regarding Council meeting items prior to 5:00 
p.m. Monday. 
 
Council meetings are cablecast on Comcast Channel 25.   
 
Written material for every item listed in the open sessions is available for review at the 
Central Branch Library Reference Desk. 
 
Time limits set by Council Policy are guidelines.  Unless otherwise specified, procedures for all items, 
except those approved in one motion on the Consent Agenda, are:  
 

• Oral staff report 
• Public comment - 2 minutes each; maximum total time may be established by the Presiding Officer 

at the beginning of the item 
• Council/Agency deliberation and action 

 
CITY OF SANTA CRUZ 
809 Center Street 
Santa Cruz, California  95060 
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At 1:30 p.m., the Presiding Officer will open the City Council and Redevelopment Agency 
Closed Litigation sessions in a public meeting in the Courtyard Conference Room, for the 
purpose of announcing the agenda and considering item 1; thereafter the meeting will be 
closed to the public. 
 
�4��� ���,���,2�3���22�,��
 
1. 148 Walnut Avenue (APN 005-072-33 - Referral to Closed Session.  (ED) 
 

Motion to approve a referral to closed session the potential purchase of property 
located at 148 Walnut Avenue, owned by a local real estate partnership entity 
represented by Mr. Joe Appenrodt for the purpose of instructing the negotiator 
concerning the price, terms of payment, or both. 
 

 
A. Labor Negotiations (Government Code §54956.6). 
 
 Lisa Sullivan—Negotiator 
 Employee Organizations— 1.  Police Management 
      2. Police Officers’ Association 
      3. SEIU – All Units 
      4. Operating Engineers-Supervisors 
      5. Operating Engineers-Managers 
 
B. Real Property (Government Code §54956.8). 
 
 148 Walnut Avenue Property Acquisition (Joe Appenrodt-Owner) 
 APN 005-072-33 
 Bonnie Lipscomb-City Negotiator 
 
 212 Church Street Property Acquisition (Joe Appenrodt-Owner) 
 APN 005-048-12 
 Bonnie Lipscomb-City Negotiator 
 
 
C. Conference with Legal Counsel – Liability Claims (Government Code 
 §54956.95) 
 

1. Claimant: Sean Christopher Allen 
 
Claims Against: City of Santa Cruz 

 
An oral report will be presented in the 3:00 p.m. Session (item 19). 
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2. Minutes of the February 23, 2010 Regular and February 26, 2010 Special Closed 

Session City Council Meetings. (CC) 
 

Motion to approve as submitted. 
 
 
3. Minutes of the February 23, 2010 Regular Redevelopment Agency Meeting. (CC) 
 

Motion to approve as submitted. 
 
 
4. Affordable Housing Trust Fund Advance Repayment. (ED) 
 

Resolution amending the FY 2010 budget in the amount of $589,657 increased 
in-lieu fee revenue and appropriating funds in the amount of $995,000 to repay 
the advance and outstanding interest due to the City Public Trust Fund from the 
Affordable Housing Trust Fund. 
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5. Fiscal Year 2010 Budget Adjustment – Liability  Insurance/Surety Bonds – 

Outside. (HR) 
 

Resolution transferring funds from the Liability Insurance/Surety Bonds – Outside 
account in the Liability Fund to the same account in the Workers’ Compensation 
Fund. 
 
 

6. Liability Claim Filed Against City of Santa Cruz.  (HR) 
 

Motion to reject liability claim a) Sean Christopher Allen, based upon staff 
investigation. 

 
 
7. City’s Classification and Compensation Plans and the FY 2010 Budget 

Personnel Complement Amendment – Library.  (HR) 
 

Resolution modifying the classification and compensation plans and the FY 2010 
Budget Personnel Complement by re-classifying one (1) 1.0 FTE Office 
Supervisor position to one (1) 1.0 FTE Administrative Analyst in the Library 
Department. 

 
 
8. Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Promotions.  (PW) 
 

Resolution transferring funds and amending the FY 2010 in the amount of 
$9,350 to fund the promotion of alternative transportation strategies to downtown 
employees. 

 
 
9. Water Supply Project – Independent Technical Advisor – Contract Amendment 

No. 2.  (WT) 
 

Motion to authorize the City Manager to execute Contract Amendment No. 2 with 
Kennedy/Jenks Consultants of San Francisco, CA, in an amount not to exceed 
$300,000 for Independent Technical Advisor to the scwd2 Seawater Desalination 
Program. 
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10. Beltz Monitoring Well Construction Project – Contract with Cascade Drilling, LP – 

Notice of Completion  (WT) 
 

Motion to accept the work completed by Cascade Drilling, LP and authorize the 
filing of a Notice of Completion for the contract for the Beltz Monitoring Well 
Construction Project. 
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11. Revising Ordinance to Consolidate the Transportation and Public Works 

Commissions.   (PW) 
 

Introduction of an ordinance for publication repealing Section 2.40.015 of the 
Santa Cruz Municipal Code pertaining to appointment of commissioners, 
repealing Section 2.40.130 and 2.40.131 of the Santa Cruz Municipal Code 
pertaining to the Transportation Commission, and amending sections 2.40.080 
and 2.40.081 of the Santa Cruz Municipal Code pertaining to the newly 
consolidated Transportation and Public Works Commissions. 

 
 
12. San Lorenzo River Committee - Resolution Sunsetting the Committee.  (CM) 
 

Resolution dissolving the San Lorenzo River Committee, and extending the City 
Council's appreciation to the Committee membership for its work and 
accomplishments over the past six years, and rescinding Resolution No. NS-26,281. 

 
 
13. Agreement Endorsing Recommendations of the Desalination Task Force on a 

Proposed Seawater Desalination Facility. (WT) 
 

Motion to authorize the City Manager to execute the City of Santa Cruz and 
Soquel Creek Water District Agreement Endorsing the Recommendations of 
Joint Task Force on a Proposed Seawater Desalination Facility. 
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14. Homeless Winter Shelter Extension and Debt Funding.  (ED) 
 

Resolution appropriating funds and amending the FY 2010 budget in an amount 
up to $17,042 to fund an extension of time of the Homeless Winter Shelter and 
assist the Homeless Services Center in covering prior debts for the Homeless 
Winter Shelter. 

 
 
�#.��$�1� ����2�
 
15. Ordinance No. 2010-04. Fee Schedule Revisions Recommended for Certain 

Planning and Building Fees.   (PL) 
 

Final adoption of Ordinance No. 2010-04. 
 
 
16. Urgency Ordinances Extending the Life of Land Use and Building Permits.  (PL) 
 

Motion acknowledging the Environmental Determination, and introduction and 
final adoption of the following ordinances:  
 
An uncodified Emergency Ordinance of the City of Santa Cruz pertaining to the 
extension of time for exercising land use permits and declaring the presence of 
an emergency and the urgency thereof; and  
 
An uncodified Emergency Ordinance of the City of Santa Cruz pertaining to the 
extension of time for exercising building permits and declaring the presence of 
an emergency and the urgency thereof. 

 
 
17. Medical Marijuana Dispensaries and Personal Medical Marijuana Use 

Ordinances.  (PL) 
 

Introduction for publication of an Ordinance amending Title 24 of the Santa Cruz 
Municipal Code and of the Local Coastal Implementation Plan, modifying 
standards for medical marijuana dispensaries. 
 
Introduction for publication of an Ordinance adding Section 6.90.085 to the 
Santa Cruz Municipal Code pertaining to annual reports from medical marijuana 
provider association dispensaries. 
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18. Council Meeting Calendar. 
 

That the City Council review the meeting calendar attached to the agenda and 
revise as necessary. 

 
 
19. City Attorney Oral Report on Closed Session.  (See Page 2.) 
 
 
20. Council Memberships in City Groups and Outside Agencies. 
 

The Presiding Officer will provide Councilmembers with the opportunity to update 
Council and the public regarding City Groups and Outside Agencies. 

 
�
�32,#��1����A�The Redevelopment Agency will adjourn from the regularly scheduled 
meeting of March 9, 2010 to the next regularly scheduled meeting on March 23, 2010, for a 
closed litigation session at 1:30 p.m., in the Courtyard Conference Room, followed by open 
sessions at the approximate hours of 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. in Council Chambers'�

 
 

�32,#��1����3�The City Council will adjourn from the regularly scheduled meeting of   
March 9, 2010, to the next regularly scheduled meeting on March 23, 2010, for a closed 
litigation session at 1:30 p.m., in the Courtyard Conference Room, followed by open 
sessions at the approximate hour of 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. in Council Chambers. 
 
�,����������%���������)*��(�-����*����%(�&�����)�����(��'��������)��������(��&;%����&'��
 
 
Public Hearing:  If, in the future, you wish to challenge in court any of the matters on this 
agenda for which a public hearing is to be conducted, you may be limited to raising only those 
issues which you (or someone else) raised orally at the public hearing or in written 
correspondence received by the City at or before the hearing. 
 
Any person seeking to challenge a City Council decision made as a result of a proceeding in 
which, by law, a hearing is required to be given, evidence is required to be taken, and the 
discretion in the determination of facts is vested in the City Council, shall be required to 
commence that action either 60 days or 90 days following the date on which the decision 
becomes final as provided in Code of Civil Procedure Section 1094.6  Please refer to code of 
Civil Procedure 1094.6 to determine how to calculate when a decision becomes “final.”  The 60-
day rule applies to all public hearings conducted pursuant to the City’s Zoning Ordinance, Title 
24, Santa Cruz Municipal Code.  The 90-day rule applies to all other public hearings. 
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No information was submitted. 
 
City staff is responsible for providing the City Clerk with such documentation and 
information for the Legislative History Addendum.  The information will be on file in the 
City Clerk’s Department. 
 
The Addendum is a listing of information specific to City Council business, but which 
does not appear on a Council meeting agenda.  Such entities would include, but not be 
limited to: 
 
Court decisions 
Coastal Commission Appeals of City Council actions 
Closed Session Agreements/Settlements, which are public record 
Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments 
Local Agency Formation Commission 
 

 
 

ADDENDUM TO CITY COUNCIL AGENDA –  MARCH 9, 2010 
INFORMATION ITEMS PREVIOUSLY DISTRIBUTED TO CITY COUNCILMEMBERS 

(Copies available in the Central Branch Library at the Reference Desk) 
 

City Manager Measure K Oversight Committee Semi-Annual 
Report to the City Council - 2/22/10 (CM FYI 136) 

 
Economic Development Department Google Fiber Request for Information - 2/11/10  

(ED FYI 002) 
 
 314–316 Front Street – Second Amendment to Parking 

Lot Lease Agreement - 2/17/10 (ED FYI 003) 
 
 Termination of Municipal Wharf Webcam License 

Agreement - 2/23/10 (ED FYI 004) 
 
 Homeless Shelter - 2/23/10 (ED FYI 005) 
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ADDENDUM TO CITY COUNCIL AGENDA –  MARCH 9, 2010 
MAYOR’S PROCLAMATIONS 

 
1. Proclaiming February 27, 2010 as “Robert Weil Day” and urging all local 

residents and friends of justice around the world to join in celebrating Robert 
Weil’s many contributions to social justice here and around the globe and in 
wishing him the happiest of birthdays and many more years of effective 
troublemaking. 

 
2. Proclaiming March 5, 2010 as “Treasures Beyond the Dawn Day” and urging 

residents of our fair community of every age to attend this production and to 
spread the word of the performances as the schedule is released, and I further 
commend the young people and their supporters who have written, produced, 
directed, scored, choreographed, acted, crewed, or helped prepare or support 
this bold undertaking for their creativity and engagement in a significant artistic 
endeavor. 

 
3. Proclaiming March 1–7, 2010 as “Peace Corps Week” and encouraging all 

citizens to join in commemorating the Peace Corps 49th Anniversary; recognizing 
its achievements; honoring its volunteers, past and present; and reaffirming our 
country’s commitment to helping people help themselves throughout the world. 

 
4. Proclaiming March 13, 2010 as “SPIN Day” and encouraging all citizens to join in 

honoring SPIN and all of its members, staff, and participants for their many 
contributions to the people of the Santa Cruz Community. 

 
5. Proclaiming February 24, 2010 as “Bob Minnis and Jim Williams Day” and urging 

all residents to join in recognizing the many contributions made by these two 
outstanding individuals to our local Santa Cruz community and the global 
community as well. 

 
 



 
 

 

 

 
CITY COUNCIL/ 

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY 
AGENDA REPORT 

 
DATE: 03/01/10 

 
AGENDA OF: 
 

03/09/10 

DEPARTMENT: 
 

Economic Development             

SUBJECT: Referral to Closed Session - 148 Walnut Avenue, APN 005-072-33. (ED) 
  
 
RECOMMENDATION:  Motion to approve a referral to closed session the potential purchase of 
property located at 148 Walnut Avenue owned by a local real estate partnership entity 
represented by Mr. Joe Appenrodt for the purpose of instructing the negotiator concerning the 
price, terms of payment, or both. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  The subject property, which previously was occupied and owned by FPA 
SENTINEL ASSOCIATES LP, was acquired recently by a local real estate partnership entity 
represented by Mr. Joe Appenrodt.  Mr. Appenrodt recently approached staff regarding the 
potential interest of the City orRedevelopment Agency in acquiring the parking lot located across 
from the Sentinel building, adjacent to the Downtown Library. 
  
DISCUSSION:  Staff recommends that the Redevelopment Agency refer this matter to closed 
session to discuss the possible acquisition by the Redevelopment Agency. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  None at this time. 
 
Submitted by: 
 
 
Bonnie Lipscomb 
Director of Economic Development 

Approved by: 
 
 
Richard C. Wilson 
City Manager 

 
ATTACHMENTS:  
NONE 

1.-1



APWA Monterey Bay Chapter
2010 Public Works Project of the Year
Nomination Form

December 2009

San Lorenzo River Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge

Submitted By:

Sponsor Design Engineer Contractor Resident 
Engineer
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AAPWA  MMOONTEREY BBAAY CCHHAPTER ––  22010  PPUUBLIC WWOORKS PPRROJECT OF THE YYEEAR 

NNOOMINATION FFOORM  
 

 
 
 
DEADLINE: Wednesday, December 2, 2009 at 5:00 pm 
 
PROJECT NAME: San Lorenzo River Pedestrian / Bicycle Bridge Project  
 
PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: January 23, 2009 
 
 
 
PUBLIC AGENCY: 
 
Name: Joshua Spangrud  Title: Associate Engineer  
 
Agency/Organization: City of Santa Cruz     
 
Address (if PO Box, include street address): 809 Center Street, Room 201  
 
City:  Santa Cruz    State: CA  Zip Code: 95060  
 
Phone: (831) 420-5178  Fax: (831) 420-5161  Email: jspangrud@ci.santa-cruz.ca.us  
 
 
 
 
PRIME CONTRACTOR: 
 
Name: Ben Drennon  Title: Project Engineer  
 
Agency/Organization: Syblon-Reid Construction, Inc.     
 
Address (if PO Box, include street address): PO Box 100, 1130 Sibley Street  
 
City:  Folsom    State: CA   Zip Code: 95763  
 
Phone: 916-351-0457 Fax: 916-351-1674   Email: srco@srco.com   
 
 
 
 
DESIGN CONSULTANT: 
 
Name: Mark Imbriani  Title: Project Manager  
 
Agency/Organization: TRC Engineers, Inc.     
 
Address (if PO Box, include street address): 10680 White Rock Road, Suite 100  
 
City:  Rancho Cordova   State: CA  Zip Code: 95670  
 
Phone: (916) 366-0632  Fax: (916) 366-1501  Email: mimbriani@trcsolutions.com  
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AAPWA  MMOONTEREY BBAAY CCHHAPTER ––  22010  PPUUBLIC WWOORKS PPRROJECT OF THE YYEEAR 

NNOOMINATION FFOORM  
 

 
 
RESIDENT ENGINEER: 
 
Name: Bruce Shewchuk/Kimberly Fitzgerald  Title: Resident Engineer  
 
Agency/Organization: Parsons Brinckerhoff Construction Services   
 
Address (if PO Box, include street address): 303 Second Street, Suite 700 North  
 
City:  San Francisco    State: CA  Zip Code: 94107  
 
Phone: (415) 243-4600  Fax: (415) 243-9501  Email: shewchuk@pbworld.com  

 
 
SOME OF THE PROJECT TEAM MEMBERS: 
 

 
 
 
A special thanks goes to Stephanie Strelow who prepared the environmental documents and some of 
the language used in this nomination. 
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APWA Monterey Bay Chapter 2010 Public Works  
Project of the Year Nomination Form 

 

San Lorenzo River Pedestrian/Bicycle Bridge Project,  
Santa Cruz, CA 

 
 

Project Location: The proposed bridge is located south of Highway 1 in the City of Santa Cruz, and 
extends over the San Lorenzo River from the top of the east river levee near the west end of Felker 
Street to the west levee near the Gateway Shopping Center, with ramps and a new path to integrate 
the new structure into to the City bike path system and San Lorenzo Riverway. See Figures 1 and 2 on 
the following pages. 
 
The purpose of the project is to provide a safe northerly river crossing for pedestrians and bicyclists 
traveling between the west and east sides of the City and along the river levee paths. The project 
removes pedestrian and bicycle traffic from the dangerous State Route 1 Bridge over the San Lorenzo 
River.  State Route 1 changes from a city street (Mission Street) to a freeway facility just north of the 
River Street intersection.  State Route 1 has interchanges at Ocean Street and State Route 17 within 
one-half mile to the east of the proposed bridge site. This route is not suitable for bicycles or 
pedestrians, thus an alternative passageway was well supported by the community. 
 
The project includes construction of a 12-foot wide bridge that spans a distance of about 320 feet from 
top of west levee to top of east levee.  The design is a pre-fabricated steel truss bridge supported by an 
abutment on each side of the river levee and two piers within the river channel. The bridge structure 
consists of three prefabricated steel truss spans, with a center span of 130 feet, and approach spans of 
86.5 feet. The 130’ span was selected to span the low flow channel in the river. 

Supporting Documentation 
 
 
1. Completion Date: Grand Opening January 23, 2009 

 
 

2. Construction Schedule, Management, and Control Techniques Used 
 
The construction schedule was expected to take 24 to 26 weeks. Design completion was schedule so 
that construction could commence in mid-June with most work completed in the summer of 2008 
during the summer low stream flow period coincident with minimal fish migration (approximately 
between mid-June and mid-October). Project construction was specified to accommodate a local  
noise ordinance, occurring primarily on weekdays between 7AM and 6 PM. Work was permitted later 
in the evening and/or weekends, in accordance with City noise ordinance regulations, in order to 
complete critical components.  
 
Equipment access to the site was from Felker Street on the east and from Josephine Street, south of 
the Gateway Plaza on the west.  Unused Caltrans right of way exists adjacent to the west end of the 
bridge; it was used for storage of materials and equipment and for parking construction workers' 
vehicles. An approximate 30-foot wide path from the levee to the base of the levee was cleared on each  
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side to provide equipment access to the construction site at the base of the levee. The Contractor 
installed a temporary river crossing spanning over the low flow channel and wetland vegetation to 
facilitate movement of the CIDH pile drilling equipment for the pier construction. 
 
For abutment construction, a portion of the levee was excavated. The excavation was backfilled 
according to COE requirements for levee construction.  Grading was performed behind the levee 
(landside) to build up a large enough area to accommodate the crane(s) for pile drilling.  Piers were 
constructed using large diameter drills, and the superstructure was placed using cranes.  The 
approximate footprint and locations of these structures are shown on Figure 3.   
 
Cranes were located on top of the levee and in the dry channel, adjacent to the levee, in order to drill 
the piers and place the superstructure. The drilling was accomplished via an auger attached to the 
crane. Soils removed from the drilling were temporarily stockpiled at the work site adjacent to the 
levee and hauled offsite at the end of the day.  After construction of the piers, the abutment was 
formed and rebar and concrete placed.  Concrete for the piers was pumped from the crest of the 
levees, and concrete trucks only needed access to the crest of the levees.  There was no mixing or 
pumping of concrete from the river channel. Standard Caltrans’ BMPs were designed and specified to 
prevent concrete from entering the river channel. Concrete wash-out facilities were provided at an 
area off of the levees, near entrances to city streets. During construction of the piers, material 
handling equipment (off-road forklifts and rough-terrain cranes) needed access to the pier locations 
in order to set up the forms.  Once the abutment and piers were constructed, the superstructure 
(having been assembled in a laydown area alongside the river levees) was then placed on the piers and 
connected. All disturbed areas were revegetated.  
 
The summer season was the critical construction critical period for construction of the piers within 
the river channel.  Summer flow patterns limited the active low flow channel to a 20 to 25 foot wide 
channel in the center of the larger channel, so the active channel could be avoided during 
construction. A separation barrier or coffer dam was not necessary for construction. However, “best 
management practices” (BMPs) were used to restrict access and prevent disturbance of the active low 
flow channel, see Section 4 of this application for a description of mitigation measures employed. 
 
 
3. Safety Performance Including Overall Safety Program Employed During the 

Construction Phase 
 
Safety was a vital element of the Contractor’s overall plan due to the short construction window.  One 
ill-fated incident could have jeopardized the schedule and propelled the project into another season.  
In an effort to minimize the risk, the Contractor employed several key items that contributed to zero 
lost time incidents.  The Contractor prepared and submitted an Injury and Illness Prevention Plan 
(IIPP) which is the blueprint to work safely within the project site. Drilling down into the Plan, the 
Contractor prepared job hazard analyses (JHA) for the major operations, detailing the tasks, risks and 
safety procedures involved with these operations.  The Contractor held daily safety tailgate meeting 
describing the operations at hand and risks involved.  The Contractor also required all the major sub-
contractors to comply with the basic site safety regulations as well as JHA’s for the respective 
operations so that the General Contractor and site personnel were aware of the inherent risks with 
these particular operations.  The Contractor enforced the ‘Safety First’ theme and it was not surprising 
that they had an exemplary safety record during the construction phase of the project. 
 
The facility has a bicycle/pedestrian safety railing meeting the required height of 54”. Small openings 
in the railing are provided to prevent persons or objects from passing through the railing and falling 
into the water. A photo of the railing is shown below. 
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ADA requirements are incorporated into the project. The bridge type selected allows for a minimal 
grade difference between the levee pathways and the bridge surface, while still providing sufficient 
clearance above the water surface.   
 
 
4. Environmental Considerations Including Steps Taken to Preserve and Protect the 

Environment, Endangered Species, etc. During the Construction Phase 
 
Environmental documents for both NEPA and CEQA approvals were completed in 2008. A Biological 
Evaluation, Natural Environment Study, and a Location Hydraulic Study were prepared and reviewed 
and accepted by federal agencies. A Categorical Exclusion and Initial Study/Mitigated Negative 
Declaration were also prepared and approved in 2008. Guidance for the project was provided by three 
City-developed documents: 
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 San Lorenzo River Enhancement Plan – recommendations for landscaping and natural 
vegetation along the river 

 Downtown Recovery Plan – developed after the Loma Prieta earthquake, contains 
recommendations to maintain traffic and attract business to the downtown area 

 River Design Concept Plan – guidelines for projects on the riverfront 
 
The bicycle-pedestrian bridge is visible from key viewpoints identified in the City’s General Plan, 
specifically the Highway and Water Street Bridges, as well as the San Lorenzo River levee public 
pathways. A visual analysis (Visual Impact Study) incorporated into the MND reviewed the 
preliminary photosimulations and concluded that the bridge would be a pleasing visual feature that 
will relate aesthetically to the San Lorenzo River and surrounding urban neighborhoods. The visual 
analysis found that bridge would be located in an area that is exceptionally dark at night, but 
concluded that there would no adverse impact due to the low reflectivity of the dark bridge surface 
and low-brightness and low-to-ground lighting to be installed on the bridge and pathways.   
 
Several bridge alternatives were evaluated during the public planning process. The ideal structure 
would completely span the river. However due to the significant span and limited hydraulic clearance, 
the only structure type that would allow such a long span is a cable stay type, where the cables are 
located above the deck. This type was rejected during public hearings however, as the worry was that 
birds would fly into the cables. Thus the selected original design alternative was a haunched arch, cast 
in-place concrete box structure that would have spanned the river between the east and west levees, 
supported by two 72-inch drilled concrete abutments on each levee, but with no supporting piers in 
the river channel. During project development, geotechnical, seismic, and cost concerns led to this 
alternative being deemed infeasible, and implementation of another alternative, a three-span 
prefabricated steel truss bridge, was pursued.  
 
The steel truss design eliminates the massing of a concrete structure and provides a more open design 
(see Figure 3 on the next page). This design allows for views of the river through the structure. Thus, 
the project design does not result in a new significant impact and could even enhance the scenic 
views. The muted finish of the steel truss structure and low lighting results in a less-than-significant 
impact related to light and glare.  
 
Federally-listed species known from or with the potential to inhabit the project area included 
steelhead trout, coho salmon, tidewater goby, and California red-legged frog.  The San Lorenzo River 
is designated critical habitat for coho salmon and steelhead.  In order to ensure protection of this 
habitat and minimize environmental impacts, a Construction Access Plan was prepared by TRC.  This 
clarified the mitigations and required site management features for environmental reviewers, citizens, 
and the Contractor.  That plan appears on Figure 4. 
  
A prefabricated bridge superstructure was designed to reduced the area of construction disturbance in 
and adjacent to the river channel and reduce duration of activity within and near the river channel.  
This is due to the elimination of installing and removing “falsework” piers and supports to construct a 
typical concrete bridge along with elimination of a temporary equipment access road across the river 
channel and elimination of concrete mixing equipment within the channel. Photos showing cranes 
lowering the truss spans into place on the piers appears below. 
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The proposed bridge design resulted in a permanent alteration of critical habitat for coho salmon and 
steelhead with installation of two piers within the river channel, each with a dimension of 4x6 feet 
supported on an 84-inch CIDH concrete pile, but these were placed outside the active low flow 
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channel. Although this alteration would be permanent, it was judged not likely to adversely affect 
designated coho salmon or steelhead critical habitat as the piles would be located outside the low flow 
channel, the covered area is minimal compared to the remaining river channel, and the piles would 
not result in obstruction to fish passage or migration. A photo of the pile installation appears below. 
 

 
 
With implementation of avoidance and minimization measures, the project had no effect on steelhead 
trout, coho salmon, California red-legged frog or tidewater goby. These measures included conducting 
all channel work between June 15th and October 15th, outside the steelhead migration period; 
implementation of erosion control measures and revegetation; and implementation of construction 
Best Management Practices (BMPs) to protect the low flow channel from disturbance and to prevent 
construction materials and debris from entering the river channel. 
 
Regulatory permits were issued for the project by the California Regional Quality Control Board, the 
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, and California Department of Fish & Game.  The following avoidance 
and mitigation measures were employed: 
 

1. All project activities within/above the river channel were conducted between June 15 and 
October 15, outside of the time period for adult or juvenile steelhead migration. 

 
2. Temporary construction fencing was placed around sensitive habitat areas (wetlands, riparian 

vegetation, live river channel) to insure construction equipment or materials did not enter these 
areas from levee construction zones. Prior to the start of construction, bright colored 

 -13



 

APWA Monterey Bay Chapter 2010 Project of the Year Award Nomination 11 of 16 

construction fencing was installed at the edge of the access routes, staging areas and work 
limits to avoid inadvertent impacts to vegetation and sensitive plant communities outside the 
work area. 

 
3. Equipment refueling only occurred at the staging areas at the top of the levees, and all debris, 

petroleum products, concrete or other construction materials were located and contained 
where they could not enter the river.  

 
4. Erosion control and revegetation measures after construction eliminated the potential for 

sedimentation into the river channel. A site specific erosion control plan was included in the 
design plans to clarify the intent and provide a biddable scheme. It was also required that the 
Contractor prepare and submitted a site specific plan for approval prior to construction. 
Caltrans SSPs such as SSP 07-346, “Construction Site Management”, were used in the special 
provisions to control this work. Erosion control measures were in place before October 15th. 
Erosion and sedimentation control were specified per Section 20 of Caltrans Standard 
Specifications and appropriate BMP handbooks.  Appropriate Water Pollution Control 
specifications were included. 

 
5. Dust control was specified per Section 10 of Caltrans Standard Specifications. 

 
6. Disturbed channel areas were revegetated in accordance with revegetation guidelines 

included in the Biological Evaluation. 
 

7. A qualified wildlife biologist conducted a pre-construction survey for California red-legged 
frog prior to any construction activities within the flood control channel (between east and 
west levees) with at least one daytime and one nighttime survey.  The biological monitor 
conducted a brief survey for CRLF each day prior to construction in the flood control channel.  
If CRLF was found, work was specified to be stopped and appropriate notification given to 
Caltrans and USFWS to determine guidance on dealing with this listed species. 

 
8. After construction, all areas disturbed by construction were revegetated in accordance with 

revegetation guidelines in the special provisions and Appendix E of the BE.  Landscape 
species were replanted only in landscape areas disturbed by construction 

 
The proposed modified project design caused no take of listed species, including mortality, 
harassment, loss of reproduction, loss of forage and/or foraging potential, loss of shelter or cover, loss 
of migration or movement corridors, habitat fragmentation urbanization induced by the project, 
increased predation or impacts to water quality. The project design resulted in an alteration and 
direct loss of critical habitat due to the installation of permanent two bridge-support piles, with a total 
fill area of approximately 48 square feet. The piles would cover a total of approximately 48 square 
feet. Although this alteration would be permanent, it would not result in adverse effects to coho 
salmon or other aquatic species as the piles would be located outside the low flow channel, the 
covered area is minimal compared to the remaining river channel, and the piles would not result in 
obstruction to fish passage or migration. With the proposed bridge design, and avoidance and 
minimization measures in place, the project will have no adverse effects upon federally-listed species.   
 
 
5. Community Relations -  a Summary of Efforts by the City, Consultant Team, and 

Contractor to Protect Public Lives and Property, Minimize Public Inconvenience, 
and Improve Relations 

 
A public outreach program was conducted to allow stakeholders input on the project and to 
incorporate their needs into the project. Several public meetings were held at which the various 
features and alternatives were discussed and input received and acknowledged. After this process, a 
smaller group of stakeholders was assembled, and numerous progress meetings were held with this 
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group as the final project was selected and developed. The committee included representatives of the 
City Public Works and Parks Departments, police and fire departments, Redevelopment Agency, San 
Lorenzo River Committee, Bicycle Advocates, the Consultant team, artists, an architect, Council 
representatives, etc. This group met and made decisions all through the design process, and guided 
the efforts of the engineering consultant team.  
 
The project greatly relieves pedestrian and bicycle traffic that previously used State Route 1 to cross 
the river.  SR 1 has extremely narrow shoulders and a high traffic volume, conditions that were quite 
unsafe for pedestrians and bicyclists. The new bridge allows these non-motorized modes to 
completely avoid the freeway, with a dedicated pathway and structure exclusively for their use. This 
was a primary purpose of the project and its proponents. The bridge provides a much safer travelling 
experience and greatly improves public convenience by allowing a river crossing without vehicles. 
 
All right of way for the project is City-owned, no private property was taken for this project.  
 
During construction, work areas were fenced off to protect the public. Minimal incursion onto private 
property was allowed and any impacts were mitigated fully. Excellent relations were maintained with 
the neighborhood residents, for example drilled piles were designed rather than driven, which 
resulted in much less noise and vibration during installation. Access to the pathways was maintained 
during construction with only occasional detours.   
 
All in all, the City residents are delighted with the project which was delivered quickly and in an 
environmentally sensitive manner, and with stakeholder interests addressed. Evidence of this is 
demonstrated by the excellent turnout at the Grand Opening ceremony, see the photos below. 
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6. Unusual Accomplishments under Adverse Conditions, Including But Not Limited 
To, Adverse Weather, Soil, or Site Conditions, or Other Occurrences Over Which 
There Was No Control 

 
Several adverse conditions existed: 

A. Geology - Poor, sandy soils that are subject to caving and to liquefaction during a high seismic 
event, such as the Loma Prieta earthquake.  

B. Environmental - An environmentally sensitive area, a description of measures to minimize 
impacts was discussed in section 4.  

C. Flood Control - A river operating as a flood control channel, which required that any structure 
not increase water surface elevations up or downstream of the site.  

D. Budgetary – funding for this type of project is generally limited, however eight different 
funding sources were secured. 

E. Schedule – the project had a limited window during construction could be performed in the 
river, due to hydraulic and environmental considerations. 

 
How we handled these considerations and how we produced a successful project are described below: 

 
A. Geology - The project site is subject to “very intense” shaking during an earthquake, and is 

subject to high liquefaction potential. In order to minimize these hazards the proposed bridge 
was designed in accordance with Caltrans’ Seismic Design Criteria for Bridges, as well as 
additional recommendations from a site-specific geotechnical report that was prepared with 
the final bridge design.  

� Project Solution:  Similar soil conditions exist at the downstream Water Street, Soquel 
Avenue, and Laurel/Broadway bridges across this river. Fortunately the design team for 
this project designed bridge replacement and/or seismic retrofit of those three structures. 
Thus the design team was quite familiar with geologic conditions. The seismic risk of 
liquefaction is significant and governed the design. Shorter spans were required to 
minimize loads to any individual foundation. The truss bridge structure is much lighter 
than a concrete structure would be, thus reducing the level of seismic force and the size 
and number of foundations required. Shorter spans also obviated the need for soil 
improvement, which eliminate the need for injection grouting below the river surface. 
Additionally, the truss design is much more structurally efficient and reduces exposure to 
liquefaction risks as four supports are used to withstand earthquake loadings instead of 
two. Preparation of a geotechnical study was required as a mitigation measure for this 
project, and resulted in minimization of impacts related to seismic hazards (liquefaction). 

 
B. Environmental – see Section 4 of this supporting documentation. 

 
C. Flood Control/Hydraulics - The river is controlled by the U. S. Army COE, which originally 

constructed the levees for flood control circa 1955. In this regard, the COE reviewed the 
project for conformance with their river hydraulic models. A Location Hydraulic Study and 
Design Hydraulic Study were prepared for the various bridge alternatives to demonstrate that 
no increase in water surface elevation would occur as a result of the project. Erosion and 
sedimentation could become a problem during the rainy season if bare areas were left after 
construction. Sedimentation into the San Lorenzo River could adversely affect aquatic 
organisms. Thus erosion control plans and water pollution control requirements were 
incorporated into the design and construction. 

 
D. Budgetary - $2.63M contract with only 2% contract change orders.  Numerous funding 

sources, including several grants, were obtained to pay for the project. 
 

E. Schedule – the project was designed so that it could be constructed in one construction 
season. Single piers were used at each support location to facilitate construction. The 
prefabricated trusses were being assembled in a shop while the abutments and piers were 
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constructed in the field. Once the concrete for the abutments and piers hardened and reached 
its full strength, the trusses were delivered to the site and placed upon their supports.  This 
provided the Contractor with sufficient time to complete their work in the river in one season 
in accordance with agency permit requirements. 

 
 
7. Additional Considerations Such as Innovations in Technology and/or Management 

Applications During the Project 
 
The project embraced a truly collaborative team effort to complete the project on time.  The 
environmental window was quickly closing on the project and there were many items to complete 
within the San Lorenzo River banks.  The project team brainstormed with the Department of Fish and 
Game (biologist and warden), Caltrans Environmental Group, and local wildlife biologist to re-
sequence activities, work over-time and limit access within the river banks to continue working and 
take advantage of good weather conditions.  Had it not been for this open communication between all 
parties, the project would have gone into another construction season. 

 
 
The bridge is made from a special type of steel known as weathering steel. This steel naturally 
corrodes to some degree over time, but in doing so seals itself and further corrosion is halted. A 
corrosion study was performed by an expert to recommend measures to prevent future corrosion. 
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NOMINATED BY: 
 
 
Name: Chris Schneiter  Title: Assistant Public Works Director  
 
Agency/Organization: City of Santa Cruz, Dept. of Public Works   
 
Address (if PO Box, include street address): 809 Center Street, Room 201  
 
City:  Santa Cruz    State: CA  Zip Code: 95060  
 
Phone: (831) 420-5422  Fax: (831) 420-5161  Email: cschneiter@ci.santa-cruz.ca.us  
 
 
 
THESE MATERIALS MUST BE SUBMITTED TO: 
 
Tom Sharp, Senior Engineering Associate 
City of Watsonville – Community Development Dept 
PO Box 50000 
Watsonville, CA  95076 
 
Contract Tom at (831) 768-3076 or send an e-mail to TSharp@ci.watsonville.ca.us if you have any questions. 
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MINUTES ARE UNOFFICIAL UNTIL APPROVED BY COUNCIL 

CITY OF SANTA CRUZ 
809 Center Street 

Santa Cruz, California  95060 

MINUTES OF A REGULAR JOINT CITY COUNCIL/ 
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING 

February 23, 2010 

1:30 PM SESSION 

Mayor Rotkin opened the Closed Litigation Session at 1:40 p.m. in a public session in 
the Courtyard Conference Room, for the purpose of announcing the agenda and 
considering item 1. 

Referral to Closed Session 

1. Referral to Closed Session - Real Property Negotiation for Acquisition of 
Property Located at 575 Dimeo Lane (APN 059-121-07). (ED) 

Action Councilmember Lane moved, seconded by Councilmember Madrigal, to refer 
to closed session the potential purchase of property located at 575 Dimeo 
Lane (APN 059-121-07) owned by the Humphrey Estate for the purpose of 
instructing the negotiator concerning price, terms, or both. The motion carried 
unanimously (Councilmember Robinson absent). 

Council closed the session to the public at 1:43 p.m.   All Councilmembers were 
present (Councilmember Robinson arrived at 1:56 p.m.). (See pages 1103 
through 1104 for a report on closed session.) 
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REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING 
FEBRUARY 23, 2010 
3:00 P.M. SESSION

3:00 PM SESSION 

Mayor/Chair Rotkin called the meeting to order at 3:08 p.m. in the Council 
Chambers.

Roll Call 

Present: Councilmembers/Members Lane, Mathews, Beiers, Madrigal, 
Robinson; Vice Mayor/Vice Chair Coonerty; Mayor/Chair Rotkin. 

Absent: None.  

Staff: City Manager R. Wilson, Assistant City Manager M. Bernal, 
Principal Administrative Analyst T. Shull, Special Events 
Coordinator K. Agnone, City Attorney J. Barisone, Director of 
Economic Development and Redevelopment B. Lipscomb, Principal 
Planner C. Berg, Director of Human Resources
L. Sullivan, Director of Finance J. Dilles, Chief of Fire R. Oliver, 
Director of Information Technology S. Caiocca, Director of Parks 
and Recreation D. Shoemaker, Director of Planning and 
Community Development J. Rebagliati, Assistant Director of 
Planning and Community Development A. Khoury, Director of 
Public Works M. Dettle, Superintendent of Resource Recovery R. 
Nelson, Director of Water B. Kocher, City Clerk L. Brewer, Deputy 
City Clerk T. Graves. 

Pledge of Allegiance 

Spotlight on City Services - 2009 Homeless Survey and City Services – 
Presented by Principal Planner Carol Berg and Paul O’Brien, Homeless Action 
Partnership.

Presiding Officer's Announcements 

Statements of Disqualification – None.

Additions and Deletions – None.
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Joint City Council/Redevelopment Agency Oral Communications 

Mike Tomasi expressed disappointment and anger at the VA Hospital in 
Palo Alto. 

Consent Agenda 

Item 11 was removed from the Consent Agenda. 

Action  Councilmember/Member Lane moved, seconded by Councilmember/Member 
Robinson, to approve the remaining items on the Consent Agenda. The motion 
carried unanimously. 

2. Minutes of the February 9, 2010 Regular City Council Meeting. (CC) 

Motion carried to approve as submitted. 

3. Minutes of the February 9, 2010 Regular Redevelopment Agency Meeting.
(CC)

Motion carried to approve as submitted. 

4. Street Lighting Program and Lower Pacific Avenue Street Lights Project –
Cooperation Agreement. (ED) 

City Council Resolution No. NS-28,168 was adopted authorizing the City 
Manager to execute a Cooperation Agreement with the Redevelopment 
Agency through which the Agency will contribute to the Street Lighting 
Program and Lower Pacific Avenue Street Lights Project. 

Redevelopment Agency Resolution No. 1479 was adopted authorizing the 
Executive Director to execute a Cooperation Agreement with the City through 
which the Agency will contribute to the Street Lighting Program and Lower 
Pacific Avenue Street Lights Project. 

Redevelopment Agency Resolution No. 1480 was adopted amending the FY 
2010 budget and authorizing funds in an amount up to $26,000 from available 
fund balance to fully fund the Street Lighting Program and Lower Pacific 
Avenue Street Lights Project. 

City Council Resolution No. NS-28,169 was adopted amending the FY 2010 
budget and authorizing funds in an amount up to $26,000 provided by the 
Redevelopment Agency to fully fund the Street Lighting Program and Lower 
Pacific Avenue Street Lights Project. 
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Consent Agenda (continued) 

5. City’s Classification and Compensation Plans and the FY 2010 Budget 
Personnel Complement – Water Department. (HR) 

Resolution No. NS-28,170 was adopted amending the Classification and 
Compensation Plans and the FY 2010 Budget Personnel Complement by 
deleting one full-time Operations Technician position in the Water 
Department and deleting the classification of Operations Technician from 
the City’s Classification Plan. 

6. Designation of HOPE Services, Inc., as Designated Approved Collector for 
Electronic Waste. (PW) 

Motion carried to approve an agreement, in a form approved by the City 
Attorney, designating HOPE Services, Inc., as a Designated Approved 
Collector for covered electronic wastes (CEW) pursuant to 14 CCR 
18660.5(a)(34).

7. San Lorenzo River Gravity Outlet Valve Maintenance Project -  c400033 -
Sole Source Vendor. (PW) 

Motion carried to authorize Anderson Pacific Engineering Construction 
Inc. (Santa Clara, CA), as the sole source contractor for the San Lorenzo 
River Gravity Outlet Valve Maintenance Project.  The City Manager is 
hereby authorized and directed to execute the contract, approved as to 
form by the City Attorney, as authorized by Resolution No. NS-27,563. 

8. Soquel Avenue/Hagemann Avenue Safety Improvement Project 
(c400803)- Ratify Bid Award. (PW) 

Motion carried to ratify the bid award to, and agreement with, Don Chapin 
Inc, Salinas, CA in the amount of $144,470.70 for the Soquel 
Avenue/Hagemann Avenue Intersection Improvement Project (c400803). 

9. Summer 2009 Overlay Project – West Cliff Drive (c400829) Contract 
Change Order. (PW) 

Motion carried to accept Change Order #1 to the contract with Joseph J. 
Albanese, Inc., of Santa Clara, CA, increasing the contract by $209,000 
for the Summer 2009 Overlay Project – West Cliff Drive (c400829). 
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Consent Agenda (continued) 

10. San Lorenzo River Highway 1 Bridge Underpass Project Contract 
Amendment 1 (c400826) Construction Management Services. (PW) 

Motion carried to approve Amendment 1 to the contract with PB Americas, 
Inc., Sacramento, CA, in the amount of $71,500 for the construction 
management of the San Lorenzo River Highway 1 Bridge Underpass 
Project - (c400826) to cover costs associated with compliance with 
additional oversight by the State and complications associated with 
unfavorable weather conditions. 

11. Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit – Scientific and 
Permitting Support - Contract Amendment No. 1. (WT) 

Director of Water B. Kocher presented an oral report and responded to 
Council’s questions.

SPEAKING FROM THE FLOOR EXPRESSING SUPPORT AND/OR 
CONCERNS:

 Mike Tomasi 

Action Councilmember Beiers moved, seconded by Councilmember Lane, to 
ratify the agreement dated August 7, 2009 between the City of Santa Cruz 
and Hagar Environmental Sciences (Richmond, CA), for scientific and 
permitting support of the City’s a Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental 
Take Permit, and to ratify Contract Amendment No.1 in the amount of 
$55,110 with Hagar Environmental Sciences (Richmond, CA), for 
additional scientific and permitting support of the City’s Habitat 
Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. The motion carried 
unanimously.

12. Water Supply Project  - Entrainment Study and Impact Assessment -
Contract Amendment No. 3. (WT) 

Motion carried to authorize the City Manager to execute Contract 
Amendment No. 3 with Tenera Environmental (Layayette, CA), in the 
amount of $38,200 for additional data collection and interpretation for the 
Entrainment Study and Impact Assessment for the scwd2 Desalination 
Program.

End Consent Agenda 
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General Business 

13. Special Events Alcohol Policy.  (CM) 

Principal Administrative Analyst T. Shull and Special Events Coordinator 
K. Agnone presented oral reports and responded to Council’s questions.

SPEAKING FROM THE FLOOR EXPRESSING OPPOSITION AND/OR 
CONCERNS:

 Mike Tomasi 

Action Vice Mayor Coonerty moved, seconded by Councilmember Mathews, to 
authorize a permanent special events alcohol program that will allow the 
consumption of wine and beer during special events held on public 
property in specifically designated and controlled areas. The motion 
carried unanimously.

14. Countywide Single-Use Bag Reduction Measures. (PW) 

Superintendent of Resource Recovery R. Nelson and Emily Glanville, 
Save Our Shores Program Manager, presented oral reports and 
responded to Council’s questions.

SPEAKING FROM THE FLOOR EXPRESSING SUPPORT AND/OR 
CONCERNS:

 Mike Tomasi 

Action Councilmember Beiers moved, seconded by Councilmember Lane, to join 
with the County and other local governments to take appropriate actions to 
reduce the use of single-use bags by local retailers and consumers. The 
motion carried unanimously.
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General Business (continued) 

15. Merging the City Transportation and Public Works Commissions.  (PW) 

Director of Public Works M. Dettle presented an oral report and responded 
to Council’s questions.

Action Councilmember Mathews moved, seconded by Councilmember Robinson, 
to combine the City Transportation Commission and Public Works 
Commission into one body and to provide direction to staff to prepare the 
necessary enabling ordinance revisions and by-laws to create a merged 
Transportation and Public Works Commission. The motion carried 
unanimously.

Public Hearing 

16. Fee Schedule Revisions Recommended for Certain Planning and Building 
Fees.   (PL) 

Assistant Director of Planning and Community Development A. Khoury 
presented an oral report and responded to Council’s questions.

Mayor Rotkin opened the public hearing at 4:27 p.m.

No members of the public wished to speak. 

Mayor Rotkin closed the public hearing at 4:27 p.m.

Action Councilmember Mathews moved, seconded by Councilmember Robinson, 
to introduce for publication Ordinance No. 2010-04 amending portions of 
Title 18 relating to permit fees and to adopt Resolution No. NS-28,171 
revising Fee Schedules for the Department of Planning and Community 
Development and rescinding Resolution No. NS-27,971, changing the last 
sentence in the last paragraph to read, “BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by 
the City of Santa Cruz that the fees shown in Exhibit A continue to be 
adjusted annually on July 1st to account for inflation, based on the 
Consumer Price Index for the previous 12-month period going back to the 
previous April...”; to include the arborist fees; and to make the proposed 
fees effective in 60 days. The motion carried unanimously. 
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General Business 

17. Council Meeting Calendar

Mayor Rotkin announced the Council would meet in Closed Session on 
Friday, February 26, 2010 to consider the appointment of a new City 
Manager.

18. City Attorney Oral Report on Closed Session.

A.  Real Property (Government Code §54956.8).

  575 Dimeo Lane Property Acquisition (Humphrey-Owner) 
  APN: 059-121-07 
  Bonnie Lipscomb--Negotiator 

Council received a status report, instructed the negotiator, and took no 
reportable action. 

B.  Labor Negotiations (Government Code §54956.6).

  Lisa Sullivan—Negotiator 
  Employee Organizations— 1.  Police Management 
      2. Police Officers’ Association 
      3. SEIU – All Units 
      4. Operating Engineers-Supervisors 
      5. Operating Engineers-Managers 

Council received a status report, instructed the negotiator, and took no 
reportable action. 

C. Conference With Legal Counsel—Existing Litigation (Government 
Code  §54956.9).

1.   City v. Deleon/Richardson, Santa Cruz Superior Court Consolidated 
Case No. CV162526 

Council received a status report, instructed the City Attorney, and took no 
reportable action. 
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Closed Litigation Session (continued) 

D.  Conference with Legal Counsel-Anticipated Litigation (Government Code 
§54956.9).

  Initiation of Litigation by City (Government Code §54956.9(c)). 

  1 case was discussed. 

19. Council Memberships in City Groups and Outside Agencies.

Councilmember Lane said the Regional Transportation Commission is 
grappling with the state over funds for the purchase of the rail line, and urged 
Councilmembers and/or members of the public to lobby the State 
Transportation Commission and their legislative representatives on the RTC’s 
behalf.

At 4:36 p.m., the City Council and Redevelopment Agency recessed to the 
7:00 P.M. Session. 
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CITY OF SANTA CRUZ 
809 Center Street 

Santa Cruz, California  95060 

MINUTES OF A JOINT CITY COUNCIL/ 
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING 

February 23, 2010 

7:00 P.M. SESSION 

Mayor/Chair Rotkin called the meeting to order at 7:07 p.m. in Council 
Chambers.

Roll Call 

Present: Councilmembers/Members Lane, Mathews, Beiers, Madrigal, 
Robinson, Vice Mayor/Vice Chair Coonerty; Mayor/Chair Rotkin. 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Staff: Assistant  City Manager M. Bernal, City Attorney C. Cassman, 

Chief of Police H. Skerry, CPVAW Coordinator K. Agnone, City 
Clerk L. Brewer, Deputy City Clerk T. Graves. 

Presentation – Mayor’s Proclamation Celebrating the Santa Cruz Peace Corps 
Community – Amy Monroe, UCSC Peace Corps Representative and Martin Case, 
UCSC Peace Corps Volunteer.

Joint City Council and Redevelopment Agency Oral Communications 

Stuart Kriege spoke in favor of the Westside Medicinal Cannabis Collective. 

Tony Madrigal spoke about the Prom Dress Drive, and passed out an 
informational flyer. 
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General Business 

20. Commission for Prevention of Violence Against Women's (CPVAW) 2008-
2009 Annual Report and Recommendations.  (CM) 

Commission for Prevention of Violence Against Women (CPVAW) 
Coordinator K. Agnone, Chief of Police H. Skerry, CPVAW Chair Martine 
Watkins, and CPVAW Past Chair Karren Zook presented oral and reports 
and responded to Council’s questions.

SPEAKING FROM THE FLOOR EXPRESSING OPPOSITION AND/OR 
CONCERNS:

 Gillian Greensite 
 Nina Millikan 

SPEAKING FROM THE FLOOR EXPRESSING SUPPORT AND/OR 
CONCERNS:

 Brad Snyder 
 Laura Segura, Executive Director, Women’s Crisis Support/     

Defensa de la Mujeras 

Action Vice Mayor Coonerty moved, seconded by Councilmember Madrigal, to 
accept the CPVAW’s 2008–2009 Annual Report; to support and prioritize 
the safety skills/self-defense programs scheduled and coordinated by the 
CPVAW for community members through public classes as well as 
classes scheduled in partnership with Santa Cruz City Schools; to 
recognize the importance of prevention programs, such as the safety 
skills/self-defense classes, Engaging the Bystander workshops, and other 
current and future CPVAW activities, and support these programs by 
attending and encouraging community members to participate; to approve 
the CPVAW’s solicitation of grant funding which would maintain and build 
current partnerships with a variety of organizations; and to accept the 
CPVAW’s sincere appreciation for the ongoing support as the 30th 
Anniversary of the CPVAW approaches in 2011. The motion carried 
unanimously.

Staff was directed to bring back a report regarding rape and assault 
statistical data.
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Adjournment — At 8:31 p.m., the Redevelopment Agency adjourned from the 
regularly scheduled meeting of February 23, 2010 to the next regularly scheduled 
meeting on March 9, 2010, for a closed litigation session at 1:30 p.m., in the 
Courtyard Conference Room, followed by open sessions at the approximate 
hours of 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. in Council Chambers. 

Adjournment — At 8:31 p.m., the City Council adjourned from the regularly 
scheduled meeting of February 23, 2010, to a Special Closed Session meeting on 
Friday, February 26, 2009 at 3:00 p.m., in the City Manager’s Conference Room.  The 
next regularly scheduled meeting will be on March 9, 2010, for a closed litigation 
session at 1:30 p.m., in the Courtyard Conference Room, followed by open sessions 
at the approximate hours of 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. in Council Chambers. 

Respectfully submitted 
       Tom Graves 

Deputy City Clerk

__________________________

        Approved 

 __________________________ 
       Lorrie Brewer   
       City Clerk 

Approved

___________________________
Michael Rotkin 
Mayor   
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MINUTES ARE UNOFFICIAL UNTIL APPROVED BY COUNCIL 

CITY OF SANTA CRUZ 
809 Center Street 

Santa Cruz, California  95060 

MINUTES OF A SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL CLOSED SESSION MEETING 

February 26, 2010 

3:00 PM SESSION 

Present: Councilmembers Lane, Mathews, Beiers, Madrigal (arrived at 3:13 
p.m.), Robinson; Vice Mayor Coonerty; Mayor Rotkin. 

Absent: None. 

Mayor Rotkin opened the Closed Litigation Session at 3:07 p.m. in a public 
session in the Courtyard Conference Room, for the purpose of announcing the 
agenda. No members of the public were present.

Mayor Rotkin closed the public session at 3:07 p.m.

A. Public Employee Hiring Decision (Government Code §54957).

  City Council’s hiring of City Manager. 

The Council discussed the hiring of the City Manager. 

Adjournment: At 5:50 p.m., the City Council adjourned from the special closed 
session of  February 26, 2010 to the next regularly scheduled meeting on March 
9, 2010 for a 1:30 p.m. Closed Litigation Session in the Courtyard Conference 
Room followed by 3 p.m. and 7 p.m. open sessions in Council Chambers. 

        Approved 

        _____________________ 
        Lorrie Brewer 
        City Clerk 
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MINUTES ARE UNOFFICIAL UNTIL APPROVED BY COUNCIL 

CITY OF SANTA CRUZ 
809 Center Street 

Santa Cruz, California  95060 

MINUTES OF A REGULAR REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING 

February 23, 2010 

3:00 PM SESSION 

Mayor/Chair Rotkin called the meeting to order at 3:08 p.m. in the Council 
Chambers.

Roll Call 

Present: Councilmembers/Members Lane, Mathews, Beiers, Madrigal, 
Robinson; Vice Mayor/Vice Chair Coonerty; Mayor/Chair Rotkin. 

Absent: None.  

Staff: City Manager R. Wilson, Assistant City Manager M. Bernal, 
Principal Administrative Analyst T. Shull, Special Events 
Coordinator K. Agnone, City Attorney J. Barisone, Director of 
Economic Development and Redevelopment B. Lipscomb, Principal 
Planner C. Berg, Director of Human Resources
L. Sullivan, Director of Finance J. Dilles, Chief of Fire R. Oliver, 
Director of Information Technology S. Caiocca, Director of Parks 
and Recreation D. Shoemaker, Director of Planning and 
Community Development J. Rebagliati, Assistant Director of 
Planning and Community Development A. Khoury, Director of 
Public Works M. Dettle, Superintendent of Resource Recovery R. 
Nelson, Director of Water B. Kocher, City Clerk L. Brewer, Deputy 
City Clerk T. Graves. 

Pledge of Allegiance 

Spotlight on City Services - 2009 Homeless Survey and City Services – 
Presented by Principal Planner Carol Berg and Paul O’Brien, Homeless Action 
Partnership.

Presiding Officer's Announcements 

Statements of Disqualification – None.

Additions and Deletions – None.
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REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING 
FEBRUARY 23, 2010 
3:00 P.M. SESSION

Joint City Council/Redevelopment Agency Oral Communications 

Mike Tomasi expressed disappointment and anger at the VA Hospital in 
Palo Alto. 

Consent Agenda 

Item 11 was removed from the Consent Agenda. 

Action  Councilmember/Member Lane moved, seconded by Councilmember/Member 
Robinson, to approve the remaining items on the Consent Agenda. The motion 
carried unanimously. 

1. Minutes of the February 9, 2010 Regular City Council Meeting. (CC) 

Motion carried to approve as submitted. 

2. Minutes of the February 9, 2010 Regular Redevelopment Agency Meeting.
(CC)

Motion carried to approve as submitted. 

3. Street Lighting Program and Lower Pacific Avenue Street Lights Project –
Cooperation Agreement. (ED) 

City Council Resolution No. NS-28,168 was adopted authorizing the City 
Manager to execute a Cooperation Agreement with the Redevelopment 
Agency through which the Agency will contribute to the Street Lighting 
Program and Lower Pacific Avenue Street Lights Project. 

Redevelopment Agency Resolution No. 1479 was adopted authorizing the 
Executive Director to execute a Cooperation Agreement with the City through 
which the Agency will contribute to the Street Lighting Program and Lower 
Pacific Avenue Street Lights Project. 

Redevelopment Agency Resolution No. 1480 was adopted amending the FY 
2010 budget and authorizing funds in an amount up to $26,000 from available 
fund balance to fully fund the Street Lighting Program and Lower Pacific 
Avenue Street Lights Project. 

City Council Resolution No. NS-28,169 was adopted amending the FY 2010 
budget and authorizing funds in an amount up to $26,000 provided by the 
Redevelopment Agency to fully fund the Street Lighting Program and Lower 
Pacific Avenue Street Lights Project. 
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REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING 
FEBRUARY 23, 2010 
3:00 P.M. SESSION

Consent Agenda (continued) 

4. City’s Classification and Compensation Plans and the FY 2010 Budget 
Personnel Complement – Water Department. (HR) 

Resolution No. NS-28,170 was adopted amending the Classification and 
Compensation Plans and the FY 2010 Budget Personnel Complement by 
deleting one full-time Operations Technician position in the Water 
Department and deleting the classification of Operations Technician from 
the City’s Classification Plan. 

5. Designation of HOPE Services, Inc., as Designated Approved Collector for 
Electronic Waste. (PW) 

Motion carried to approve an agreement, in a form approved by the City 
Attorney, designating HOPE Services, Inc., as a Designated Approved 
Collector for covered electronic wastes (CEW) pursuant to 14 CCR 
18660.5(a)(34).

6. San Lorenzo River Gravity Outlet Valve Maintenance Project -  c400033 -
Sole Source Vendor. (PW) 

Motion carried to authorize Anderson Pacific Engineering Construction 
Inc. (Santa Clara, CA), as the sole source contractor for the San Lorenzo 
River Gravity Outlet Valve Maintenance Project.  The City Manager is 
hereby authorized and directed to execute the contract, approved as to 
form by the City Attorney, as authorized by Resolution No. NS-27,563. 

7. Soquel Avenue/Hagemann Avenue Safety Improvement Project 
(c400803)- Ratify Bid Award. (PW) 

Motion carried to ratify the bid award to, and agreement with, Don Chapin 
Inc, Salinas, CA in the amount of $144,470.70 for the Soquel 
Avenue/Hagemann Avenue Intersection Improvement Project (c400803). 

8. Summer 2009 Overlay Project – West Cliff Drive (c400829) Contract 
Change Order. (PW) 

Motion carried to accept Change Order #1 to the contract with Joseph J. 
Albanese, Inc., of Santa Clara, CA, increasing the contract by $209,000 
for the Summer 2009 Overlay Project – West Cliff Drive (c400829). 
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REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING 
FEBRUARY 23, 2010 
3:00 P.M. SESSION

Consent Agenda (continued) 

9. San Lorenzo River Highway 1 Bridge Underpass Project Contract
Amendment 1 (c400826) Construction Management Services. (PW) 

Motion carried to approve Amendment 1 to the contract with PB Americas, 
Inc., Sacramento, CA, in the amount of $71,500 for the construction 
management of the San Lorenzo River Highway 1 Bridge Underpass 
Project - (c400826) to cover costs associated with compliance with 
additional oversight by the State and complications associated with 
unfavorable weather conditions. 

10. Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit – Scientific and 
Permitting Support - Contract Amendment No. 1. (WT) 

Director of Water B. Kocher presented an oral report and responded to 
Council’s questions.

SPEAKING FROM THE FLOOR EXPRESSING SUPPORT AND/OR 
CONCERNS:

 Mike Tomasi 

Action Councilmember Beiers moved, seconded by Councilmember Lane, to 
ratify the agreement dated August 7, 2009 between the City of Santa Cruz 
and Hagar Environmental Sciences (Richmond, CA), for scientific and 
permitting support of the City’s a Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental 
Take Permit, and to ratify Contract Amendment No.1 in the amount of 
$55,110 with Hagar Environmental Sciences (Richmond, CA), for 
additional scientific and permitting support of the City’s Habitat 
Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. The motion carried 
unanimously.

11. Water Supply Project  - Entrainment Study and Impact Assessment -
Contract Amendment No. 3. (WT) 

Motion carried to authorize the City Manager to execute Contract 
Amendment No. 3 with Tenera Environmental (Layayette, CA), in the 
amount of $38,200 for additional data collection and interpretation for the 
Entrainment Study and Impact Assessment for the scwd2 Desalination 
Program.

End Consent Agenda 
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REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING 
FEBRUARY 23, 2010 
3:00 P.M. SESSION

General Business 

12. Special Events Alcohol Policy.  (CM) 

Principal Administrative Analyst T. Shull and Special Events Coordinator 
K. Agnone presented oral reports and responded to Council’s questions.

SPEAKING FROM THE FLOOR EXPRESSING OPPOSITION AND/OR 
CONCERNS:

 Mike Tomasi 

Action Vice Mayor Coonerty moved, seconded by Councilmember Mathews, to 
authorize a permanent special events alcohol program that will allow the 
consumption of wine and beer during special events held on public 
property in specifically designated and controlled areas. The motion 
carried unanimously.

13. Countywide Single-Use Bag Reduction Measures. (PW) 

Superintendent of Resource Recovery R. Nelson and Emily Glanville, 
Save Our Shores Program Manager, presented oral reports and 
responded to Council’s questions.

SPEAKING FROM THE FLOOR EXPRESSING SUPPORT AND/OR 
CONCERNS:

 Mike Tomasi 

Action Councilmember Beiers moved, seconded by Councilmember Lane, to join 
with the County and other local governments to take appropriate actions to 
reduce the use of single-use bags by local retailers and consumers. The 
motion carried unanimously.
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REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING 
FEBRUARY 23, 2010 
3:00 P.M. SESSION

General Business (continued) 

14. Merging the City Transportation and Public Works Commissions.  (PW) 

Director of Public Works M. Dettle presented an oral report and responded 
to Council’s questions.

Action Councilmember Mathews moved, seconded by Councilmember Robinson, 
to combine the City Transportation Commission and Public Works 
Commission into one body and to provide direction to staff to prepare the 
necessary enabling ordinance revisions and by-laws to create a merged 
Transportation and Public Works Commission. The motion carried 
unanimously.

Public Hearing 

15. Fee Schedule Revisions Recommended for Certain Planning and Building 
Fees.   (PL) 

Assistant Director of Planning and Community Development A. Khoury 
presented an oral report and responded to Council’s questions.

Mayor Rotkin opened the public hearing at 4:27 p.m.

No members of the public wished to speak. 

Mayor Rotkin closed the public hearing at 4:27 p.m.

Action Councilmember Mathews moved, seconded by Councilmember Robinson, 
to introduce for publication Ordinance No. 2010-04 amending portions of 
Title 18 relating to permit fees and to adopt Resolution No. NS-28,171 
revising Fee Schedules for the Department of Planning and Community 
Development and rescinding Resolution No. NS-27,971, changing the last 
sentence in the last paragraph to read, “BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by 
the City of Santa Cruz that the fees shown in Exhibit A continue to be 
adjusted annually on July 1st to account for inflation, based on the 
Consumer Price Index for the previous 12-month period going back to the 
previous April...”; to include the arborist fees; and to make the proposed 
fees effective in 60 days. The motion carried unanimously. 
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REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING 
FEBRUARY 23, 2010 
3:00 P.M. SESSION

General Business 

16. Council Meeting Calendar

Mayor Rotkin announced the Council would meet in Closed Session on 
Friday, February 26, 2010 to consider the appointment of a new City 
Manager.

17. City Attorney Oral Report on Closed Session.

A. Real Property (Government Code §54956.8).

  575 Dimeo Lane Property Acquisition (Humphrey-Owner) 
  APN: 059-121-07 
  Bonnie Lipscomb--Negotiator 

Council received a status report, instructed the negotiator, and took no 
reportable action. 

B. Labor Negotiations (Government Code §54956.6).

  Lisa Sullivan—Negotiator 
  Employee Organizations— 1.  Police Management 
      2. Police Officers’ Association 
      3. SEIU – All Units 
      4. Operating Engineers-Supervisors 
      5. Operating Engineers-Managers 

Council received a status report, instructed the negotiator, and took no 
reportable action. 

C. Conference With Legal Counsel—Existing Litigation (Government 
Code  §54956.9).

1.   City v. Deleon/Richardson, Santa Cruz Superior Court Consolidated 
Case No. CV162526 

Council received a status report, instructed the City Attorney, and took no 
reportable action. 
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REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING 
FEBRUARY 23, 2010 
3:00 P.M. SESSION

Closed Litigation Session (continued) 

D. Conference with Legal Counsel-Anticipated Litigation (Government Code 
§54956.9).

  Initiation of Litigation by City (Government Code §54956.9(c)). 

  1 case was discussed. 

18. Council Memberships in City Groups and Outside Agencies.

Councilmember Lane said the Regional Transportation Commission is 
grappling with the state over funds for the purchase of the rail line, and urged 
Councilmembers and/or members of the public to lobby the State 
Transportation Commission and their legislative representatives on the RTC’s 
behalf.

At 4:36 p.m., the Redevelopment Agency recessed to the 7:00 P.M. Session. 
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CITY OF SANTA CRUZ 
809 Center Street 

Santa Cruz, California  95060 

MINUTES OF A REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING 

February 23, 2010 

7:00 P.M. SESSION 

Mayor/Chair Rotkin called the meeting to order at 7:07 p.m. in Council 
Chambers.

Roll Call 

Present: Councilmembers/Members Lane, Mathews, Beiers, Madrigal, 
Robinson, Vice Mayor/Vice Chair Coonerty; Mayor/Chair Rotkin. 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Staff: Assistant  City Manager M. Bernal, City Attorney C. Cassman, 

Chief of Police H. Skerry, CPVAW Coordinator K. Agnone, City 
Clerk L. Brewer, Deputy City Clerk T. Graves. 

Presentation – Mayor’s Proclamation Celebrating the Santa Cruz Peace Corps 
Community – Amy Monroe, UCSC Peace Corps Representative and Martin Case, 
UCSC Peace Corps Volunteer.

Joint City Council and Redevelopment Agency Oral Communications 

Stuart Kriege spoke in favor of the Westside Medicinal Cannabis Collective. 

Tony Madrigal spoke about the Prom Dress Drive, and passed out an 
informational flyer. 
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REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING 
FEBRUARY 23, 2010 
7:00 P.M. SESSION

General Business 

19. Commission for Prevention of Violence Against Women's (CPVAW) 2008-
2009 Annual Report and Recommendations.  (CM) 

Commission for Prevention of Violence Against Women (CPVAW) 
Coordinator K. Agnone, Chief of Police H. Skerry, CPVAW Chair Martine 
Watkins, and CPVAW Past Chair Karren Zook presented oral and reports 
and responded to Council’s questions.

SPEAKING FROM THE FLOOR EXPRESSING OPPOSITION AND/OR 
CONCERNS:

 Gillian Greensite 
 Nina Millikan 

SPEAKING FROM THE FLOOR EXPRESSING SUPPORT AND/OR 
CONCERNS:

 Brad Snyder 
 Laura Segura, Executive Director, Women’s Crisis Support/     

Defensa de la Mujeras 

Action Vice Mayor Coonerty moved, seconded by Councilmember Madrigal, to 
accept the CPVAW’s 2008–2009 Annual Report; to support and prioritize 
the safety skills/self-defense programs scheduled and coordinated by the 
CPVAW for community members through public classes as well as 
classes scheduled in partnership with Santa Cruz City Schools; to 
recognize the importance of prevention programs, such as the safety 
skills/self-defense classes, Engaging the Bystander workshops, and other 
current and future CPVAW activities, and support these programs by 
attending and encouraging community members to participate; to approve 
the CPVAW’s solicitation of grant funding which would maintain and build 
current partnerships with a variety of organizations; and to accept the 
CPVAW’s sincere appreciation for the ongoing support as the 30th 
Anniversary of the CPVAW approaches in 2011. The motion carried 
unanimously.

Staff was directed to bring back a report regarding rape and assault 
statistical data.
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REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING 
FEBRUARY 23, 2010 
7:00 P.M. SESSION

Adjournment — At 8:31 p.m., the Redevelopment Agency adjourned from the 
regularly scheduled meeting of February 23, 2010 to the next regularly scheduled 
meeting on March 9, 2010, for a closed litigation session at 1:30 p.m., in the 
Courtyard Conference Room, followed by open sessions at the approximate 
hours of 3:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. in Council Chambers. 

Approved

       __________________________ 
       Mike Rotkin 

Chair

Attest

_________________________
Bonnie Lipscomb 
Executive Director
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CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

DATE: 03/01/2010 
AGENDA OF: 
 

3/9/2010 

DEPARTMENT: 
 

Economic Development             

SUBJECT: 
 

Affordable Housing Trust Fund Advance Repayment.  (ED) 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  Resolution amending the FY 2010 budget in the amount of $589,657 
increased in-lieu fee revenue and appropriating funds in the amount of $995,000 to repay the 
advance and outstanding interest due to the City Public Trust Fund from the Affordable Housing 
Trust Fund. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  On October 28, 2003, City Council established the Affordable Housing Trust 
Fund (AHTF) for the purpose of developing and preserving affordable housing.  At the same 
time, City Council approved an advance (loan from one fund to another) of $530,000 from the 
City Public Trust Fund to the new AHTF so that it would have the $1 million balance that would 
qualify the City for a grant from the California Department of Housing and Community 
Development Local Housing Trust Fund. 
 
On April 22, 2008, Council authorized an additional advance of $355,000 from the City Public 
Trust Fund to the AHTF to cover a shortfall in available funds due to delayed developer 
payments of in-lieu fees.  The advance was necessary to cover AHTF program grants.  The 
combined outstanding advance balance of $885,000 has been accruing interest which currently 
totals approximately $120,000. 
  
DISCUSSION:  On February 2nd, the City received payment of deferred in-lieu fees from one 
developer in the amount of $589,657.  Combined with the available accumulated fund balance in 
the Affordable Housing Trust Fund, the outstanding loan and accrued interest, totaling 
approximately $1,005,000 may now be repaid to the City Public Trust Fund. 
 
In the current fiscal year budget, only $10,000 had been appropriated to repay interest accruing 
on the advance balance.  The additional $995,000 appropriation of this budget adjustment will be 
funded by the $589,657 of in-lieu fee revenue and $405,343 of available fund balance in the 
Affordable Housing Trust Fund.   
 
The remaining AHTF current fiscal year end available fund balance will be approximately 
$25,000.  It is anticipated that developer in-lieu fees of $216,000 and Inclusionary Program 
administrative fees of $7,500 will replenish the AHTF in the next fiscal year.  In the longer term, 
proceeds from the sale of the two units at 2030 North Pacific will also increase the fund balance 
available for new affordable housing projects. 
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FISCAL IMPACT:  The City Public Trust Fund available balance will increase by $1,005,000 
which represents the balance outstanding at June 30, 2009 of $991,284 and interest accrued for 
fiscal year 2010.  The Affordable Housing Trust Fund available balance will decrease by the 
payment amount.  
 
Prepared by: 
Kathryn Mintz 
Redevelopment Finance Manager 

Submitted by: 
Bonnie Lipscomb 
Director of Economic Development 

Approved by: 
Richard C. Wilson 
City Manager 

ATTACHMENTS:  
Budget Adjustment 
Memo 
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809 Center Street, Room 101, Santa Cruz, CA  95060 • 831 420-5053 • Fax: 831 420-5312 • www.cityofsantacruz.com 

 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
 
DATE:  February 11, 2010 
 
TO:   Richard C. Wilson, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Jack Dilles, Finance Director 
 
RE:   Status of City Public Trust Fund Receivables   
 
 
 
 
Currently, the City Public Trust Fund has approximately $4.6 million in loan balances due from 
other funds to which the Trust Fund has previously made advances.  The following table 
summarizes these loan balances: 
 
Advances Due From Other Funds: Remaining Principal 
 
Redevelopment Mission Street Underground Utility Project               $    888,476  

Affordable Housing Trust Fund                     991,284  

CDBG Fund for Homeless Center                     210,000  

General Fund CIP for Street Overlay Project                  2,000,000  

General Fund CIP for Skateboard Park                     509,687  

Total Advances Due From Other Funds:                $ 4,599,447  
 
 
Once the Affordable Housing Trust Fund has repaid its loan to the City Public Trust Fund, loans 
receivable in the Trust Fund will total approximately $3.6 million. 
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CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

DATE: 03/03/2010 
 
AGENDA OF: 
 

3/9/2010 

DEPARTMENT: 
 

Human Resources             

SUBJECT: 
 

Fiscal Year 2010 Budget Adjustment – Liability  Insurance/Surety Bonds – 
Outside.  (HR) 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  Resolution transferring funds and amending the FY 2010 budget in the 
amount of $33,000 from the Liability Fund to the Workers' Compensation Fund. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  Funds for excess Workers’ Compensation insurance were approved in the FY 
2010 budget, but incorrectly placed in the Liability Insurance Fund.  In accordance with City 
policy (Administrative Procedure Order #I-9), transfers of existing appropriations between funds 
must be approved by the City Council. 
  
DISCUSSION:  The cost of excess Workers’ Compensation insurance should be assigned to the 
Workers’ Compensation fund. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  There will not be an impact to the overall FY 2010 budget.  This will result 
in a reduction of $33,000 in budgeted expenditures in the Liability Insurance Fund and an 
increase in expenditures to the Workers’ Compensation Fund in the same amount. 
 
Prepared by: 
Lisa Martinez Sullivan 
Director of Human Resources 

Submitted by: 
Lisa Martinez Sullivan 
Director of Human Resources 

Approved by: 
Richard C. Wilson 
City Manager 

ATTACHMENTS: Budget Adjustment 
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CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

DATE: 03/01/2010 
AGENDA OF: 
 

3/9/2010 

DEPARTMENT: 
 

Human Resources             

SUBJECT: 
 

Liability Claims Filed Against City of Santa Cruz.  (HR) 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  Motion to reject liability claim a) Sean Christopher Allen, based upon 
staff investigation. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  
a. Claimant:  Sean Christopher Allen 
 Date of occurrence: 01/11/10 
 Date of claim:  02/04/10 
 Amount of claim: $600.00 
 
 Claimant alleges police damaged two doors while executing a search warrant. 
 
 Represented by himself. 
 
  
DISCUSSION:  None 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  None 
 
Prepared by: 
Kris Kamandulis 
Risk & Safety Manager 

Submitted by: 
Lisa Martinez Sullivan 
Director of Human Resources 

Approved by: 
Richard C. Wilson 
City Manager 

ATTACHMENTS: None 
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CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

DATE: 03/01/2010 
AGENDA OF: 
 

3/9/2010 

DEPARTMENT: 
 

Human Resources             

SUBJECT: 
 

City’s Classification and Compensation Plans and the FY 2010 Budget 
Personnel Complement Amendment – Library.  (HR) 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  Resolution modifying the classification and compensation plans and 
the FY 2010 Budget Personnel Complement by re-classifying one (1) 1.0 FTE Office Supervisor 
position to one (1) 1.0 FTE Administrative Analyst in the Library Department. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  In order to address the library budget shortfall, several library positions were 
deleted from the library budget including a full time senior management Librarian III and the full 
time Assistant Director of Libraries.  Both of these positions provided senior management level 
support for the Director of Libraries. 
  
DISCUSSION:  Since her appointment in July, 2009, the Director of Libraries has become 
familiar with the library and its organizational structure and staffing needs. Given the size and 
scope of the library organization and services, combined with the elimination of two senior 
management positions, the Director of Libraries has a strong need for assistance with certain 
management level administrative tasks. Some of these tasks include taking an active role in 
preparing and managing the library’s budget, performing research projects such as the return on 
investment (ROI) calculator, assisting with revising organizational processes and policies, 
assisting staff with personnel issues, and working on the monthly and annual statistics.  
 
In order to best meet the staffing and organizational needs of the Library, the Director of 
Libraries is recommending the position of Office Supervisor in the Supervisory bargaining unit 
be reclassified to an Administrative Analyst position in the Mid-Management bargaining unit. 
This will allow the Administrative Analyst position to assume the higher, management  level 
tasks as mentioned above as well as continue with the tasks of the Office Supervisor.  
 
The Human Resources Department has analyzed the recommendation and is in agreement with 
the reclassification. These recommendations have been reviewed and approved by the Library 
Joint Powers Authority Board and also have been presented to both the Supervisory and Mid-
Management bargaining units.  
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FISCAL IMPACT:  The fiscal impact to the Library fund for the FY 2010 budget is a cost 
increase of approximately $2,100 and will be paid through existing funds in the Library’s 
temporary personnel budget. The annual fiscal impact is a cost increase of approximately 
$10,200 to the Library Fund with funds being transferred from existing budget expenses as part 
of the new FY 2011 budget adoption.  There will be no cost increase to the General Fund with 
this change.  
 
Prepared by: 
Cathy Bonino 
Principal HR Analyst 

Submitted by: 
Lisa Martinez Sullivan 
Director of Human Resources 

Approved by: 
Richard C. Wilson 
City Manager 

ATTACHMENTS: Resolution 
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RESOLUTION NO. NS- 
 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ 
MODIFYING THE CLASSIFICATION AND COMPENSATION PLANS AND THE 

FY 2010 BUDGET PERSONNEL COMPLEMENT – LIBRARY BY RE-CLASSIFYING 
 ONE (1) 1.0 FTE OFFICE SUPERVISOR TO ONE (1) 1.0 FTE 

ADMINISTRATIVE ANALYST POSITION 
 

 WHEREAS, staff has recommended certain modifications to the Library  
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Santa 
Cruz, as follows: 
 
 That, effective March 20, 2010, the City of Santa Cruz Classification and Compensation 
Plans be modified to: 
 

Class No. Activity Classification Title  Salary 
 

Delete:  316-003  3410  Office Supervisor  $3,958/mo - $5,848mo 
 

Add:  702-  3410  Administrative Analyst   $4,726/mo - $6,396/mo 
 

 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 9th day of March, 2010, by the following vote: 

 
AYES:    
 
NOES:    
 
ABSENT:   
 
DISQUALIFIED:  
 
 
      APPROVED: _______________________ 
                                                                                                                 Mayor 
 
ATTEST: _____________________ 
                          City Clerk 
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CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

DATE: 03/01/2010 
AGENDA OF: 
 

3/9/2010 

DEPARTMENT: 
 

Public Works             

SUBJECT: 
 

Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Promotions.  (PW) 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  Resolution transferring funds and amending the FY 2010 in the amount 
of $9,350 to fund the promotion of alternative transportation strategies to downtown employees. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  At the Downtown Commission meeting of September 24, 2009, staff 
presented existing TDM tools that are currently available to businesses and employees of 
Downtown Santa Cruz. Commissioners were amazed at the number of alternative transportation 
options that currently exist for downtown employees but were unaware that they were available.  
 
The Commission formed a subcommittee with Staff, Commissioners Mandel, Slack and 
Hoffman, Tegan Speiser of the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission 
(SCCRTC), Piet Canin of Ecology Action and Chip from the Downtown Association (DTA) to 
look at ways to promote the current TDM services. The subcommittee discussed a number of 
ideas on how to best promote these services including: 
 
- SCCRTC Event for February 2010 "Meet Your Match" with prize drawings and a cover story 
and pull-out section in the Good Times (February 4, 2010 edition).  
 
- A promotional blitz during Rideshare Week (October 2010). 
 
- Downtown commuter club with membership perks. 
 
- Signs about TDM programs on the bike lockers and the Pacific Avenue garbage truck. 
 
- New comprehensive parking brochure with alternative transportation options listed in both 
English and Spanish. 
 
- TDM Choices power point presentation on websites: City, Ecology Action, SCCRTC and 
DTA. 
 
- Distribution of ParkCard brochure with parking tickets. 
 
- Add TDM Choices information (flier or brochure) with new business licenses packages. 
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DISCUSSION:  The Master Transportation Study (MTS) parking objectives and policy direction 
proscribe the increased use of alternative modes of transportation (TDM) and improved access 
options for workers.  The Downtown Commission, at its January 28, 2010 meeting, 
recommended budget adjustment approval from City Council to fund the TDM promotional 
items. 
 
While some of these ideas are sponsored by outside agencies, or are items that will be cost 
neutral, a budget needs to be created to produce the promotion advertisement components. The 
items requiring additional funding to include: 
 
Graphic design services: $3000 
Brochure printing: $2000 
Sign production and installation: $1500 
Postage: $500 
Filer printing: $200 
Print Advertising: $2000 
Translation costs: $150 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  This item has no General Fund impact.  Cost to the Downtown Parking 
Fund estimated at $9,350 for the first year and an additional $2,500 for each budget year to 
update and continue the promotion of TDM Services. 
 
Prepared by: 
Marlin Granlund 
Parking Program Manager 

Submitted by: 
Mark R. Dettle 
Director of Public Works 

Approved by: 
Richard C. Wilson 
City Manager 

ATTACHMENTS: Budget Adjustment 
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CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

DATE: 03/01/2010 
AGENDA OF: 
 

3/9/2010 

DEPARTMENT: 
 

Water             

SUBJECT: 
 

Water Supply Project – Independent Technical Advisor – Contract 
Amendment No. 2.  (WT) 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  Motion to authorize the City Manager to execute Contract Amendment 
No. 2 with Kennedy/Jenks Consultants of San Francisco, CA, in an amount not to exceed 
$300,000 for Independent Technical Advisor to the scwd2 Seawater Desalination Program. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  At its July 18, 2007 meeting, the scwd2 Desalination Task Force approved an 
organizational structure and descriptions of responsibilities for the Task Force, Program 
Managers, Desalination Program Coordinator and Public Outreach Coordinator.  The approved 
organizational structure includes an Independent Technical Advisor.  This position provides 
general program oversight and advises staff on technical issues.   
 
Following a competitive process in the fall of 2007, the City, on behalf of scwd2, hired 
Kennedy/Jenks Consultants (K/J) in March 2008 under a one-year contract for $250,000, with 
extensions granted annually as appropriate.  In February 2009, the Task Force approved Contract 
Amendment No. 1 in the amount of $350,000.  The increase was to accommodate the anticipated 
increase in projects and subsequent level of effort to be requested by KJ. 
  
DISCUSSION:  Staff continues to be very pleased with the contributions to the project by K/J.  
K/J is well staffed and able to deal with the various issues surrounding this project including 
seawater reverse osmosis, water treatment in general, fisheries issues, geology, hydrogeology, 
energy use, greenhouse gases, environmental review, and more.  
 
Staff requested a revised scope and budget from K/J for its third annual contract from March 
2010 to March 2011. The proposed contract amendment’s scope and budget reflects the 
anticipated work in the coming year, including the following: facility design, intake study and 
design, public outreach and permitting strategy development.   
 
This contract amendment will be taken to the scwd2 Desalination Task Force for ratification 
prior to the City Manager’s final approval. 
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FISCAL IMPACT:  The proposed fee from Kennedy/Jenks for this one year of service is 
$300,000.  Funds for Contract Amendment No. 2 are available in the Water Department FY 2010 
Capital Improvement Program budget:  $210,000 in c700305, Water Supply Project and $90,000 
in c700016, Water Supply Project – SDC. According to the Memorandum of Agreement, Soquel 
Creek Water District will share the cost of this contract. 
 
Submitted by: 
Bill Kocher 
Water Director 

Approved by: 
Richard C. Wilson 
City Manager 

      
      
      

ATTACHMENTS: Contract Amendment No. 2 
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CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

DATE: 03/03/2010 
AGENDA OF: 
 

3/9/2010 

DEPARTMENT: 
 

Water             

SUBJECT: 
 

Beltz Monitoring Well Construction Project – Contract with Cascade 
Drilling, LP – Notice of Completion 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  Motion to accept the work completed by Cascade Drilling, LP and 
authorize the filing of a Notice of Completion for the contract for the Beltz Monitoring Well 
Construction Project. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  On July 28, 2009, Council approved plans and specifications for the Beltz 
Monitoring Wells Construction Project and authorized staff to advertise the project for bids. 
Proposals were opened on August 24th, 2010 and the contract was awarded to Cascade Drilling, 
LP in the amount $203,594.05, including contingency, on October 29, 2009. 
 
This project work consisted of drilling three new monitoring wells in the Purisima Aquifer to 
better track water quality and water levels for groundwater management.  The monitoring wells 
installed for this project are located away from the coast in areas where no wells currently exist. 
Two of the three monitoring well locations are currently being evaluated for production well 
sites. 
  
DISCUSSION:  All services required under the contract have now been completed, inspected by 
Water Department staff, and found to be constructed in accordance with the approved plans and 
specifications.  Final completion notice was provided to Cascade on February 8, 2010. 
 
Cascade Drilling met the requirements of the City’s Local Hire Ordinance by making a good 
faith effort to employ local residents through a request to the regional labor committee.  
However, they were unable to reach the City’s local hiring goal of 50% of its overall labor due to 
the short term nature of this project.  The contractor also made a good faith effort to employ 
apprentices as evidenced by its request to the appropriate Apprenticeship Committee and 
utilization of apprentices in the course of work. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  The final cost of all work under this contract, including change orders, was 
$190,122. The project was funded from the Water Department FY 2010 Capital Improvement 
Program, project c701002 Beltz Monitoring Wells. 
 
Submitted by: 
Bill Kocher 
Water Director 

Approved by: 
Richard C. Wilson 
City Manager 

      
      
      

ATTACHMENTS: Notice of Completion 
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RECORDED AT THE REQUEST OF 
Dawn Smithson, Engineering Division 
 
WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO: 

CITY CLERK 
CITY OF SANTA CRUZ 
809 CENTER STREET, ROOM 9 
SANTA CRUZ CA  95060                                 
___________________________________________________________________________________________ 

(Space above this line for Recorder's use only.) 
 

THIS INSTRUMENT IS BEING RECORDED FOR THE BENEFIT OF THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ 
NO RECORDING FEE IS REQUIRED PURSUANT TO GOVERNMENT CODE §27383 

 
NOTICE OF COMPLETION 

 
 NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, pursuant to Section 3093 of the California Civil Code, of the completion on March 
9, 2010 of the Beltz Monitoring Wells Construction Project, on three sites located as described below. 
 

• Northwest section of Cory Street in Soquel Research Park development, APN 030-181-70 
• Parking lot of Coffee Lane Park 
• Southeast corner of 4400 Auto Plaza Drive, APN 034-141-32 

 
 The City of Santa Cruz has interest in said properties described above as City Right of Way and City Easement. 
 
 Said Beltz Monitoring Wells Construction Project was undertaken on said properties pursuant to a contract with 
Cascade Drilling, LP dated October 29, 2009.  Project consisted of the construction of three monitoring wells. 
 
 
_____________________________    ______________________________________ 
  Date      Bill Kocher, Director of the Water Department 
        City of Santa Cruz 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA) ss 
COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ) 
 
 I am the Director of the Water Department.  I have read the foregoing Notice of Completion and know the contents 
thereof; and I certify that the same is true of my own knowledge, except as to those matters which are therein stated upon my 
information or belief, and as to those matters I believe it to be true. 
 
 I declare under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 
 
 Executed on _______________________, at Santa Cruz, California. 
 
 
        _______________________________________ 
        Bill Kocher, Director of the Water Department 
        City of Santa Cruz 
 
Filing of Notice of Completion was authorized by Santa Cruz City Council Minute Order of March 9, 2010. 
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CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

DATE: March 1, 2010 
AGENDA OF: 
 

March 9, 2010 

DEPARTMENT: 
 

Public Works 

SUBJECT: 
 

Revising Ordinance to Consolidate Transportation and Public 
Works Commissions 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  Introduction of an ordinance for publication repealing Section 2.40.015 
of the Santa Cruz Municipal Code pertaining to appointment of commissioners, repealing Section 
2.40.130 and 2.40.131 of the Santa Cruz Municipal Code pertaining to the Transportation 
Commission, and amending sections 2.40.080 and 2.40.081 of the Santa Cruz Municipal Code 
pertaining to the newly consolidated Transportation and Public Works Commissions. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  Following actions by both commissions recommending that Council 
consolidate the Public Works Commission and Transportation Commission, Council, at their 
February 23, 2010 meeting, directed staff to prepare the necessary enabling ordinance revisions 
and by-laws to create a merged Transportation and Public Works Commission.   
 
DISCUSSION:  The City Attorney has prepared ordinance revisions to appropriate sections of 
the Santa Cruz Municipal Code (SCMC) to create a merged Transportation and Public Works 
Commission. 
 
In addition, as a housekeeping measure, the revised ordinance repeals Section 2.40.015 of the 
SCMC related to direct appointments of commission members since the appointment process 
was revised in 2003 with the adoption of Section 2.40.011. 
 
Once the ordinance revisions take effect, the revised by-laws for the consolidated Transportation 
and Public Works Commission will be adopted by the new commission at their first meeting, and 
will then be forwarded to Council for approval. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  There will be a reduction in the necessary staff support time as a result of 
combining the Public Works and City Transportation Commissions and therefore there will be 
minor, but undetermined, cost savings. 
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This report prepared by:  Mary Arman, Public Works Operations Manager 
 
Submitted by: 
 
 
 
Mark R. Dettle 
Director of Public Works 

Approved by: 
 
 
 
Richard C. Wilson 
City Manager 

 
Attachments: Ordinance 
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ORDINANCE NO. 2010-____ 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ REPEALING 

SECTION 2.40.015 OF THE SANTA CRUZ MUNICIPAL CODE PERTAINING TO 
APPOINTMENT OF COMMISSIONERS, REPEALING SECTIONS 2.40.130 AND 2.40.131 

OF THE SANTA CRUZ MUNICIPAL CODE PERTAINING TO THE TRANSPORTATION 
COMMISSION AND AMENDING SECTIONS 2.40.080 AND 2.40.081 OF THE 

SANTA CRUZ MUNICIPAL CODE PERTAINING TO THE NEWLY CONSOLIDATED 
TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSIONS 

 
 BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Santa Cruz as follows: 
 
Section 1. Chapter 2.40.015 of the Santa Cruz Municipal Code is hereby repealed. 
 
Section 2. Chapter 2.40.130 of the Santa Cruz Municipal Code is hereby repealed. 
 
Section 3. Chapter 2.40.131 of the Santa Cruz Municipal Code is hereby repealed. 
 
Section 4. Section 2.40.080 of the Santa Cruz Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as 
follows: 
 
2.40.080  ESTABLISHMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC WORKS 
COMMISSION. 
1. There is hereby established a commission of the city of Santa Cruz to be known as the 
Transportation and Public Works Commission. 
2. As of the effective date of Ordinance No. 2010-, April 22, 2010, the Transportation and 
Public Works Commission will be comprised of 11 members, the six commissioners who 
currently serve on the Public Works Commission and five members who formerly served on the 
Transportation Commission which sunset with the adoption of Ordinance No. 2010-.  Each of the 
former Transportation Commission members will serve on the Transportation and Public Works 
Commission for the remainder of their former current Transportation Commission term, at which 
time the Transportation and Public Works Commission will have a seven-member composition.  
Former Transportation Commission members will be eligible for re-appointment to the resulting 
seven-member Transportation and Public Works Commission. 
 
Section 5. Section 2.40.081 of the Santa Cruz Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as 
follows: 
 
2.40.081 DUTIES OF COMMISSION. 
The Transportation and Public Works Commission shall generally be responsible for advising the 
council in matters pertaining to transportation and public works. For the purposes of this chapter, 
“public works” shall mean structures, utilities and appurtenances on, above or below the ground 
which shall have been or are to be installed, constructed or reconstructed for the use or 
convenience of the general public or the residents of the areas served by such works, including 
but not limited to, streets, sidewalks, surface and subsurface storm drain facilities, street lighting, 
solid waste facilities, sanitary sewage facilities, gas, electric and telephone services, easements, 
and appurtenances to all of the foregoing such as signs, and such other works or projects as may 
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ORDINANCE NO. 2010-___ 
 

2 

be determined by the city council to be public works for purposes of this chapter; but not 
including those facilities, projects or activities specifically assigned by ordinance to another 
commission, or council subcommittee. The commission’s duties shall include, but not be limited 
to, the following: 

(a) To act as the advisory commission to the city council for planning, design, installation 
and maintenance of public works; 

(b) To review and make recommendations to the city council concerning the capital 
improvement program; 

(c) To review, monitor and make long-range recommendations concerning the construction, 
reconstruction, operation and maintenance of public works; 

(d) To consider the annual budget of the public works department during its preparation and 
make recommendations with respect thereto to the city council; 

(e) To receive complaints pertaining to traffic and transportation patterns; 
(f) To review, monitor and suggest recommendations for city transportation matters 

including, but not limited to: automotive, rail, bicycle, and pedestrian traffic within the city; 
(g) To review additional transportation matters such as transportation system management, 

travel demand management and other related issues; 
(h) To review and suggest recommendations for placement and enforcement of warning, 

regulatory and guide signs on city streets; 
(i) To make recommendations regarding the allocation of funds for capital expenditures 

related to roadway and transportation improvements; and 
(j) To perform other duties as may from time to time be prescribed by the city council. 

 
Section 6. This ordinance shall be in full force and take effect thirty (30) days after its final 
adoption. 
 
 PASSED FOR PUBLICATION this _______ day of ___________, 2010, by the following 
vote: 
 
AYES:    
 
NOES:    
 
ABSENT::   
 
DISQUALIFIED:  
 
 
 APPROVED:  ___________________________ 
  Mayor 
 
ATTEST:  _________________________ 
 City Clerk 
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ORDINANCE NO. 2010-___ 
 

3 

 PASSED FOR FINAL ADOPTION this _______ day of ___________, 2010, by the following 
vote: 
 
AYES:    
 
NOES:    
 
ABSENT::   
 
DISQUALIFIED:  
 
 
 APPROVED:_______________________ 
  Mayor 
 
ATTEST:________________________ 
 City Clerk 
 

This is to certify that the above 
and foregoing document is the 
original of Ordinance No. 2010- 
and that it has been published or 
posted in accordance with the 
Charter of the City of Santa Cruz 
 
  
 City Clerk   
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CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

DATE: March 1, 2010 
 
AGENDA OF: 
 

March 9, 2010 

DEPARTMENT: 
 

City Manager 

SUBJECT: 
 

San Lorenzo River Committee – Resolution Sunsetting the Committee.  (CM) 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  Resolution dissolving the San Lorenzo River Committee, extending the 
City Council’s appreciation to the Committee membership for its work and accomplishments 
over the past six years and rescinding Resolution No. NS-26,281. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  At its January 26, 2010 meeting and in the context of the City’s projected 
financial and resource constraints, the City Council briefly discussed and tacitly acknowledged 
the benefits of sunsetting the San Lorenzo River Committee, an advisory body to the City 
Council. 
 
The San Lorenzo River Committee (Committee) was created by City Council resolution in 2003 
soon after the adoption of the San Lorenzo Urban River Plan.  The Committee was conceived to 
recommend measures to implement the programs of the San Lorenzo Urban River Plan and to 
serve in an advisory capacity on river-related matters.  In its six years, the Committee has 
contributed significantly to the advancement of existing river-related projects and in the 
formation of future plans to enhance the visitor’s experience on the riverway.  In addition, the 
Committee has advocated for improvements to the San Lorenzo Riverway including habitat 
restoration, pedestrian/bicycle access to the riverway and the regional trail systems, interpretive 
and educational opportunities, recreational opportunities, public safety and visitor comfort. 
Overall, the Committee encouraged residents and visitors to use, enjoy and learn from this rich 
resource. 
 
The Committee has a current membership of three, with resignations, term limits and the recent 
appointment of a member to another city advisory body reducing the membership to this level. 
 
DISCUSSION:  Since 2003, a series of budget and staffing reductions cast into doubt any 
foreseeable improvements to the riverway or the launching of new initiatives or programs, which 
severely constrains the ability of the Committee to fulfill its charge in the manner prescribed by 
the Council.  Further, the City Council has other advisory bodies, notably the Public Works 
Commission, Parks and Recreation Commission and the Water Commission, that hold purview 
over functional areas of the San Lorenzo River. 
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The sunsetting of the Committee was discussed with the current Committee Chair and the issue 
of greatest concern was that the function of the Committee be lost.  This concern is 
acknowledged and shared by City staff and, accordingly, it is recommended that the City Council 
reemphasize the San Lorenzo River within the existing advisory bodies: the Public Works, Parks 
and Recreation and Water Commission, in addition to the City Council Public Safety Committee. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  The fiscal impact will be a reduction in staff time. 
 
 
Submitted by: 
 
 
Tina Shull 
Council Affairs Manager 

Approved by: 
 
 
Richard C. Wilson 
City Manager 
 

 
Attachment:   Resolution 
  Resolution No. NS-26,281 
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RESOLUTION NO. NS- 
 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ DISSOLVING 
THE SAN LORENZO RIVER COMMITTEE AND RECOGNIZING THE COMMITTEE’S 

ACCOMPLISHMENTS AND RESCINDING RESOLUTION NO. NS-26,281,  
 

 WHEREAS, after adopting the San Lorenzo Urban River Plan, on July 22, 2003 the Santa 
Cruz City Council created the San Lorenzo River Committee; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council charged the San Lorenzo River Committee with 
recommending measures to implement the programs of the San Lorenzo Urban River Plan and 
the Lower San Lorenzo River Lagoon Management Plan and acting in an advisory capacity to 
the City Council on the enhancement, maintenance and management of the San Lorenzo River 
and associated riverways, including the solicitation of volunteer scientific experts as needed; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the San Lorenzo River Committee convened for the past six years and in that 
time contributed significantly to the advancement of river-related projects which are in place 
today, such as Riverbend Plaza and the San Lorenzo Pedestrian/Bicycle Bridge, as well as 
planning for interpretive, educational, connective and aesthetic improvements to the San Lorenzo 
Riverway as encapsulated in the Ideas to Activate the San Lorenzo Riverway Report, which was 
adopted by the City Council in June 2007 as an implementation of the San Lorenzo Urban River 
Plan; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the San Lorenzo River Committee advocated vigorously for holistic 
improvements to the San Lorenzo Riverway including habitat restoration activities, increased 
pedestrian/bicycle access to the riverway and the regional trail systems, improving interpretive 
and educational opportunities, enhancing recreational opportunities, improving public safety and 
visitor comfort, and encouraging residents and visitors to use and enjoy this rich resource; and 
 
 WHEREAS, notwithstanding these gains, the San Lorenzo River Committee’s work has been 
limited by overlapping responsibility with other City Council advisory bodies and a lack of 
dedicated staff and funding; and 
 
 WHEREAS, increasing citywide budget constraints since 2003, which have heightened 
considerably in the past two years, have impaired the breadth and number of city projects related 
to the river and no significant projects are planned for the present or immediate long-term 
horizon; and 
 
 WHEREAS, in an effort to maximize efficiency of staff and volunteer time, the San Lorenzo 
River Committee will be sunsetted and its charge reemphasized in the work of existing advisory 
bodies such as the Public Works Commission, Parks and Recreation Commission and Water 
Commission, and the City Council Public Safety Committee; and 
 
 WHEREAS, it is the City Council’s intention that the San Lorenzo River not diminish in 
importance or attention due to the dissolution of the San Lorenzo River Committee and reaffirms 
its commitment to protecting, enhancing and improving the riverway. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Santa Cruz that 
the San Lorenzo River Committee be dissolved. 
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RESOLUTION NO. NS- 

2 

 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that stewardship of the river be reaffirmed within the 
existing City Council advisory bodies and the City Council Public Safety Committee so that the 
San Lorenzo River continues to be represented and considered in citywide decisions. 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council extends its deepest thanks and 
appreciation to the San Lorenzo River Committee members who have worked and volunteered 
countless hours on behalf of the San Lorenzo River. 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED this 9th day of March, 2010, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:     
 
NOES:      
 
ABSENT:     
 
DISQUALIFIED:  
 
 
           APPROVED:  __________________________ 
                    Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST:  __________________________ 
         City Clerk 
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CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

DATE: 03/03/2010 
AGENDA OF: 
 

3/9/2010 

DEPARTMENT: 
 

Water             

SUBJECT: 
 

Agreement Endorsing Recommendations of the Desalination Task Force 
on a Proposed Seawater Desalination Facility.  (WT) 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  Motion to authorize the City Manager to execute the City of Santa 
Cruz and Soquel Creek Water District Agreement Endorsing the Recommendations of Joint Task 
Force on a Proposed Seawater Desalination Facility. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  On February 27, 2007, Council acted to approve the formation of a 
City/District Desalination Task Force (Task Force) consisting of 2 members of the Soquel Creek 
Water District (SqCWD) Board and 2 members of City Council, and appointing two 
Councilmembers and one alternate to that Task Force.  In September 2007, the City and Soquel 
Creek Water District entered into a Memorandum of Agreement to create a Joint Task Force to 
pursue feasibility of construction and operation of a seawater desalination facility. Among the 
specific authorities the Task Force is empowered to undertake is to “Develop the concepts for an 
operational plan for the Facility for presentation to and final approval by the full legislative 
bodies of the respective parties. This operational plan shall include, but not be limited to, policies 
for determining when each agency would have primary use of the plant, including defining 
drought conditions and allowing for the possibility of joint operation in order to achieve 
groundwater recovery following a drought or to address groundwater issues of mutual concern to 
both parties.” 
  
DISCUSSION:  The Task Force has prepared an agreement that records multiple tentative 
agreements reached, which will facilitate other investigations and tasks related to development of 
the desalination project. Among these tentative agreements are items such as production 
scheduling, cost allocations, emergency requests for water, and arbitration procedures for 
handling disputes. The discussion of operation and primary time of use of the plant by each 
agency naturally leads to capital and operating cost implications as they are intertwined for the 
purpose of decision making. It is necessary to have tentative agreement between the two 
agencies regarding proposed cost sharing and timing of use of the plant to inform upcoming 
environmental analysis of the project as well as facility design. 
 
Some of the key agreements within the document include a priority system defining when each 
agency has first right to water produced at the plant, cost sharing for capital and operating costs, 
how to handle emergency requests for water, and arbitration procedures for disputes over water 
allocations in emergencies. 
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This agreement does not provide project approval nor does it commit the City or the District to 
construction of the desalination facility.  It is intended to inform the investigations, 
environmental review, and design of the project where detail is needed concerning the intended 
frequency and intensity of use of the facility. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  None at this time. 
 
Submitted by: 
Bill Kocher 
Water Director 

Approved by: 
Richard C. Wilson 
City Manager 

      
      
      

ATTACHMENTS: Agreement 
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CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

DATE: 03/01/2010 
AGENDA OF: 
 

3/9/2010 

DEPARTMENT: 
 

Economic Development             

SUBJECT: 
 

Homeless Winter Shelter Extension and Debt Funding.  (ED) 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  Resolution appropriating funds and amending the FY 2010 budget in 
an amount up to $17,042 to fund an extension of time of the Homeless Winter Shelter and assist 
the Homeless Services Center in covering prior debts for the Homeless Winter Shelter. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  The City of Santa Cruz participates with the County of Santa Cruz and the 
Cities of Capitola, Scotts Valley, and Watsonville to provide two emergency winter shelters for 
the homeless.  The south county shelter is located at the Salvation Army in Watsonville and the 
north/mid-county shelter uses the National Guard Armory which is located in DeLaveaga Park.  
The Armory winter shelter is operated by the Homeless Services Center (HSC).  In the 
afternoon, clients are bussed to the Armory from HSC at 115 Coral Street and returned by bus 
the following morning.  The shelter typically operates for five months from November 15 
through April 15. 
 
The annual budget for the winter shelters is established by the Homeless Action Partnership 
(HAP) Executive Committee.  The Committee includes representatives of the five participating 
jurisdictions with the County assuming the administrative lead.  Individual funding contributions 
are approved by each jurisdiction.  In past years, the shelter program has also received some state 
funding under the Emergency Housing and Assistance Program Operating Facility Grants 
(EHAP).  This funding source is no longer available. 
 
HSC has notified the HAP that there will be insufficient funds to operate the Armory shelter for 
the fifth and final month (March 15 through April 15) this year.  Additionally HSC has an unpaid 
balance for Metro Center bussing costs for the Armory winter shelter for the 2008-2009 season 
and has requested assistance in paying this bill. 
  
DISCUSSION:  NORTH/MID COUNTY WINTER SHELTER GAP 
Historically the City of Santa Cruz has proportionally contributed more on a per capita basis to 
winter shelter operations than the other jurisdictions.  The HAP Executive Committee has been 
working to develop a more equitable formula based on population.  For the winter shelters, the 
committee has recommended that the service areas and related funding be divided into the south 
and north/mid-county shelter systems with the Aptos and Watsonville areas being counted as the 
south county and the remainder as north/mid-county.  The reason for this division is that the cost 
of operating the Armory as a shelter is much higher than the Salvation Army winter shelter, 
which does not require bussing or charge rent. 
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The proposed HAP formula dividing the $38,368 required to fund the winter shelter gap for this 
year, providing for the fifth month at the Armory shelter is shown in the chart below.  The 
“Percent Population” column in the chart proportionally represents jurisdictions in the north/mid-
county areas.  These percentages form the basis for the formula that will be recommended for the 
2011 fiscal year budget for the north/mid-county winter shelter.  “Gap Funding” represents the 
cost under this formula for each jurisdiction to keep the shelter open for a fifth month.  “Total 
Funding” shows total amounts that would be paid by jurisdiction for all five months, assuming 
this option is approved.  This includes the amount that each jurisdiction has already agreed to 
pay and budgeted.  The final percent “%” column proportionally compares the totals by 
jurisdiction. 
 
TABLE 1:  GAP FUNDING OPTION 1 
JURISDICTION            % POPULATION    GAP FUNDING       TOTAL FUNDING      % 
County of Santa Cruz*              50.8%                   $19,485                   $121,838               48% 
City of Santa Cruz                    35.3%                    $13,562                   $114,212               45% 
City of Capitola                         6.5%                     $  2,493                     $10,646                 4% 
City of Scotts Valley                 7.4%                     $  2,828                       $5,636                2% 
TOTAL                                    100%                      $38,368                   $252,332            100% 
* Represents only the County population in the north/mid county areas. 
 
In the HAP discussion, City staff supported an alternative which would acknowledge the City of 
Santa Cruz’s prior contributions, bringing the City closer to its proportional population.  Funding 
under this second option excludes the City of Santa Cruz.  The two columns to the right again 
represent total amounts and proportional percentages that would be spent under this option. 
 
TABLE 2:  GAP FUNDING OPTION 2 
JURISDICTION            % POPULATION    GAP FUNDING       TOTAL FUNDING      % 
County of Santa Cruz                 79%                   $30,138                    $132,491                 52% 
City of Santa Cruz                      NA                             $0                     $100,650                 40% 
City of Capitola                         10%                      $3,855                      $12,008                   5% 
City of Scotts Valley                 11%                      $4,375                         $7,183                  3% 
TOTAL                                    100%                    $38,368                     $252,332              100% 
 
Although City staff prefers this last option as being the most equitable approach, staff also 
recognizes that it is important to move the process forward.  If the first option recommended by 
the HAP Executive Committee is not approved then there is a potential that other jurisdictions 
may not opt to fund a fifth month for the Armory winter shelter.  All jurisdictions have agreed 
that funding approvals will be contingent upon all other jurisdictions participating in this fifth 
month funding for the north/mid county shelter at the Armory. 
 
To reduce the financial impact, the HAP Executive Committee also agreed to proceed with this 
fifth month on a week by week basis.  If the weather supports early closure then funding will be 
required only for those weeks that the shelter is open. 
 
2008-2009 BUS SERVICE DEFICIT 
To fund the HSC debt for 2008-2009 winter shelter bus service, City staff was in agreement with 
the majority of the HAP members.  The recommendation is for HSC to fund one half of the debt, 
which may be partially or wholly achieved through negotiations with the Metro Center.  The 
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second half of the debt would be divided based on the newly proposed north/mid county formula 
(See Table 1 above for the % Population formula column).  The City of Santa Cruz’s portion of 
the total $19,688 debt would be $3,480.  This approach recognizes the added burden this debt 
will have on HSC at a time when funds for non-profit operating expenses are declining. 
 
In April of 2000 the City Council set aside the proceeds from the sale of the Pelton sliver lots 
into a separate Homeless Services Public Trust Fund to be used for homeless services.  The 
funds have been allocated for a variety of purposes in previous years, including augmentation of 
winter shelter funding.  There is now about $4,200 remaining in the fund and this budget 
adjustment would use the remaining fund balance to close the fund.  The remainder of the 
$17,042 would come from the General Fund fund balance. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  A total appropriation of up to $17,042, contingent upon approvals of 
proportional funding by other jurisdictions, will be funded with approximately $4,200 from the 
Homeless Services Public Trust Fund and the remainder of approximately $12,842 from the 
City’s General Fund. 
 
Prepared by: 
Carol Berg 
Housing & Community 
Development Manager 

Submitted by: 
Bonnie Lipscomb 
Director of Economic Development 

Approved by: 
Richard C. Wilson 
City Manager 

 
ATTACHMENTS: Budget Adjustment 
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ORDINANCE NO. 2010-04 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ 
AMENDING PORTIONS OF TITLE 18 TO THE SANTA CRUZ MUNICIPAL CODE 

PERTAINING TO BUILDING PERMIT FEES 
 

The City Council of the City of Santa Cruz ordains as follows: 
 
Section 1.  Chapter 18.04.050 of the Municipal Code of the City of Santa Cruz shall be amended 
to read as follows: 
 
18.04.050 PERMIT FEES. 
 

The chief building official shall charge and receive such fees for services, inspections and 
permits relating to any work subject to this chapter as set forth in Chapter 3, Table 3A of the 
Uniform Administrative Code as adopted in Section 18.04.030 and in the fee schedule 
established by City Council resolution. 

 
Where development is conducted pursuant to the filing of a vested tentative subdivision map, 

the permit fees charged pursuant to this section shall be charged in accordance with the fee 
schedule in effect on the date of the building permit application. 
 
 
Section 2.  Chapter 18.08.050 of the Municipal Code of the City of Santa Cruz shall be amended 
to read as follows: 
 
18.08.050 PERMIT FEES. 
 

The chief building official shall charge and receive such fees for services, inspections and 
permits relating to any work subject to this chapter as set forth in Chapter 3, Table 3B of the 
Uniform Administrative Code as adopted in Section 18.04.030 and in the fee schedule 
established by City Council resolution. 
 
 
Section 3.  Chapter 18.12.050 of the Municipal Code of the City of Santa Cruz shall be amended 
to read as follows: 
 
18.12.050 PERMIT FEES. 
 

The chief building official shall charge and receive such fees for services, inspections and 
permits relating to any work subject to this chapter as set forth in Chapter 3, Table 3D of the 
Uniform Administrative Code as adopted in Section 18.04.030 and in the fee schedule 
established by City Council resolution. 
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Section 4.  Chapter 18.14.050 of the Municipal Code of the City of Santa Cruz shall be 
amended to read as follows: 
 
18.14.050 PERMIT FEES. 
 

The chief building official shall charge and receive such fees for services, inspections and 
permits relating to any work subject to this chapter as set forth in Chapter 3, Table 3C of the 
Uniform Administrative Code as adopted in Section 18.04.030 and in the fee schedule 
established by City Council resolution. 
 

 
Section 5.  Chapter 18.45.060 of the Municipal Code of the City of Santa Cruz shall be 

amended to read as follows: 
 
18.45.060 GRADING FEES. 
 

The chief building official shall charge and receive such fees for services, inspections and 
permits relating to any work subject to this chapter as set forth in the fee schedule established by 
City Council resolution. 
 

 
Section 6.  This ordinance shall be in force and take effect thirty (30) days after its final 

adoption. 
 

PASSED FOR PUBLICATION this 23rd day of February, 2010, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:   Councilmembers Lane, Mathews, Beiers, Madrigal, Robinson; Vice 

Mayor Coonerty; Mayor Rotkin. 
 
NOES:   None. 
 
ABSENT:  None. 
 
DISQUALIFIED: None. 
 
      APPROVED:  ss/Mike Rotkin, Mayor 
ATTEST:  ss/Lorrie Brewer, City Clerk 
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 PASSED FOR FINAL ADOPTION this ___ day of _______________, 2010, by the 
following vote: 
 
AYES:    
 
NOES:    
 
ABSENT:   
 
DISQUALIFIED:  
 
 
      APPROVED:  __________________________ 

             Mayor 
ATTEST:  _____________________ 
        City Clerk 
 
 
 
This is to certify that the above 
and foregoing document is the 
original of Ordinance No. 2010-04 
and that it has been published or 
posted in accordance with the 
Charter of the City of Santa Cruz. 
 
___________________________ 
 City Clerk 
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CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

DATE: 03/03/2010 
AGENDA OF: 
 

3/9/2010 

DEPARTMENT: 
 

Planning             

SUBJECT: 
 

Urgency Ordinances Extending the Life of Land Use and Building Permits.  
(PL) 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  Motion acknowledging the Environmental Determination, and 
introduction and final adoption of the following ordinances: 
 
An uncodified Emergency Ordinance of the City of Santa Cruz pertaining to the extension of 
time for exercising land use permits and declaring the presence of an emergency and the urgency 
thereof; and 
 
An uncodified Emergency Ordinance of the City of Santa Cruz pertaining to the extension of 
time for exercising building permits and declaring the presence of an emergency and the urgency 
thereof. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  The severe global financial crisis of one year ago had driven the United 
States of America and the State of California into a deep economic recession. The series of bank 
and insurance company failures that precipitated and resulted from that crisis had effectively 
closed global credit markets and required unprecedented governmental intervention.  
 
The financial crisis had made it very difficult for persons living and working in the City of Santa 
Cruz to proceed with approved and permitted land use projects due to their inability to obtain the 
institutional financing necessary to undertake project development. The City was asked by 
persons holding these permits if there is something that could be done to extend the life of their 
permits. On March 10, 2009, the City Council responded by adopting urgency ordinances 
extending the life of all active land use and building permit applications for one year. 
 
The past year has seen some economic improvement to the national and global economy, 
however there is still major uncertainty surrounding the outlook for 2010 as a protracted 
recovery may extend the housing and banking crisis. Permit holders continue to express concerns 
about acquiring financing before their permits expire and the impact starting the entitlement 
process again would have on the City and regional economy. 
  
DISCUSSION:  The Building Division still has construction projects valued at approximately 
$8.5 million dollars in process ready to issue with associated fees totaling approximately 
$380,000. The Current Planning Division continues to follow approved applications that are not 
yet under construction, at risk of expiring. The sustained difficulty in acquiring financing at this 
time has placed these building and land use permits in jeopardy because of the exercise deadlines 
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set forth in the Municipal Ordinance and the previous urgency ordinances. If currently approved 
permits are allowed to expire under these circumstances, project applicants would be required to 
either repeat the time and expense of the land use and/or building permit entitlement or abandon 
their projects.  
 
Staff is therefore recommending that two urgency ordinances be immediately adopted. The first 
would extend the life of all active land use permits for another year. In the second ordinance, 
building permit applications that were filed prior to January 1, 2008, whether approved for 
issuance or incomplete, will expire on December 1, 2010 unless all fees are paid and the permit 
is issued. No further extensions are expected to be granted for the building permit applications, 
and all plans and documents for these applications will be deleted from our files. All applications 
submitted after January 1, 2008 will be addressed under the administrative provisions of the 
current California Building Code. The 2010 California Building Codes will be adopted January 
1, 2011 making the codes under which the applications made prior to January 1, 2008 obsolete.  
 
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW: The urgency ordinances have been determined to be exempt 
from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in that the activity is covered under the 
general rule that CEQA applies only to projects, which have the potential for causing significant 
effect on the environment. The proposed ordinances would not result in increased densities or 
intensification of uses. In most, if not all, cases environmental review would have occurred on 
the permits proposed to be extended. The ordinances are consistent with and serve to implement 
the City's General Plan and Local Coastal Program. Where it can be seen with certainty that there 
is no possibility that the activity in question may have a significant effect on the environment, 
the activity is exempt from CEQA per Section 15061 (b)(3). 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  While there may be loss of some building and planning permit fees if 
expired permits were reapplied for, the overall good of facilitating entitled permits, private 
employment opportunities and other economic benefits attributable to the start of development or 
redevelopment of property within the City should overcome any loss of fees. 
 
 
Prepared by: 
Alex Khoury 
Assistant Planning Director 

Submitted by: 
Juliana Rebagliati 
Planning Director 

Approved by: 
Richard C. Wilson 
City Manager 

 
ATTACHMENTS:  
Urgency Ordinance for Land Use Permits 
Urgency Ordinance for Building Permits 
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ORDINANCE NO.  
 

AN UNCODIFIED EMERGENCY ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ 
AMENDING SECTION 24.04.160 OF THE SANTA CRUZ MUNICIPAL CODE 

PERTAINING TO THE EXTENSION OF TIME FOR LAND USE PERMITS  
AND DECLARING THE PRESENCE OF AN EMERGENCY AND 

DECLARING THE URGENCY THEREOF. 
 

WHEREAS, the severe global financial crisis of 2008 and early 2009 had driven the 
United States of America and the State of California into the deepest recession since the 1930’s; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, the series of bank and insurance company failures had triggered a financial 

crisis that effectively halted global credit markets and required unprecedented government 
intervention; and 

 
WHEREAS, the financial crisis had made it very difficult for persons living and working 

in the City of Santa Cruz to proceed with land use projects; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the difficulty in acquiring financing had placed land use permits in jeopardy 
because of the land use permit deadlines required in the zoning ordinance; and  
 
 WHEREAS, a number of permit holders expressed concerns about having their permits 
expire and forcing them to start the time consuming entitlement process over again and delaying the 
start of construction revenue coming to the City and regional economy; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council on March 10, 2009 approved a one year extension of all land 
use permits to assist permit holders to weather this economic crisis; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the past year has seen some economic improvement there is still major 
uncertainty surrounding the outlook for 2010 as a protracted recovery may extend the housing and 
banking crisis; and 
 
 WHEREAS, permit holders continue to express concerns about acquiring financing 
before their permits expire and the impact starting the entitlement process again would have on 
the City and regional economy. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Santa Cruz 
as follows: 
 
Section 1.  Chapter 24.12.160 of the Santa Cruz Municipal Code is hereby amended as follows 

24.12.160 LIFE OF PERMIT. 
 
     e. All active permits as of the March 10, 2009 and those approved up to and including March 
10, 2010 shall have the life of the permit automatically extended an addition one year from the 
length of time currently allowed under Section 24.04.160 (1)(a). This extension authorization 
shall expire on March 11, 2011 unless otherwise extended by the City Council.  
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Section 2.  This ordinance is declared to be an emergency measure adopted under Section 612 of 
the Santa Cruz City Charter, and is necessary to preserve the public peace, health, safety, 
property, and general welfare, and the urgency for its adoption is set forth in the findings above. 
 
Section 3. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force immediately upon its final adoption. 
 
 PASSED FOR PUBLICATION AND FINAL ADOPTION as an emergency ordinance 
this ___ day of March, 2010, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:    
 
NOES:    
 
ABSENT:   
 
DISQUALIFIED:  
 
      APPROVED: ___________________________ 
          Mayor 
 
ATTEST: __________________________ 
  City Clerk 
 
 
This is to certify that the above 
and foregoing document is the 
original of Ordinance No. 
and that it has been published or 
posted in accordance with the 
Charter of the City of Santa Cruz. 
 
_____________________ 
 City Clerk 
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ORDINANCE NO.  
 

AN UNCODIFIED EMERGENCY ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ 
PERTAINING TO THE EXTENSION OF TIME FOR EXERCISING BUILDING PERMITS 

AND DECLARING THE PRESENCE OF AN EMERGENCY AND DECLARING 
THE URGENCY THEREOF. 

 
WHEREAS, the severe global financial crisis of 2008 and early 2009 had driven the 

United States of America and the State of California into the deepest recession since the 1930s; 
and   

 
WHEREAS, the series of bank and insurance company failures had triggered a financial 

crisis that effectively halted global credit markets and required unprecedented government 
intervention; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the financial crisis had placed a number of building permits in jeopardy 
because of the building permit exercise deadlines set forth in the California Building Code; and  
 

WHEREAS, if currently approved permits were allowed to expire under these 
circumstances thereby requiring project developers to either repeat the time consuming and 
costly land use entitlement process or abandon their projects, the City’s current financial crisis, 
precipitated by the afore-referenced global financial crisis, would be significantly exacerbated by 
the delay or loss of tax revenue, private employment opportunities and other economic benefits 
attributable to the development or redevelopment of property within the City; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council on March 10, 2009 approved a one year extension of certain 
building permits to assist permit holders to weather this economic crisis; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the past year has seen some economic improvement there is still major 
uncertainty surrounding the outlook for 2010 as a protracted recovery may extend the housing and 
banking crisis; and 
 
 WHEREAS, permit holders continue to express concerns about acquiring financing 
before their permits expire and the impact starting the entitlement process again would have on 
the City and regional economy. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Santa Cruz 
as follows: 
 
Section 1. The following uncodified emergency ordinance is hereby adopted by the City of 
Santa Cruz. 

LIFE OF PERMIT—EMERGENCY EXTENSIONS. 
 
1. All building permit applications submitted to the City’s Planning and Community 
Development Department prior to January 1, 2008 that have been approved for permit issuance 
or not approved for permit issuance shall be extended through November 30, 2010. 
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Section 2.  This ordinance is declared to be an emergency measure adopted under Section 612 of 
the Santa Cruz City Charter, and is necessary to preserve the public peace, health, safety, 
property, and general welfare, and the urgency for its adoption is set forth in the findings above. 
 
Section 3. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force immediately upon its final adoption. 
 
 PASSED FOR FINAL ADOPTION as an emergency ordinance this ___ day of March, 
2010, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:    
 
NOES:    
 
ABSENT:   
 
DISQUALIFIED:  
 
      APPROVED: _____________________________ 
          Mayor 
 
ATTEST: ________________________ 
  City Clerk 
 
 
This is to certify that the above 
and foregoing document is the 
original of Ordinance No. 
and that it has been published or 
posted in accordance with the 
Charter of the City of Santa Cruz. 
 
_____________________ 
 City Clerk 
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CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA REPORT 
 

DATE: 03/02/2010 
AGENDA OF: 
 

3/9/2010 

DEPARTMENT: 
 

Planning             

SUBJECT: 
 

Medical Marijuana Dispensaries and Personal Medical Marijuana Use 
Ordinances.  (PL) 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  Introduction for publication of an Ordinance amending Title 24 of the 
Santa Cruz Municipal Code and of the Local Coastal Implementation Plan, modifying standards 
for medical marijuana dispensaries. 
 
Introduction for publication of an Ordinance adding Section 6.90.085 to the Santa Cruz 
Municipal Code pertaining to annual reports from medical marijuana provider association 
dispensaries.  
 
 
BACKGROUND:  In 1996, the voters of the State of California approved Proposition 215, 
entitled the Compassionate Use Act of 1996, the intent of which was to enable persons who are 
in need of marijuana for medical purposes to obtain and use it under limited specific 
circumstances.  In 2000, the City Council adopted ordinances pertaining to personal medical 
marijuana use and the establishment of land use regulations for medical marijuana dispensaries 
and production within the City of Santa Cruz. Two medical marijuana dispensaries have been 
approved in the City of Santa Cruz in 2005 and 2006, both in the Harvey West area. 
 
On February 25, 2009, U.S. Attorney General Eric Holder announced in a press conference that 
ending federal medical marijuana raids "is now American policy." After that announcement City 
staff received a very large number of inquiries from members of the public about the regulations 
and process for opening medical marijuana dispensaries and production houses within the City of 
Santa Cruz. Two new applications were filed to establish medical marijuana dispensaries on the 
Westside of Santa Cruz, while other members of the public indicated they intended to submit 
new applications as well. Concerns have been raised regarding the inadequacy of the current 
regulations to address the potential number of permit applications and the impact that such a 
proliferation/over concentration of medical marijuana dispensaries and production houses within 
the City may have on the community as a whole.  As it has been 10 years since City ordinances 
were approved and the legal environment has changed, staff recommended re-evaluating current 
regulations. 
 
Since the U.S. Attorney General’s announcement, a number of cities in California have 
established moratoriums on the medical marijuana dispensaries because of a considerable 
increase in persons wishing to establish such facilities in their communities. Other cities’ reasons 
primarily appear to be based on compatibility, health, and safety problems with the land use.  An 
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additional concern for consideration is the fact that Santa Cruz is the only jurisdiction in the 
County of Santa Cruz that allows medical marijuana dispensaries and cultivation uses.  This 
could result in a concentration of dispensaries that had not been considered when the ordinance 
was adopted.   
 
On June 23, 2009, the City Council adopted Interim Ordinance 2009-17 establishing a 45-day 
moratorium on the establishment of medical marijuana dispensaries and production houses 
within the City. Due to the complexity of the issue, the City Council extended the temporary 
moratorium on July 28, 2009 for a period of six months to allow staff to completely study these 
issues and questions. Since the moratorium extension was approved, one of the permit 
applications for a new dispensary was withdrawn. The applicant for the other pending dispensary 
application, at 401 Ingalls Street, no longer has site control of that property and the site was 
subsequently leased to another commercial use.  
 
Planning staff developed the proposed ordinance amendment and presented it to the Planning 
Commission at a public hearing on November 5, 2009. After a motion to recommend approval of 
the amendment as presented by staff failed on a three to three vote, the item was continued until 
November 19th to allow for the seventh member of the Commission to be present. The Planning 
Commission also asked staff to report back with clarification on the amount of marijuana that 
could be grown in production houses, among other issues.    
 
On November 19, 2009, the Planning Commission discussed the new information and voted 5-2 
to recommend to the City Council approval of the staff recommendations. The two 
Commissioners that voted against the amendments were concerned with the proposed language 
limiting the number of dispensaries within the City to two, thereby creating a monopoly. The 
Planning Commission recommended minor changes in the ordinance language which have been 
incorporated into this report and the attached ordinance amendment. The minutes to the 
November 5th and 19th Planning Commission meeting are attached to this report.  
 
On January 12, 2010, the City Council extended the moratorium for an additional four months 
and 15 days to allow staff to complete the background work and modify the proposed ordinance 
amendment to address the recent State Supreme Court decision on allowable quantities of 
medical marijuana and to address the Planning Commission’s questions pertaining to the “not for 
profit” status of dispensaries, and other issues. 
 
DISCUSSION:  Staff reviewed the medical marijuana dispensary ordinances of a variety of 
municipalities throughout the State and discussed the proposed ordinance revisions with the 
Police Department, the existing dispensary operators within the City and other City staff 
members. The majority of cities surveyed do not allow dispensaries within their jurisdictions.  
 
The following revisions to the City's ordinances are proposed:  
 
• Modify definition of medical marijuana dispensaries to allow on site cultivation 
(production houses) as well as sales of clones   
• Eliminate cultivation (production houses) as a separate allowable use in the IG/EA zone 
districts 
• Limit the size of dispensary area used for cultivation (production houses) to 2,000 square 
feet 
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• Require production houses to utilize solar panels if possible 
• Limit the number of dispensaries in the City to a maximum of two 
• Add residential zone districts to the 600 foot setback siting criteria 
• Limit the quantity of marijuana the two dispensaries may have on site to match State Law 
• Require dispensaries to provide an operations manual to show the collective will operate 
according to Chapter 6.9, Personal Medical Marijuana Use criteria  
• Require an annual financial statement to show dispensaries are operating in compliance 
with City and State regulations  
• Minor language cleanup 
 
The proposed ordinance revisions in Title 24 and Title 6 are attached to this report with the 
additional language underlined and the deleted language struck through.  
 
ANALYSIS 
 
Modify Definition of Medical Marijuana Dispensaries to Allow on Site Cultivation as well as 
Sales of Clones.  
 
Under the current definition of a Medical Marijuana Provider Association Dispensary, the 
cultivation of marijuana is prohibited because of the specific performance standard that states no 
product shall be grown or harvested on the premises. However the current ordinance allows for 
the cultivation of medical marijuana to occur at separate locations with approval of a Special Use 
Permit. This leads to several issues that were not clearly addressed such as: 
 
• Should the size of production houses be limited? 
• Should production houses be required to be attached to the dispensaries or be allowed as 
stand-alone facilities? 
• Should production houses have the similar siting criteria as dispensaries? 
• What is the parking requirement for a production house? 
• Should additional security measures be required for production houses? 
• Should a production house require an annual inspection by the Building and Fire staff? 
 
By allowing dispensaries to grow marijuana, the production, acquisition, manufacturing and 
dispensing can all occur on one site and within one building. The two existing facilities within 
the City have both expressed interest in growing marijuana within their facility and the ability to 
sell clones. The sale of clones allows a patient to purchase a plant that works best for their 
particular symptom and grow it at home. The ability to buy clones will lower the patient’s costs 
for medicine as well as reduce trips to the dispensary to buy numerous small quantities.  
 
Currently, the existing dispensaries within the City are required to purchase marijuana from 
outside sources which involves potential conflicts with neighbors of the cultivators, quality 
control for the users and conflicts in transporting the product to the dispensaries. Allowing 
dispensaries to cultivate on site would reduce some of these potential conflicts. Staff discussed in 
house cultivation with the City of Oakland hearing officer who said that the Oakland Police 
Department has had no problems with “in house” cultivation and preferred having the cultivation 
and dispensary under one roof. The hearing officer also noted that the security provided by the 
particular facility has created a positive spillover effect in an otherwise problem prone area.   
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The existing definition of Medical Marijuana Provider Association Dispensaries and the 
performance standard that restricts cultivation at a dispensary is found in Sections 24.22.539 and 
24.12.1300-3c of the Municipal Code.  The proposed revisions are attached to this report with 
additional language underlined and the deleted language struck through. 
 
Eliminate Cultivation as a Separate Allowable Use in the IG/EA Zone Districts. 
 
Sections 24.10.1510 and 24.10.1830 of the Municipal Code allows grow houses for the 
cultivation of medical marijuana in the IG and EA zone districts with approval of a Special Use 
Permit. There is no limitation on the size of the facility or setbacks from adjacent uses. Staff has 
received numerous calls for information on the requirements for opening growing facilities and 
recommends that this section of the code be eliminated in conjunction with the expanded 
definition of Medical Marijuana Provider Association Dispensaries discussed above.  
 
Limit the Size of Dispensary Area Used for Cultivation to 2,000 Square feet. 
 
Staff discussed the potential size of cultivation space at a dispensary with the Police Department, 
the County Sheriff Narcotics Enforcement Team “grow house” expert and the two dispensary 
operators within the City. The Police and Sheriff’s offices are concerned with the potential 
amount of marijuana that could be grown if the area devoted to cultivation was unlimited. They 
are concerned with the increased potential of armed robbery at a dispensary, where cultivation is 
unlimited and the quantity of product on site could create an attractive nuisance. Other agencies 
in the State have experienced armed robberies and burglaries at dispensaries.  
 
To determine what could be grown in a 2,000 square foot grow house staff asked each 
dispensary to provide production estimates for processed marijuana and clone cultivation within 
a 2,000 square foot grow house. The Limekiln estimates are based on the operators experience 
with a legal grow house in the City of Oakland. The Dubois estimate is based indirectly on a 
growers’ estimate of production within 2,000 square feet of floor area.  Staff also asked the 
Sheriff’s Department the same question and the Sheriff’s Department expert calculated his 
estimate based on his experience with over 200 illegal grow house operation cases. Based on the 
dispensary operators and the Sheriff Department's expert, a 2,000 square foot grow house could 
produce between 125 to 430 pounds of processed marijuana and 20,000 to 117,500 clones 
annually. The Sheriff’s expert stated that clones can be grown in stacked trays and be ready for 
sale in two to three weeks. 
 
The Greenway representative on Dubois Street has stated that a 2,000 square foot grow house 
would be adequate for the size of grow area required for the production of clones. A larger area 
would be required for complete production; however, they plan to maintain several of their off 
site vendors because those vendors depend on the income they get from growing medical 
marijuana for their own personal medical and medical insurance costs. The operator of the Santa 
Cruz Patients Collective on Limekiln Street stated that they would require 10,000 square feet to 
provide for all of the medicine their facility would need to produce annually for the patients.  
 
Using the ratios provided by the dispensary operators and the Sheriff Department, a 10,000 
square foot grow-house could be expected to produce 625 – 2,160 pounds of processed 
marijuana and between 100,000 and 587,500 clones annually.  Please refer to Tables One and 

 17.-4



Two, attached to this report for a comparison of production quantities by the dispensary 
operators and the Sheriff’s expert. 
  
After reviewing the information received from the Police, Sheriff’s office and dispensary 
operators and considering the potential increase of violent crime due to a cash intensive 
operation, staff recommends a maximum of 2,000 square feet for the area of cultivation within a 
dispensary. This will allow an annual harvest of at least 125 to 430 pounds per dispensary with 
vendors still providing additional product if required.  
 
Require Production Houses to Utilize Solar Panels. 
 
Indoor grow operations require approximately two 1,000 watt bulbs for every ten plants. The 
maximum amount of power that could be required to provide lighting for a 2,000 square foot 
grow area is approximately 960 kilowatt hours per day where the average home in California 
uses 31 kilowatts per day. Staff has included an operational condition requiring any indoor 
growing facility to provide solar panels to provide as much power as possible for the use.  
  
Limit the Number of Dispensaries in the City to a Maximum of Two. 
 
Staff developed the statistics below based on data obtained from the Greenway dispensary 
operator and estimates from the Limekiln operator.  Dispensary patients from within the City 
range from approximately 18 to 25-percent of the total patients. Approximately 21 to 55-percent 
of the patients come from the County of Santa Cruz while 20 to 60-percent come from out of the 
County.  Table Three, attached to this report, includes a breakdown on the number of patients 
that live within the City, the County and outside of the County for each dispensary.  
 
A Santa Cruz Medical Marijuana Market Study was submitted with the application materials for 
the proposed dispensary on Ingalls Street and is attached to this report. The market study used 
the County population of 250,000 to determine that a total of 3,000 adults or 1.5 percent of the 
adult population could be potential medical marijuana patients within the County. The study 
concludes that within the City of Santa Cruz, there would be 670 medical marijuana patients.  
 
Staff reviewed other agencies that have limited the number of dispensaries within their 
jurisdiction. Table Four, attached to this report, shows a comparison of the jurisdiction's 
population, limitation of dispensaries and the ratio of dispensaries to population that each City 
has in place.     
 
The two existing dispensaries operating within their permitted hours of operation provide 144 
combined hours available for the potential 670 City patients to purchase medicine six days per 
week. Based on the number of potential patients within the City and acknowledging the 
limitations other jurisdictions have placed on dispensaries, staff is recommending that the 
number of dispensaries that can operate within the City be limited at any one time to two, which 
will adequately serve the citizens of the City of Santa Cruz. 
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Add Residential Zone Districts to the 600 Foot Setback Siting Criteria. 
 
The two recent applications for new dispensaries have demonstrated the concern regarding the 
potential location of dispensaries near residential zone districts. Staff has analyzed a 600 foot 
setback from residential zone districts and determined that areas within the CC and IG zone 
district of Harvey West, and a small area of CT and CC zone districts adjacent to the Highway 1 
and 9 intersection and the IG zone district north of Delaware and east of Natural Bridges will 
meet the siting criteria. The attached map shows the remaining locations within the City where 
dispensaries could be located. A 600 foot setback from residential zones will eliminate many 
potential neighborhood conflicts with the proposed use while maintaining two distinct areas 
within the City for dispensaries to locate.  
 
Section 24.12.1300-2d allows the Planning Commission and/or City Council to grant an 
exception to the 600 foot distance requirement if the applicant can show that the public benefit 
outweighs the concerns regarding the intensity and compatibility of use and public health and 
safety.   
 
Limit the Quantity of Marijuana Dispensaries May Have on Site to Match State Law. 
 
Proposition 215, The Compassionate Use Act, included no limitations on the quantity of medical 
marijuana that can be grown or possessed. Senate Bill 420, The Medical Marijuana Program Act 
was approved in 2004 and included possession guidelines as well as the allowance for Counties 
and Cities to approve amounts that exceed those guidelines. The California Supreme Court 
recently ruled that state lawmakers were wrong to change provisions of the voter-approved 
Proposition 215. The high court said that only the voters can change amendments that they've 
added to California's constitution through the initiative process. In response to this recent court 
ruling, staff is recommending that dispensaries be limited to posses no more dried marijuana or 
plants than permitted by State Law and based on the number of members in the collective.  
 
Require Dispensaries to Provide an Operations Manual to Show the Collective Will Operate 
According to Chapter 6.9, Personal Medical Marijuana Use Criteria. 
 
In order to obtain Use Permits, the two existing facilities in the City had to demonstrate to 
decision makers how the dispensaries would conform to Chapter 6.9 of the Municipal Code, 
Personal Medical Marijuana Use. To do so, they provided an operation manual that described 
how the facility would operate in conformance with that section of the Municipal Code. Staff is 
proposing that the performance standards listed in Section 24.12.1300 include the requirement 
for the applicant to provide an operations manual in conformance with Chapter 6.9. The 
operations manual for the Limekiln and Dubois facilities has been attached to this report for your 
review. 
 
Require Access to Dispensary Financial and Operational Information. 
 
The City of Santa Cruz recognizes the status of a medical marijuana provider association when 
that association is in conformance with State Law and the operation criteria listed in Sections 
24.12.1300 and 6.90 the Municipal Code, and when the provider association limits the 
production and distribution of medical marijuana solely for medical use and not for profit.  The 
Planning Commission, City Council and members of the public have expressed concern that the 
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current ordinances do not contain a mechanism to ensure that the dispensaries operate as not-for-
profit businesses and as patient collectives according to relevant laws and guidelines. City staff 
has proposed additional language to be inserted under performance standards listed in Section 
24.12.1300 as well as an annual report requirement to be included in Section 6.90 Personal 
Medical Marijuana Use. The proposed language will allow City staff to verify that the 
dispensaries are operating in compliance with State Law and the Municipal Code.  
 
FINDING - SECTION 24.06.040 
 
The City Council must make the following finding in order to adopt amendments to the Zoning 
Ordinance: 
 
"That the public necessity, the general community welfare, and good zoning practice shall be 
served and furthered; and that the proposed amendment is in general conformance with the 
principles, policies and land use designation set forth in the General Plan, Local Coastal Plan and 
any adopted area or specific plan which may be pertinent." 
 
These ordinance revisions allow public necessity, general community welfare, and good zoning 
practice to be served and furthered. The proposed amendments will allow the City to provide 
uniform standards for the operation of medical marijuana dispensaries including allowed 
quantities, cultivation and siting criteria. The proposed amendments will protect and promote 
public safety and community welfare while at the same time not unduly restricting the 
development of an adequate number of medical marijuana dispensaries to serve City residents. 
The proposed ordinance amendment is in general conformance with the principles, policies and 
land use designation set forth in the General Plan, Local Coastal Plan and adopted area or 
specific plans within the City. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
 
The code amendment has been determined to be exempt from the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) in that the activity is covered under the general rule that CEQA applies only 
to projects, which have the potential for causing significant effect on the environment. The 
proposed amendments would not result in increased densities or intensification of uses.  The 
amendment is consistent with and serves to implement the City's General Plan and Local Coastal 
Program. Where it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the activity in 
question may have a significant effect on the environment, the activity is exempt from CEQA per 
Section 15061 (b)(3). 
 
SUMMARY 
 
The proposed ordinance amendments quantify and clarify the number and operational 
characteristics of medical marijuana dispensaries within the City of Santa Cruz. Staff 
recommends that the City Council adopt the proposed ordinance amendments. 
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FISCAL IMPACT:  Limiting the number of dispensaries in the City will limit potential sales tax 
revenue.  
 
Prepared by: 
Mike Ferry 
Associate Planner 

Submitted by: 
Juliana Rebagliati 
Planning Director 

Approved by: 
Richard C. Wilson 
City Manager 

ATTACHMENTS:  
• Proposed Ordinance Amendment Title 24, Zoning Ordinance 
• Proposed Ordinance Amendment Title 6, Personal Medical Marijuana Use 
• Minutes to the November 5, 2009 Planning Commission meeting 
• Minutes to the November 19, 2009 Planning Commission meeting 
• Table One – 2,000 square foot cultivation production estimates 
• Table Two – 10,000 square foot cultivation production estimates 
• Market Study for medical marijuana dispensary at 401 Ingalls Street 
• Table Three – Medical Marijuana Patients 
• Table Four - Population and Limitations of dispensaries in other jurisdictions 
• GIS Map of existing medical marijuana dispensaries and proposed restricted areas 
• Operations Manual for Limekiln Facility 
• Operations Manual for Dubois Facility 
• City Attorney Opinion 
• Letter from Tom Roth 
• Letter from ACLU in response to Tom Roth 
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ORDINANCE NO. 2010- 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ 
AMENDING TITLE 24 OF THE SANTA CRUZ MUNICIPAL CODE 

AND TO THE LOCAL COASTAL IMPLEMENTATION PLAN MODIFYING STANDARDS 
FOR MEDICAL MARIJUANA DISPENSARIES 

 
 BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Santa Cruz as follows: 
 
Section 1.  Title 24 of the Santa Cruz Municipal Code is hereby amended as follows: 
  

IG Zone District 

24.10.1510 USE PERMIT REQUIREMENT. 

1.    The following uses require an administrative use permit and are subject to other 
applicable requirements of the Municipal Code. (Numerical references at the end of these 
categories reflect the general use classifications listed in the city’s land use codes. Subcategories 
of uses within these use categories can be found in the land use codes, but they are not intended 
to be an exhaustive list of potential uses.) 

a.    Agriculture (000); 
b.    Auto services and repairs, including trucks, heavy equipment and auto towing, 

subject to performance standards in Section 24.12.900 (350); 
c.    Boat repairs (340D); 
d.    Churches (500); 
e.    Communication and information services (550); 
f.    Community organizations, associations, clubs and meeting halls (570); 
g.    Eating and drinking establishments, subject to live entertainment and alcohol 

regulations of Chapter 24.12 (280); 
h.    Educational facilities (public/private) (510); 
i.    Fabricated metal products (150); 
j.    Food and beverage stores (except liquor and convenience stores) (240); 
k.    Forestry services (010); 

1.    Government and public agencies (530); 
m.    Leather tanning (110); 
n.    Off-site public/private parking facilities, five or more spaces (930); 
o.    Other manufacturing and processing industries (except bulk petroleum, scrap 

and waste materials) (155); 
p.    Parks (700); 
q.    Stone, clay, glass products (140); 
r.    Temporary structures; 
s.    Transportation facilities (560); 
t.    Utilities and resources (540); 
u.    Wireless telecommunications facilities, subject to the regulations in Part 15 of 

Chapter 24.12. 
2.    The following uses require a special use permit and are subject to other applicable 

requirements of the Municipal Code. All industrial classifications from 125 to 145 shall comply 
with all performance standards listed in Part 2 of the Environmental Resource Management 
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provisions. (Numerical references at the end of these categories reflect the general use 
classifications listed in the city’s land use codes. Subcategories of uses within these use 
categories can be found in the land use codes, but they are not intended to be an exhaustive list of 
potential uses.) 

a.    Building material/garden supply stores (220) with 40,000 square feet or more 
including indoor floor area and outdoor storage, display, or sales areas. For building 
materials/garden supply stores of which 50% or more of the square footage will occupy an 
existing building, this threshold will be 75,000 square feet including indoor floor area and 
outdoor storage, display, or sales areas so long as vacant, available space in existing buildings in 
the IG zone exceeds 400,000 square feet. When the vacant, available square footage is less than 
400,000 square feet, the 40,000 square foot threshold will apply; 

b.    Chemicals and allied products, subject to performance standards (130); 
c.    Large family daycare; 
d.    Group quarters (850); 
e.    Multiple dwellings or condominiums subject to R-M district regulations (830, 

840); 
f.    Nightclubs/music halls, subject to live entertainment and alcohol regulations of 

Chapter 24.12 (630); 
g.    Paper and allied products subject to performance standards (125); 
h.    Parks and recreation facilities, subject to alcohol regulations in Part 12 of 

Chapter 24.12 (720); 
i.    Primary metals and material subject to performance standards (145); 
j.    Rubber, plastic, miscellaneous materials and products subject to performance 

standards (135); 
k.    Medical marijuana provider association dispensaries, as defined in Section 

24.22.539 and subject to the siting criteria and performance standards in Section 24.12.1300; 
l.    Horticulture, cultivating, harvesting and processing of medical marijuana by a 

bona-fide medical marijuana provider association provided that: (1) The medical marijuana 
product is used solely by a bona-fide medical marijuana provider association for distribution to 
its member patients at a legally authorized dispensary operation within the city; (2) security 
measures satisfactory to the Santa Cruz Police Department are met; (3) off-street freight loading 
and parking requirements of Section 24.12.240(q) are met; and (4) no marijuana product is 
consumed on-site; 

m.    Single-room occupancy (SRO) housing (860) under the following conditions: 
(1)    The site is located within one-quarter mile, (1,320 feet), of a grocery store. 
(2)    The lot size is less than 6,000 square feet. 
(3)    The SRO is part of a mixed use project, sharing the site and/or building with a use 

that is allowed under Section 24.10.1505, Principal Permitted Uses, is in conformance with 
Section 24.10.1540.2, and complies with the following requirements: 

(a)    The SRO development and the mixed use business are under one ownership. 
(b)    The amount of building space occupied by the non-residential use is either at a minimum 

equal to the SRO or residential use or the non-residential use occupies the entire ground floor of 
the development. 

(4)    Ambient interior noise levels can be mitigated below 45 decibels. 
(5)    Air quality on and around the site, including odors resulting from adjacent land 

uses, is not considered a potential health hazard and/or objectionable to residential use. 
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(Ord. 2005-30 § 12, 2005: Ord. 2005-15 § 14, 2005: Ord. 2004-27 § 12, 2004: Ord. 2004-24 § 1 
(part), 2004: Ord. 2002-02 § 1 (part), 2002: Ord. 2000-12 § 4, 2000: Ord. 96-39 § 23, 1996: Ord. 
95-04 § 8, 1995: Ord. 93-21 § 10, 1993; Ord. 89-37 § 2, 1989; Ord. 88-26 § 14, 1988; Ord. 87-22 
§ 8, 1987: Ord. 85-05 § 1 (part), 1985). 

24.10.1830 USE PERMIT REQUIREMENT. 
1.    The following uses are subject to approval administrative use permit and a design permit: 

a.    Daycare and foster homes for children; 
b.    Eating and drinking establishments; 
c.    Foster family homes; 
d.    Guest ranches; 
e.    Off-street parking facilities accessory and incidental to an adjacent commercial 

use; 
f.    Temporary structures; 
g.    Veterinary hospitals and clinics; 
h.    Accessory buildings containing plumbing fixtures subject to the provisions of 

Section 24.12.140. 
2.    The following uses are subject to approval of a special use permit and a design 

permit: 
a.    Agricultural processing plant; 
b.    Group care homes; 
c.    Helipads; 
d.    Institutions for children or the aged; 
e.    Kennels and riding stables; 
f.    Off-street parking facilities serving commercial districts within three hundred 

(300) feet of the site; 
g.    Outdoor theaters, golf driving ranges, and other similar open-air commercial 

recreation facilities; 
h.    Public and private noncommercial recreation areas, buildings and facilities 

such as parks, country clubs, golf courses, and riding, swimming and tennis clubs; 
i.    Public and quasi-public buildings and uses including administrative, 

recreational, educational, religious, cultural, public utility or public service uses; but not 
including corporation yards, storage or repair yards, and warehouses; 

j.    Quarters, accommodation, or areas for transient labor, such as labor cabins or 
labor supply camps; 

k.    Horticulture, cultivating, harvesting and processing of medical marijuana by a 
bona-fide medical marijuana provider association provided that: (1) The medical marijuana 
product is used solely by a bona-fide medical marijuana provider association for distribution to 
its member patients at a legally authorized dispensary operation within the city; (2) security 
measures satisfactory to the Santa Cruz Police Department are met; (3) off-street freight loading 
and parking requirements of Section 24.12.240(q) are met; and (4) no marijuana product is 
consumed on-site. 
(Ord. 2000-12 § 5, 2000: Ord. 88-60 § 29, 1988; Ord. 88-26 § 15, 1988: Ord. 85-05 § 1 (part), 
1985). 
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24.22.539 MEDICAL MARIJUANA PROVIDER ASSOCIATION DISPENSARIES. 

A nonresidential occupancy that is limited to the cultivation, production, acquisition and 
dispensing of medical marijuana  and further by the siting criteria, performance standards and 
conditions of approval imposed on each establishment by the zoning board and zoning 
administrator, pursuant to Sections 24.08.040 and 24.12.1300 of this code. In addition, this use 
shall not be permitted as an accessory use to any other principal, special, or conditional use nor 
may it be permitted as a home business within any district of the city. 
(Ord. 2000-12 § 7, 2000). 

24.12.1300 SPECIAL USE PERMIT REQUIREMENT FOR MEDICAL MARIJUANA 
PROVIDER ASSOCIATION DISPENSARIES. 

1.    Special Use Permit Required. Medical marijuana provider association dispensaries, as 
defined by Section 24.22.539, may be allowed in C-C (Community Commercial), C-T 
(Thoroughfare Commercial) and I-G (General Industrial) districts, provided that they meet the 
siting criteria and performance standards described below and are so authorized pursuant to the 
procedures described in Section 24.08.040 for a special use permit. Special use permits shall be 
limited to no more than two dispensaries operating within the City of Santa Cruz and shall 
include the following conditions and operating procedures, in addition to the other requirements 
set forth in Sections 24.10.700 through 24.10.750 (for C-C Districts), 24.10.900 through 
24.10.950 (for C-T Districts), and 24.10.1500 through 24.10.1540 (for I.G. Districts). 

2.    Siting Criteria. Applicants for a special use permit for a medical marijuana provider 
association dispensary must meet the following siting criteria prior to city consideration of a 
special use permit application: 

a.    The proposed location shall lie within a Community Commercial (C-C), 
Thoroughfare Commercial (C-T), or General Industrial (I-G) District. 

b.    If the proposed location is located within fifty feet of any legal dwelling unit or 
other residential use, the applicant shall be required to demonstrate to the zoning board that the 
use would not create an intensity of use that is incompatible with the nearby residential use and 
that the association would employ security measures that would insure that the use would not 
adversely affect the security and safety of the neighborhood residential uses. 

c.    The proposed location shall not be located within six hundred feet of any residential 
zone district, any other medical marijuana provider association dispensary establishment, any 
public or private educational establishment serving persons under the age of 18 years, a public 
park with a children’s playground, an alcohol or other drug abuse recovery or treatment facility, 
or any community care residential facility providing mental health/social rehabilitation services. 
For the purpose of this subsection, the six-hundred-foot distance requirement shall be measured 
from the periphery of the property boundary of such establishments. With respect to a public 
park with children’s playground, the six-hundred-foot distance shall be measured from the 
periphery of the playground area. 

d.    The zoning board planning commission or the city council on appeal, may grant an 
exception to the six-hundred-foot distance requirement between the medical marijuana provider 
association dispensary and the above-referenced uses, except in the case of proximity to public 
educational uses, only if the applicant can establish findings are made that the general any public 
benefit that could be served by the issuance of the special use permit would outweigh concerns 
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regarding intensity of use, land use compatibility and public health and safety. The burden of 
proof is on the Applicant to show demonstrate that the overall effect would be positive. 

3.    Performance Standards. Medical marijuana provider association dispensaries, once 
permitted, shall meet the following operating procedures and performance standards for the 
duration of the use: 

a.    The association shall meet all the operating criteria for the cultivation, production, 
acquisition and dispensing of medical marijuana  dispensing of medical marijuana as may be 
required of the Santa Cruz city council and police department, including security concerns, 
and/or the county health department or their designee. 

b.    The association shall meet all the operating criteria for the cultivation, production, 
acquisition and dispensing of medical marijuana dispensing of medical marijuana as required by 
the city council’s administrative guidelines for the operation of medical marijuana dispensaries 
and gardens adopted pursuant to Ordinance 2000-06. (See Chapter 6.90, Personal Medical 
Marijuana Use.) 

c.    No product shall be grown or harvested on the premises. 
c.    Dispensaries may possess no more dried marijuana or plants per qualified member 

patient or caregiver than permitted in strict accordance with State Law. The area within the 
dispensary used for cultivation of marijuana shall be limited to no more than 2,000 square feet of 
floor area.   

d.    No product shall be smoked, ingested or otherwise consumed on the premises. 
e.    The hours of operation shall be limited to no more than 7:00 AM to 7:00 PM, 

Monday through Friday if located within fifty feet of a residential use, and shall be limited to no 
more than 7:00 AM to 7:00 PM Monday through Saturday if located at a distance greater than 
fifty feet from a residential use. 

f.    Parking shall be provided according to the standard for retail pharmacy use as set 
forth in Section 24.12.240(aa). In addition to that requirement, whenever feasible, a passenger 
drop-off and pick-up parking zone shall be provided on the premises or immediately adjacent to 
the site. In no case shall double-parking by clients, caretakers, visitors or delivery vehicles be 
permitted. 

g.    The association shall prohibit loitering by persons outside the establishment, either 
on the premises or within fifty feet of the premises. 

h.    The association shall provide litter removal services each day of operation on and in 
front of the premises and, if necessary, on public sidewalks within fifty feet of the premises. 

i.    The association shall provide adequate security on the premises, including lighting 
and alarms, to insure the safety of persons and to protect the premises from theft. 

j.    Exterior lighting of the parking area shall be kept at a sufficient intensity so as to 
provide adequate lighting for patrons, while not disturbing surrounding residential or commercial 
areas. 

k.    Signage for the establishment shall be limited to one wall sign not to exceed twenty 
square feet in area, and one identifying sign not to exceed two square feet in area; such signs 
shall not be directly illuminated. 

l.    The association shall provide the zoning administrator, the chief of police and all 
neighbors located within fifty feet of the establishment with the name, phone number and 
facsimile number of an on-site community relations staff person to whom one can provide notice 
if there are operating problems associated with the establishment. The association shall make 
every good faith effort to encourage neighbors to call this person to try to solve operating 
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problems, if any, before any calls or complaints are made to the police department or the zoning 
administrator. 

m.    The association shall post a copy of the conditions of approval for the special use 
permit on the premises in a place where it may be readily viewed by any member of the general 
public. 

n.    The association shall meet any specific additional operating procedures and 
measures as may be imposed as conditions of approval by the zoning board or zoning 
administrator at the time of issuance of the special use permit in order to insure that the 
association will be a good neighbor. 

o. In addition to the required application materials, the association shall submit an 
operations manual to describe the operation of the facility in conformance with these 
performance standards and Chapter 6.90, Personal Medical Marijuana Use. 

p.  To offset power consumption, the association shall install solar panels to provide 
as much power as possible for the indoor cultivation of medical marijuana.  

q. No association shall operate for profit. Cash and in-kind contributions, 
reimbursements, and reasonable compensation provided by members towards the associations 
actual expenses for the growth, cultivation, and provision of medical marijuana shall be allowed 
provided that they are in strict compliance with State Law. All such cash and in-kind amounts 
and items shall be fully documented and a report of such shall be submitted to the City in 
accordance with Section 6.90 of the Municipal Code.   

 
4.    Findings. In approving a special use permit, it shall be determined by the hearing body 

that all of the following apply: 
a.    The proposed use complies with all of the mandatory requirements of this section 

and other applicable sections of this code and applicable policies of the General Plan; 
b.    The proposed use will not adversely affect the health, safety or welfare of area 

residents or businesses, or uses, or will not result in an undue concentration in any one 
neighborhood or district and will not be located within proximity of an incompatible use, such as 
a children’s school, day care facility or children’s’ play area; 

c.    The operational characteristics of the proposed use, such as hours of operation, 
noise, odor, amount and location of parking, signage, loitering and litter, will not have a negative 
impact upon the surrounding area; 

d.    The proposed use is compatible with the sizes and types of other neighboring uses in 
the surrounding area, particularly those used primarily by persons under the age of 18; 

e.    The proposed use is not located in what has been determined by the Santa Cruz 
police department to be a high-crime area, where a disproportionate number of police service 
calls occur, or where there is currently parking congestion; and 

f.    The proposed use, as a nonresidential occupancy, shall meet all the building code 
requirements for such occupancy and, if proposing to locate in a legal dwelling unit, shall 
comply with all local standards, requirements and provisions for converting dwelling units to 
nonresidential use. 

5.    Conditions. The zoning board planning commission, or city council on appeal, may deny 
any application which is inconsistent with the above-noted findings, or may impose any 
additional conditions on the applicant or proposed location reasonably related thereto, or to the 
health, safety or welfare of the community, in addition to the specific requirements set forth in 
Section 24.12.1300. 
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6.    Violations and Abatement. The zoning administrator may issue a cease and desist order or 
“stop order” for all activities subject to this special use permit for any establishment deemed by 
the zoning administrator to be in violation of any condition of approval of the special use permit 
or to otherwise constitute a public nuisance. The stop order shall be in effect immediately, 
pursuant to the procedures of Section 24.04.221. Upon issuance of the stop order, the zoning 
administrator shall schedule a public hearing to consider the revocation of the special use permit 
pursuant to Section 24.04.225. 
(Ord. 2000-12 § 6, 2000). 
 
Section 2.  For areas outside of the Coastal Zone, this Ordinance shall take effect and be in force 
thirty (30) days after final adoption.  For areas inside of the Coastal Zone, this Ordinance shall 
take effect and be in force upon certification of this Ordinance by the California Coastal 
Commission. 
 

PASSED FOR PUBLICATION this ___ day of March, 2010, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:     
 
NOES:     
 
ABSENT:    
 
DISQUALIFIED:   
    
      APPROVED:  __________________________ 

          Mayor 
ATTEST:  _____________________ 
    City Clerk 
 

PASSED FOR FINAL ADOPTION this ___ day of ______, 2010, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:     
 
NOES:     
 
ABSENT:    
 
DISQUALIFIED:   
 
This is to certify that the above 
and foregoing document is the 
original of Ordinance No. 
and that it has been published or 
posted in accordance with the 
Charter of the City of Santa Cruz. 
 
_____________________ 
 City Clerk 
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ORDINANCE NO. 2010-____ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ ADDING SECTION 6.90.085 TO THE 
SANTA CRUZ MUNICIPAL CODE PERTAINING TO ANNUAL REPORTS FROM 

MEDICAL MARIJUANA PROVIDER ASSOCIATION DISPENSARIES 
 
BE IT ORDAINED by the City of Santa Cruz as follows: 

Section 1.  Section 6.90.085 is hereby added to the Santa Cruz Municipal Code to read as 
follows: 
 
6.90.085 ANNUAL REPORTS. 

A. Report Requirements/Contents of Report. Each medical marijuana provider association 
dispensary operating in the City shall, on an annual basis, submit a report to the City Manager.  
Reports shall be on a calendar year basis and shall be submitted no later than May 31 following 
the calendar year to which the report pertains (for example, a dispensary’s 2010 annual report 
will be submitted to the City Manager no later than May 31, 2011).  The report shall document 
the dispensary’s compliance with the requirements of the Compassionate Use Act (California 
Health and Safety Code Section 11357 et seq.), the Medical Marijuana Practices Act (California 
Health and Safety Code Sections 11362.7 et seq.), California Attorney General Guidelines 
promulgated pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section 11362.81(d), and this 
chapter as those statutes, guidelines and ordinances currently read or may hereafter be amended.  
In addition to verifying legal compliance, the annual reports shall be used by the City to 
periodically assess the adequacy and level of medical marijuana service available in the City for 
qualified patients who live in the City.  At a minimum, the annual report shall provide the 
following information for the calendar year to which the report pertains: 
 
1. The number of medical marijuana product sales transacted by the dispensary during the 
calendar year specifying: 
 (a) The percentage of those sales transacted with qualified patients who live in the 
City, or their primary caregivers; 
 (b) The percentage of those sales transactions with qualified patients who live in the 
County of Santa Cruz but outside the City, or their primary caregivers; 
 (c) The percentage of those sales transactions with qualified patients who live outside 
the County of Santa Cruz, or their primary caregivers; 
 (d) The percentage of those sales transactions in which the price of the product sold 
was discounted to account for the qualified patient’s inability to pay the regular sales price.  Of 
these transactions, the percentage transacted with City residents, non-City residents of the County 
of Santa Cruz, and out-of-County residents; 
 (e)  The percentage of those sale transactions that were conducted on a non-cash or 
non-credit/debit card basis and an explanation of the consideration provided by the qualified 
patient or primary caregiver in lieu of cash or credit/debit card. 
2. A list of each type of medical marijuana product sold by the dispensary during the 
calendar year and the price charged for that product by the dispensary. 
3. The percentage of the dispensary’s revenue for the calendar year which was devoted to 
the procurement and/or production of the dispensary’s medical marijuana products inventory. 
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4. The percentage of the dispensary’s revenue for the calendar year used to underwrite the 
dispensary’s non-salary/benefit cost overhead and an itemization of those overhead categories. 
5. The percentage of the dispensary’s revenue for the calendar year used to underwrite the 
dispensary’s salary and benefit costs for dispensary employees who are not officers, directors or 
owners of the dispensary. 
6. The percentage of the dispensary’s revenue for the calendar year used to underwrite the 
dispensary’s salary and benefit costs for the dispensary’s officers, directors and/or owners. 
7. The number of marijuana plants and clones cultivated by the dispensary during the 
calendar year, if any. 
8. If the dispensary itself is the designated primary caregiver for any of the qualified patients 
to whom it dispenses medical marijuana products, for each such qualified patient:   
 (a) The date upon which the dispensary first dispensed medical marijuana products to 
the qualified patient;  
 (b) The date upon which the qualified patient designated the dispensary as the 
qualified patient’s primary caregiver;  
 (c) A list of all services, other than the dispensing of medical marijuana products, that 
the dispensary provided to the qualified patient during the calendar year and the dates upon 
which those services were provided; and   
 (d) Whether the qualified patient is a City resident, a non-City resident of the County 
of Santa Cruz or an out of County resident. 
9. Proof that the dispensary is currently registered with the California Secretary of State as a 
“collective” or “cooperative” pursuant to the California Corporations Code, that said registration 
remains active, and that the dispensary remains in good standing with the California Secretary of 
State.   
10. Proof that the dispensary maintains a current seller’s permit issued by the California State 
Board of Equalization. 
11. Per Attorney General Guideline (August 2008) IV.A.1., proof that: 
 (a) The dispensary is democratically controlled; 
 (b) The dispensary is a not for profit entity and recognized as such by the California 
Secretary of State; 
 (c) The dispensary’s earnings and savings are used for the general welfare of the 
dispensary’s members or are equitably distributed to the dispensary’s members in the form of 
cash, property, credit or services. 
12. Per Attorney General Guidelines (August 2008) IV.B.1., proof that the dispensary obtains 
its marijuana and marijuana products exclusively from dispensary members. 
B. Confidentiality. To the extent permitted by law the City Manager shall treat the 
annual reports as confidential documents but shall be authorized to disclose the reports to the 
City Council.  Nothing in this section shall be construed as prohibiting the City from complying 
with a court order or subpoena or with a Public Records Act or Freedom of Information Act 
request to the extent that any such order, subpoena or request would legally require disclosure of 
all or a portion of the report.  However, prior to complying with any such order, subpoena or 
request the City Manager shall give prompt notice thereof to the affected dispensary and thereby 
afford the dispensary with an opportunity to apply to a court of competent jurisdiction for a 
protective order prohibiting or limiting disclosure.   
C. Verification. Upon receipt of an annual report called for by this Section, the City 
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Manager shall have the authority to require the dispensary submitting the report to produce any 
documentation in the dispensary’s possession upon which the dispensary bases any of the 
information set forth in the report.  Upon review of the documentation and verification of the 
information in the report for which the documentation was submitted, the City Manager shall 
return all such documentation to the dispensary and shall not maintain copies of any such 
documents in City files. 
D. Penalty of Perjury. All annual reports, submitted pursuant to this Section shall be 
signed by an officer, director or owner of the dispensary for which the report was submitted 
under penalty of perjury verifying that the information set forth in the report is true, correct and 
complete.   
E. City Manager.  As used in this Section the term City Manager shall refer to the 
City Manager or the person designated by the City Manager to perform the duties of the City 
Manager specified in this Section. 
Section 2.  This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty (30) days after its final adoption. 
 
 
 PASSED FOR PUBLICATION this       day of                 , 2010, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:    
 
NOES:    
 
ABSENT:   
 
DISQUALIFIED:  
 
 
      APPROVED: ____________________________ 
         Mayor 
 
ATTEST: ____________________________ 
   City Clerk 
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 PASSED FOR FINAL ADOPTION this          day of                      , 2010, by the 
following vote: 
 
AYES:    
 
NOES:    
 
ABSENT:   
 
DISQUALIFIED:  
 
 
      APPROVED: _____________________________ 
          Mayor 
 
ATTEST: ________________________ 
  City Clerk 
 
 
This is to certify that the above  
and foregoing document is the  
original of Ordinance No. 2010-____ 
and that it has been published or  
posted in accordance with the  
Charter of the City of Santa Cruz. 
 
___________________________ 
 City Clerk 
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Excerpts of the Action Minutes  
of the Planning Commission 

Meeting of November 5, 2009 
 
 

2. Ordinance Amendment A09-0003 City-wide 
Amendment to Title 24 of the Santa Cruz Municipal Code and the Local Coastal 
Implementation Plan and Title 6 of the Santa Cruz Municipal Code modifying standards 
for Medical Marijuana Dispensaries and Personal Medical Marijuana Use. 
(Environmental Determination: Exempt from CEQA) (City of Santa Cruz, applicant, 
filed: 10/08/09) MF  
RECOMMENDATION: That the Planning Commission recommend to the City 
Council approval of an amendment to the Municipal Code with a finding that said 
amendment, in accordance with Title 24 and Title 6 of the Municipal Code, serve 
and further the public necessity, the general community welfare, and good zoning 
practice; and that the amendment is in general conformance with the principles, 
policies and land use designation set forth in the General Plan, Local Coastal Plan 
and any adopted area or specific plan which many be pertinent. 
  
Assistant Director Khoury introduced Associate Planner Ferry who presented the staff 
report. 

 
 The Commissioners asked questions regarding: 

� Sizes of grow houses 
� Amounts of electricity needed 
� Record keeping 
� What population dispensaries serve  
� Taxation policies 

 
 Chair Quartararo called for a break at 8:20 P.M. The meeting reconvened at 8:30 P.M. 
 
 The Public Hearing was opened. 
 
 Speakers included: 
  Lisa Molyneux of Greenway Compassionate Relief 
  Stuart Kriege, applicant for a new dispensary 
  Mark Sanchez, business owner 
  K. E. Sampson of Santa Cruz Patients Collective 
  Grant Palmer 
  Mark Millenacker, Attorney 
 
 The Commissioners asked questions of the speakers and made comments regarding: 

� Client confidentiality 
� Non-profit organizations and how they are defined 
� Audits recommended by staff 
� Needs of the citizens of Santa Cruz 
� Limitation of two dispensaries creating a monopoly for the existing two 
� What benefits come from grow space 
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Meeting of November 5, 2009 
Page 2 of 2 
 
 

� What percentage of patients are from the City of Santa Cruz 
� Whether costs to the patient from dispensaries are lower than illegal drugs 

on the street 
� How limits of 2000 square feet affect production 
� Whether the current dispensaries are non-profit 
� Whether the City can limit the distribution to only City residents 

 
ACTION: Commissioner Foster moved and Commissioner Tustin seconded that the 

Planning Commission recommend approval of the ordinance amendment to 
the City Council with special care to review more carefully what is 
happening with non-profits and city monitoring to make certain they are 
truly nonprofit. The vote was tied at 3-3 with Commissioners Foster, Warner 
and Tustin voting in favor and Commissioners Quartararo, Daly and Schultz 
voting against. The motion failed for lack of a majority. 

 
ACTION: Commissioner Schultz moved and Commissioner Tustin seconded that the 

matter be continued to the November 19 meeting with a reading from City 
Attorney regarding non-profit status and clarification from staff on the 
potential production numbers associated with grow houses.. The motion 
carried by a vote of 6-0 with Commissioners Quartararo, Schultz, Daly, 
Foster, Tustin and Warner voting in favor. 
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Excerpts of the Action Minutes  
of the Planning Commission 

Meeting of November 19, 2009 
 
 

1. Ordinance Amendment              A09-0003                             City-wide 
(Continued from the November 5, 2009 meeting). 
Amendment to Title 24 of the Santa Cruz Municipal Code and the Local Coastal 
Implementation Plan and Title 6 of the Santa Cruz Municipal Code modifying standards 
for Medical Marijuana Dispensaries and Personal Medical Marijuana Use. 
(Environmental Determination: Exempt from CEQA) (City of Santa Cruz, applicant, 
filed: 10/08/09). 

 RECOMMENDATION:  That the Planning Commission recommend to the City 
Council approval of an amendment to the Municipal Code with a finding that said 
amendment, in accordance with Title 24 and Title 6 of the Municipal Code, serves 
and furthers the public necessity, the general community welfare, and good zoning 
practice; and that the amendment is in general conformance with the principles, 
policies and land use designation set forth in the General Plan, Local Coastal Plan 
and any adopted area or specific plan which may be pertinent. 

   
Director Rebagliati recapped information from the previous meeting and introduced 
Associate Planner Ferry to report updated information. 
 
The Public Hearing was closed at the last meeting so the meeting proceeded directly to 
discussion. 
 
The commissioners discussed a number of issues including: 

� Differences among collectives, cooperatives and non-profits  
� Limiting the discussion to land use issues 
� Attorney General’s guidelines and ordinance compliance 
� Whether grow houses should be separate businesses or only attached to 

the dispensary 
� Whether limit of 2000 square feet of grow space is adequate 
� Definition of a Primary Caregiver  
� Whether a limit of 2 facilities is reasonable 

 
Commissioner Tustin noted that she and Commissioner Warner had visited the two current 
dispensaries and that they appeared safe, secure, clean and well run. 
 
ACTION: Commissioner Schultz moved and Commissioner Foster seconded to reopen 

the public hearing. The motion failed 2-5 with Commissioners Schultz and 
Foster in favor and Commissioners Quartararo, Kasparowitz, Daly, Tustin 
and Warner opposed. 
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Excerpts of the Planning Commission 
Meeting of November 19, 2009 
Page 2 of 2 
 
 
 
ACTION: Commissioner Daly moved and Commissioner Warner seconded that the 

Planning Commission recommend APPROVAL of the ordinance amendment 
to the City Council with a change in the language of the financial condition to 
require an annual audit to be provided at a time certain. The motion passed 
5-2 with Commissioners Quartararo, Daly, Foster, Tustin and Warner in 
favor and Commissioners Schultz and Kasparowitz opposed. 

 
Commissioners Schultz and Kasparowitz both expressed that their opposition to the ordinance 
was due to the ordinance limitation of 2 dispensaries. Commissioner Kasparowitz also was in 
opposition to the mandatory requirement for solar panels for grow houses. 
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Table One 
 

2,000 Square Foot Grow Area 
(Annual production) 

 
 Processed marijuana Clones 

Limekiln 125 lbs. 20,000 
Dubois 

(Greenway) 
150 lbs. 25,000 

Sheriff’s expert 300 - 432 lbs. 117,504 
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Table Two 
 

10,000 Square Foot Grow Area 
(Annual production) 

 
 Processed marijuana Clones 

Limekiln 625 lbs. 100,000 
Dubois 

(Greenway) 
750 lbs. 125,000 

Sheriff’s expert 1,500 – 2,160 lbs. 587,520 
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Table Three 
 

Medical Marijuana Patients 
 

              Dubois                             Limekiln 
 Clients Percent Clients Percent 

Within City  804 18.1% 350 25% 
Within County 954 21.4% 770 55% 
Outside County 2,694 60.5% 280 20% 
Total 4,452 100% 1400 100% 
Distance traveled    1 to 200 miles 1 to 50 miles 
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                                         Table Four 
                                                 

City Population Limitation of 
Dispensaries 

Ratio of 
dispensaries 

to 
population 

Berkeley 105,000 3 1:35,000 
Oakland 420,000 4 1:105,000 
Santa 
Rosa 

161,000 2 1:80,500 

Los 
Angeles 

4,001,483 70 1:57,164 

Santa 
Cruz 

59,000 2 (proposed) 1:29,500 
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City Council Meeting Calendar March 1, 2010 

Date Time Location Topic 
March 23, 2010 1:30 p.m. 

 

3:00 p.m. 
and 

7:00 p.m. 

Courtyard Conf. Room  
 
 

Council Chambers 
 

Regular Council/Agency Closed Session 
 
 

Regular Council/Redevelopment Agency 
Open Sessions 

April 13, 2010 1:30 p.m. 
 

3:00 p.m. 
and 

7:00 p.m. 

Courtyard Conf. Room  
 
 

Council Chambers 
 

Regular Council/Agency Closed Session 
 
 

Regular Council/Redevelopment Agency 
Open Sessions 

 
April 20, 2010 

 
4:00 p.m. 

 
Council Chambers 

 
Special City Council Meeting – Capital 
Improvement Program Budget Review 

April 27, 2010 1:30 p.m. 
 

3:00 p.m. 
and 

7:00 p.m. 

Courtyard Conf. Room  
 
 

Council Chambers 
 

Regular Council/Agency Closed Session 
 
 

Regular Council/Redevelopment Agency 
Open Sessions 

May 11, 2010 1:30 p.m. 
 

3:00 p.m. 
and 

7:00 p.m. 

Courtyard Conf. Room  
 
 

Council Chambers 
 

Regular Council/Agency Closed Session 
 
 

Regular Council/Redevelopment Agency 
Open Sessions 

May 25, 2010 1:30 p.m. 
 

3:00 p.m. 
and 

7:00 p.m. 

Courtyard Conf. Room  
 
 

Council Chambers 
 

Regular Council/Agency Closed Session 
 
 

Regular Council/Redevelopment Agency 
Open Sessions 

June 7, 2010 
 
and 
June 9, 2010 (if 
necessary) 

8:30 a.m. – 
5:00 p.m. 

 
1:00 p.m. – 
5:00 p.m. 

 
 
Council Chambers 

 
 
Special Meeting – Budget Hearings 

June 8, 2010 1:30 p.m. 
 

3:00 p.m. 
and 

7:00 p.m. 

Courtyard Conf. Room  
 
 

Council Chambers 
 

Regular Council/Agency Closed Session 
 
 

Regular Council/Redevelopment Agency 
Open Sessions 

June 22, 2010 1:30 p.m. 
 

3:00 p.m. 
and 

7:00 p.m. 

Courtyard Conf. Room  
 
 

Council Chambers 
 

Regular Council/Agency Closed Session 
 
 

Regular Council/Redevelopment Agency 
Open Sessions 

July 13, 2010 1:30 p.m. 
 

3:00 p.m. 
and 

7:00 p.m. 

Courtyard Conf. Room  
 
 

Council Chambers 
 

Regular Council/Agency Closed Session 
 
 

Regular Council/Redevelopment Agency 
Open Sessions 

July 27, 2010 1:30 p.m. 
 

3:00 p.m. 
and 

7:00 p.m. 

Courtyard Conf. Room  
 
 

Council Chambers 
 

Regular Council/Agency Closed Session 
 
 

Regular Council/Redevelopment Agency 
Open Sessions 
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 Council Membership in City Groups and Outside Agencies 
Councilmembers will have the opportunity to present oral updates to Council and the public.  
Councilmembers may provide direction, request additional information or that a topic raised be 
agendized for future Council action.  The Presiding Officer may request oral updates from Council 
ad hoc Committees. 
 
The Presiding Officer will ask representatives of each entity if there is any oral update. 

��������	
������
���������� ���������������
�
�������������	�����
�
��������
����
���
������������ �!�"�#�����$�%!���&����������
����
��

������	��������������'�
����

(�)��
��*����������'�)*���
*
�����������+��,
���

*!����
$��!�"��(��$�
"!�����
��������!� 

�������-������������

���&�.��� �!����-
/�$�%!���&�����$�"!�����
����
���������������������& %!���&�����$�*��&��/

������
����
��

���	
�
��
���&�0�������1��������� �!����-
/�$��!�"�#������

���������������������&������"
2�
�
�����
� 3!��
�
���

*�/���/�������
�
������2�������� �!����-
/�$��!�"�#������

4��������*

��2�
������������������0��
�������� "!�����
���$�*!����
$��!����-
/��

��#�����5�����+�/
������-����������&� 3!��
�
��$��!�"��(��$��!����-
/������!��

��#�����6������������-������ �!�"��(���

��������
����6�����������������������6���� *!����
�

����
�
������7��	�
&�����+�����������������*�������� 89:9�������	�)��������
 

+�#������	
����������

� *!����
$��!�"��(��$��!�"�#������

����������;��
�<��
����%��(�6���
� 3!��
�
��$��!����-
/��

�������������������-��&�
�1���
�/��(� *!��-�
��(
�$��!�������-�����!��

���������������������6���
������(
�$�;��!� �!�"�#������

����������;��
����
&�)���
������
�
���������%��(�6���
� �!�"��(��$��������-�
��
������
����
��
��#��
����$����������������
����
��

������������
���2�������%�������*������������& �!�"��(��$��!�"�#������

����������"
�������%����2������������������������"%��� *!����
$��!�"�#����������
����
��

��������
���
��+��������������

� "!�����
���$��!����-
/�$��!�"�#������

+�#��������
�������-
��
2�������
��/����#
�-
��&���������
����#
�&
�
����
&�#���-
�+�
��&�����		��
�!�
 

 20.-1


