THOUSAND OAKS CITY COUNCIL

Supplemental
Information
Packet

Agenda Related Items - Meeting of October 22, 2019
Supplemental Packet Date: October 22, 2019

2:30 p.m.

Supplemental Information:

Any agenda related public documents received and distributed to a majority of the City Council after the
Agenda Packet is printed are included in Supplemental Packets. Supplemental Packets are produced as
needed, typically a minimum of two—one available on the Thursday preceding the City Council meeting and
the second on Tuesday at the meeting. The Thursday Supplemental Packet is available for public inspection
in the City Clerk Department, 2100 E. Thousand Oaks Boulevard, during normal business hours (main location
pursuant to the Brown Act, G.C. 54957.5(2). Both the Thursday and Tuesday Supplemental Packets are
available for public review at the City Council meeting in the City Council Chambers, 2100 E. Thousand Oaks

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA):

In compliance with the ADA, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting or other services in
conjunction with this meeting, please contact the City Clerk Department at (805) 449-2151. Assisted listening
devices are available at this meeting. Ask City Clerk staff if you desire to use this device. Upon request, the
agenda and documents in this agenda packet, can be made available in appropriate alternative formats to
persons with a disability. Notification at least 48 hours prior to the meeting or time when services are needed
will assist City staff in assuring reasonable arrangements can be made to provide accessibility to the meeting
or service.




Public Works Department

ity of MEMORANDUM

I h d O I( 2100 Thousand Oaks Boulevard * Thousand Oaks, CA 91362
Ousa n a S Phone 805/449.2400 = Fax 805/449.2475 = www.toaks.org

TO: Andrew P. Powers, City Manager
FROM: Jay T. Spurgin, Public Works Director
DATE: October 22, 2019

SUBJECT: Agenda Item No. 8.A. Thousand Oaks Transit Program
Modifications

Add the following additional public comments to Agenda Iltem No. 8.A., Attachment
#4, forwarded as received.

Via E-Mail: (Received 10/22/19)

“I hope the fairs will not be going up. | think 4.00 is going to be a lot of money
pure ride . Most people live on a Budget. | work 3 days a week and this will
be a lot of money because last time it went up to much. I think in a couple
years it should go up. you might loses a lot of people if you raises the fair”

Received via On-line Survey: (Received 10/21/19)
1. “Seniors should continue to ride free with d.a.r. card.”

2. “Increasing DAR charges by 25% is too much. Seniors didn't get a 25%
increase in SS benefits. Camarillo had a 1 month DAR pass for unlimited
usage - very popular. Likewise increasing bus for seniors to .50 will impact
my ridership. Please keep it free for another 2 years and try promoting it
more aggressively. Seniors ride the L.A. Metro buses for .35 for more
frequent service than T.O. At least be somewhat competitive if you have
to charge anything --keep it to .25 or an inexpensive monthly pass for
seniors equal to .10 aprox per ride.”

TO COUNCIL: 10/22/2019
AGENDA ITEM NO.: 8.A.
MEETING DATE: 10/22/2019




From: Janell Kluss <1cooljag@gmail.com>

Subject: Proposed apartment complex at Reino and Maurice

Date: October 20, 2019 at 5:50:18 PM PDT

To: rmccoy@toaks.org, aadam@toaks.org, bengler@toaks.org, claudiadslowgrowth@roadrunner.com,
ejones@toaks.org

Dear City Council Members,

Regarding the proposed development on the corner of Maurice Dr. and Reino Rd. Please find attached
statement from Twin Oaks homeowners association and petition opposing the proposed development,
signed by homeowners.

Thank you,

Janell Kluss

Twin Oaks Homeowners Association President

TO COUNCIL: 10/22/2019
AGENDA ITEM NO.: 9.A.
MEETING DATE: 10/22/2019




Statement Against Apartments at Maurice Dr. and Reino Rd.

October 21, 2019

Members of the City Council,

My name is Janell Kluss and | am one of the Co-Presidents of the Twin Oaks Homeowners
Association. Twin Oaks consists of 110 single family homes and is adjacent to the proposed property.

Over the last two weekends, our board members have walked our neighborhood asking our
neighbors how they felt about the proposed development. We took a petition asking for their signature
if they opposed the building of a 27 unit apartment complex and 10 townhomes. We have collected 101
signatures.

Many of the residents were surprised to hear that Mr. Cohan was still proposing a total of 37
units after the previous council meeting, they were under the impression that the council members had
told Mr. Cohan to come back with a proposal of no more than 25 medium density homes. This proposal
is still high density.

Most of Twin Oaks residents said that they feel that having that many people on that small of a
parcel will directly affect our neighborhood with an elevation in noise, traffic and parking. Twin Oaks
residents own our neighborhood streets and we have very limited overflow parking and guest parking.
We are concerned that people will choose to park on Fallbrook in our neighborhood when the spots on
the apartment complex are full.

With the placement and size of the lot, only one driveway in and out of the complex is feasible,
and having many cars exiting to turn left onto Reino Rd. is going to affect that already hazardous
intersection. We are further concerned that in order to avoid making a left turn out of the complex, the
residents will instead choose to turn right and drive down Fallbrook through our neighborhood to
connect with Kimber Dr., greatly increasing the traffic on what is already a very busy street.

The fact that Mr. Cohan is requesting multiple code variances indicates that there are still too
many units in the proposed plan for a property of this size. A properly designed plan with fewer units, no
more that 2 stories in height would not require variances for height and setback. Such a plan would
better mesh with the surrounding neighborhoods. At the previous meeting, Mr. Cohan commented that
he would actually make more money were he to build 25 townhomes.

We would ask the council members to please limit the total number of homes on that corner to
a maximum of 25 medium density homes as previously requested by the council members.

Thank you,

Janell Kluss



Twin Oaks Homeowner Petition Against Apartments
Corner of Maurice and Reino Rd. - 10/2019

Homeowner name Homeowner address Homeowner signature
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Twin Oaks Homeowner Petition Against Apartments
Corner of Maurice and Reino Rd. - 10/2019
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Corner of Maurice and Reino Rd. - 10/2019
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From: Chuck Cohen <ccohen@chdlawyers.com>
Sent: Thursday, October 17, 2019 2:22:51 PM
To: Mark Towne <MTowne@toaks.org>
Subject: Augmenting the Staff Report

Dear Community Development Director Towne,

On behalf of the The Cohan Family Trust and its mixed housing project, Park Place, located at
Reino Road and Maurice Drive, please attach the following information to the Project Staff
Report and make it a part of the case record.

The subject property is a residual part of the greater land area along Reino Road and westerly
along Maurice Drive owned and planned by the Cohan family more than 20 years ago for what
is today a series of lovely residential neighborhoods entered from Maurice Drive and the

“Albertson’s” Shopping Center, the proximity of which serves the commercial needs of those

residents enabling greater convenience through reduced vehicular trips and shorter distance.

The subject vacant lot was originally designated as a 2 plus acre retail site, the need for which
has been since satisfied by the existing Center. It was slightly reduced in size to accommodate
an expanded, pristine protective storm water channel. $1,500,000 of the cost of the channel
was funded by the Cohan family. Also, this parcel was diminished in size by the land
contributed and devoted to the service drive and the Maurice Drive right of way, including
sidewalks. It is thus fair to state that those public benefit land carve outs have actually, if not
technically, resulted in an overstatement of the achieved Medium density calculation for this
proposed reduced (from 47 to 37 residential dwelling units or a reduction of more than 20%)
unit count residential use.

As to project projected vehicular trips, the City Traffic Engineer should affirm to the Council and
the public that the number of trips from and to Park Place that were originally calculated is
reduced commensurate with the reduced number of residences. More important, the Traffic
Engineer should inform the Council and the public that residential use, in and of itself, produces
about half the trips that would result if the lot were, as a matter of existing rights, built out for
commercial uses pursuant to the present General Plan land use designation and the City Zoning
Ordinance.

Thank you for making this message a part of the case record.
Sincerely,

Chuck Cohen

Partner TO COUNCIL: 10/22/2019

CBD Lawyers AGENDA ITEM NO.: 9.A.
MEETING DATE: 10/22/2019




From: Gregory Schroeder <gregory.t.schroeder@gmail.com>

Subject: Opposing Views on the Cohan Property Proposal in Newbury Park
Date: October 20, 2019 at 7:37:02 PM PDT

To: aadam@toaks.org, claudia4slowgrowth@roadrunner.com, bengler@toask.org,
ejones@toaks.org

We have lived in the Twin Oaks Subdivision of Newbury Park for the past 16 years. Our reasons for
choosing this area were the single-family homes in a quiet residential setting with a strong family
orientation and diverse neighborhoods that are close to our schools.

We strongly disagree with the current Cohan property proposal because we feel its not keeping with the
rest of the residential area of single-family homes and this development will significantly increase traffic
congestion and parking problems as well as an increased safety risk to the many children in the area.

We are against this development proposal and against allowing the City to waive the minimum building
setback requirements and required space between condos. At the City Council meeting in May, it was
decided upon by the council members that the development project would be medium density housing
which is 25 units for the 1.7 acres = not the 37 units that Cohen is currently proposing.

We believe that building 37 units on the corner of Reino/Maurice with only one driveway for entering
and existing onto Maurice will drastically increase the traffic congestion at the Reino/Maurice
intersection. To avoid this congested intersection, drivers will use Fallbrook Ave (private road of Twin
Oaks Subdivision) to cut through to Kimber Ave. Vehicles cutting through the Twin Oaks neighborhood
on Fallbrook has been an on-going problem.

Here is the list of our issues:

Issues with the Proposed Development
1) Increased traffic congestion at Reino/Maurice intersection
2) Increased vehicle accidents to an already dangerous intersection
3) Major safety concerns of pedestrian, skating, and bike activities (primarily children)
4) Increased vehicle and pedestrian activity on the Albertson road (along creek)
5) Increased parking on Maurice and Fallbrook which is an existing problem
6) Increased traffic on Fallbrook from drivers avoiding the Reino/Maurice intersection
7) Potential future traffic light at Reino/Maurice intersection
8) Changing the neighborhood away from a quiet single-family area
9) Many young children playing in Twin Oaks Subdivision are at higher safety risks

During two meetings that we attended with Tim Gallagher and the homeowners of the surrounding
subdivisions, there was no support for this apartment development. In addition, the vast majority of the
Twin Oaks’ homeowners are against this apartment complex and have submitted a petition with over
100 names from the Twin Oaks Subdivision to change the development proposal.

We are aware of the need for increased housing, but building too many units on a small parcel at an
already congested intersection will have an adverse impact on the surrounding neighborhoods.

Please do not approve the proposed project as submitted by Mr. Cohan.

Respectfully.

Gregory and Kimberly Schroeder
TO COUNCIL: 10/22/2019

AGENDA ITEM NO.: 9.A.
MEETING DATE: 10/22/2019
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From: brightenlanehoa <brightenlanehoa@gmail.com>

Subject: Vacant Lot Located on Reino Rd. behind Albertsons

Date: October 22, 2019 at 7:17:22 AM PDT

To: rmccoy@toaks.org, aadam@toaks.org, claudiad4slowgrowth@roadrunner.com,
bengler@toaks.org, ejones@toaks.org

Dear Council Members:

| am the president of the Brighten Lane HOA. For the record, our HOA will be the most seriously
affected by ANY type of construction at this location. While the other HOAs are particularly adamant
about maintaining their NIMBY attitudes, | am NOT of the same persuasion. Certainly, | prefer that
construction would be limited to about 20 for-sale condos. Nevertheless, | understand the City's need
for more moderately priced rental housing(especially as a member of St. Vincent de Paul-Newbury
Park). Thus, | will NOT object to the current plan being offered by Albert. Mr. Cohen is our neighbor and
because our HOA has certain rights via easements, | have come to know Albert. | trust him to build a
product, albeit one with rental apartments, that will enhance our neighborhood environment.

The byproduct of increased traffic and parking concerns will be somewhat of an issue but | will leave
that to more thorough studies by the City if this type of project goes forward. However, | stress that my
HOA will be most affected as it is directly opposite the proposed entrance to this tentative

community. The noise from the other HOAs is very unyielding and their opinions are very dark about
the consequences of ANY type of construction at this site. They will NOT face much in the way of
parking issues as they are located "down the street" from the lot. As for traffic, | agree, there is the
potential for some greater inconveniences at the corner of Reino Rd. and Maurice Drive.

Regards,

Rich Ermolovich
President, Brighten Lane Community Association

TO COUNCIL: 10/22/2019
AGENDA ITEM NO.: 9.A.
MEETING DATE: 10/22/2019
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From: Eric Trembly <erictrembly@gmail.com>

Date: October 22, 2019 at 11:26:10 PDT

To: "rmccoy@toaks.org" <rmccoy@toaks.org>, "aadam@toaks.org" <aadam@toaks.org>,
"claudia4slowgrowth@roadrunner.com" <claudia4slowgrowth@roadrunner.com>, "bengler@toaks.org'
<bengler@toaks.org>, "ejones@toaks.org" <ejones@toaks.org>

Subject: Item 9A Residential Project at 3801 Maurice Drive

Councilmembers,

Good morning and thank you for taking the time to read this. | am writing to you all regarding
the Cohen Property that is to be discussed, for the third time, at this evening’s meeting. | opted
to wait to send this so that | included the most up to date information and so that | hope that it
remains fresh in your memories this evening when it is time to vote once again. | would like to
first thank you all for listening and respecting your constituents’ desires regarding this property.
We have demonstrated our unanimous disapproval for this project as it has been proposed and
you have all agreed that it is not appropriate as it has been submitted. | would like to quote all
of you from the previous two meetings as having been on record:

This community was relieved to hear your words acknowledging that the apartment building
was not going to fit in this location. We also heard that Mr. Cohen wanted to work with us and
that the direction from city council was for him to do so.

| regret to report that there has been no attempt by Mr. Cohen to do so. In fact, the issue that
has been central to this project has been this developer’s complete lack of regard for this
community, the law, and the directives you have mandated. Instead of heeding your directive
to work with the community, Mr. Cohen has opted to only revise the proposal in a veiled
attempt to reduce the density down from 47 to 37 units, which is still over the medium density

TO COUNCIL: 10/22/2019
AGENDA ITEM NO.: 9.A.
MEETING DATE: 10/22/2019
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directive you gave to him that including a state bonus would have only allowed 32 units. The
apartment building, that everyone agrees should not be a part of this project, has only been
reduced in height by 5 feet so it still is just a monolithic as it was before. Notwithstanding, there
are also multiple requests for waivers and exceptions such as setbacks, density, etc that also
should not be authorized.

Let us not forget that Mr. Cohen stated at the city council meeting that he agreed that he would
have no problem building only townhouses/condominiums and would remove the apartments.

On Monday, September 16™ Tim Gallagher, joined by ex-Mayor Andy Fox, held a town meeting
notifying us of the revisions to the project. It is there where once again all that attended
unanimously said that this community is open to the idea of the single-family homes but that
the apartments needed to be removed. We voiced that the developer is not working with us
and that we are not in agreement to the proposal. It was off putting when Mr. Fox informed us
that based on his previous experience that this project is going to be approved regardless of
what we say and we should just accept that. | received permission from Mr. Gallagher to
distribute a recording of that evening’s meeting if you wish to hear it. It can be heard at the
following link: https://drive.google.com/open?id=1chxAuRX7VHvKOOCg10HOs98cLID 9WIT

We are not against private property rights. We too have property and have rights to our
properties that need to be taken into consideration as well. We have at least shown a
willingness to compromise. We could just request the city not allow the zone change and to
vote against any amendment to the General Plan or measure E. We recognize that this city is
trying to deal with the needs for more housing and affordable housing is certainly a hot topic
item.

You have heard most of our concerns already. Tonight, will likely be reminders that those
concerns have not changed as this project ultimately has not significantly changed. Parking will
still be an issue and | offer you a great example as to why. Directly across from city hall is the
Garden View Terrace housing project. It includes a partial subterranean garage as well as
parking similar to what is being proposed. | visit there throughout the week every week. And
the one thing that is consistent is that even though there is plenty of parking in the garage. The
residents opt instead to still park onto Los Feliz street because the walking distance is shorter or
more convenient. They park in the designated guest parking for the same reason. It is so
congested on the street that often times view of oncoming vehicles are blocked and | have
witnessed many people almost getting into accidents when pulling out of the pakring area into
the street. So what you have is a good idea on paper that ultimately creates a hazard. Here are
photographs that | took on 2 separate weeknights after 9pm that illustrate the concerns.
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You have seen Maurice drive and how small it is and already congested with overnight parking
spillover from Brighton Lane. Maurice Dr is restricted to only parking on one side. Imagine what
the increase of parking and hazards that it will create given what Garden View Terrace shows
can happen.

I’d also like to point out that the traffic analysis that took place had a very significant flaw in its
collection of data. There was only one strip placed that measured traffic leaving Maurice drive
onto Reino Rd. It did not measure the traffic coming from Reino Rd. which is where the higher
concern is. People use Maurice inbound to the neighborhood to either bring their children to
school at Cypress and more extensively to bypass the streetlights at the entrance to the
Albertson’s lot and Kimber. They enter Maurice and the turn onto Fallbrook and then Kimber
back onto Reino. The traffic analysis did not have sensors placed to accurately track this pattern
of travel.

I would like to just reiterate and discuss the lack of integrity that this development team has
displayed throughout this whole process. The council pointed out during the first council
meeting how Mr. Cohen misrepresented his “understanding” of the process. Mr Cohen stated
he would remove the apartments form the plan and he did not. They were directed to work the
community to come to an agreement and there was no attempt to do so. And more concerning
is that over this past week, Mr Gallagher took to social media in hopes to find people that he
could coach for this evening’s meeting. They have realized that you all are taking our voice into
consideration after two failed attempts. If suddenly there is an outpouring of support for this

16



project tonight, | would be very cautious as to the validity of such “support”. Even in his own
post Mr. Gallagher acknowledges that he is going against the will of the community and he also
is not honest about the one person who did speak in favor. That person was a student who
didn’t live in this community, not a worker for a tech company. Attached is what Mr. Gallagher
posted onto facebook:

17
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« Q. Search

@ Tim Gallagher

- Oct16at3:30PM - @

This is a call to my many Facebook friends
concerned about housing that we can afford in
Ventura County. | have a request for you to attend
a Thousand Oaks City Council meeting next
Tuesday night to speak on behalf of the people
who would like our housing stock to increase so
the market (both availability and prices) would be
improved. Here's the deal.

| am working with a property owner who is
applying to do an infill project on two acres in an
area surrounded by neighborhoods he developed
and a shopping center he developed. (For various
reasons, these two acres were left vacant.)

Now he is trying to place 10 condos and 27
apartments (including five that would be restricted
to people of lower incomes, which in our county is
anywhere from $65,000 to $80,000 for a family of
four) on this property.

| have met with the neighbors many times and they
vehemently oppose the addition of apartments to
their neighborhood. (| am not disparaging these
folks. They are good people who are trying to do
what they feel is best for their neighborhood.)

The Thousand Oaks City Council is aware of the
need for housing. But they also tend to give a lot of
weight to the crowd. If everyone in the crowd
speaks against the project, then ....

So what | am asking is for some of my friends who
are interested in this topic (and especially those
who live in Thousand Oaks or work there) to come

b hle a2 e mbila e mam e R sl ke b e s i ) Ak a ik b -

1 O <
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| have met with the neighbors many times and they
vehemently oppose the addition of apartments to
their neighborhood. (I am not disparaging these
folks. They are good people who are trying to do
what they feel is best for their neighborhood.)

The Thousand Oaks City Council is aware of the
need for housing. But they also tend to give a lot of
weight to the crowd. If everyone in the crowd
speaks against the project, then ....

So what | am asking is for some of my friends who
are interested in this topic (and especially those
who live in Thousand Oaks or work there) to come
to the meeting and speak to the council about the
need for more housing.

At the last meeting, one man spoke about driving
an hour each way from the Valley to his job in
Thousand Oaks because he cannot afford to live
here. And he works for a technology company.
That had an impact on the council.

The meeting is Tuesday, Oct. 22, at 6 pm and the
item will likely come up for debate around 7.
Please let me know if you can make it and | can
provide details, talking points.




There are just too many examples of this development team being disingenuous. We ought to
hold those that want to do business in this community to certain ethical standards. This
developer has shown a behavior pattern that shows a lack of integrity and a complete disregard
for this community.

| believe the council’s decision to approve the Timberline project is the more responsible of
choices and my hope is that will alleviate the driving factors to approve housing elsewhere
where it may not be as appropriate to do so. That project is more appropriate as it is located in
proximity to the freeway access, the traffic considerations have less of a negative impact, and
that the size of the lot is more than capable of accommodating the build. | don’t agree that a
hotel is needed and if there is such a drive to have more housing than this would be a good
opportunity to perhaps increase the amount of apartment units instead.

| understand that this email is coming last minute and | do not expect you to have the time to
respond to all of my concerns by tonight. My goal was just to inform you of some of the major
issues so that you are better aware as it is hard to do so within the maybe 2 minutes, | will get
during the meeting tonight. | would appreciate it though if you would acknowledge that you did
read this. Thank you again for you time, consideration, and listening to the community.

Regards,

Eric Trembly
805-433-4320
eric.trembly@gmail.com
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From: Leanne Tapper <cypresspta41@gmail.com>

Subject: Strongly Oppose High Density Residential Project at Maurice Drive
Date: October 22, 2019 at 12:05:04 PM PDT

To: Bob Engler <bengler@toaks.org>, "aadam@toaks.org" <aadam@toaks.org>,
"claudia4slowgrowth@roadrunner.com" <claudia4slowgrowth@roadrunner.com>,
"ejones@toaks.org" <ejones@toaks.org>, "rmccoy@toaks.org" <rmccoy@toaks.org>

Dear Mayor McCoy and City Council Members,

My name is Leanne Tapper and | am a home owner of two properties adjacent to property Mr. Albert
Cohen wants to build (one home | own is in Twin Oaks and the other is on Gentle Creek in Oak Creek
Canyon).

Again, | am submitting to you my petition in opposition of Mr. Cohen’s plan for high density residential
building in this property. To date we have 519 signatures that agree with me that this small lot should
not have high density housing built upon it. We already have traffic issues and congestion on this corner.
Mr. Cohen did not heed your instruction to significantly reduce his scale. It’s still three stories tall and
has at least 37 units. This won’t match the aesthetic of the neighborhood. Please, | implore you to listen
to your constituents and do not green light this project.

The petition can be found here:
https://petitions.moveon.org/p/N acE

Most Sincerely,
Leanne Tapper
Newbury Park Resident

TO COUNCIL: 10/22/2019
AGENDA ITEM NO.: 9.A.
MEETING DATE: 10/22/2019
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From: jba500@aol.com

Subject: Fwd: Opposition to Proposed Park Place, Agenda Iltem 9
Date: October 22, 2019 at 12:15:35 PM PDT

To: claudia4dslowgrowth@roadrunner.com

Dear Councilwoman Bill de la Pena,

| met with Mr. Holt, a city planner yesterday. In going door to door to speak
with neighbors, many expressed anger at not having been contacted by
the developer and surprise that this matter was back before the Council
tonight.

After reviewing the CDD Staff Report, it is obvious that the developer ignored
the suggestions of the Council and is coming back with a de facto HIGH
DENSITY development (at 22 units/acre, high density is 16-30) that would
require numerous code waivers for setbacks, additional units, etc., and which
would be 7-10 feet taller than the already tall homes across the street.

Please look at the included photos. With 500 apartment units already under
development, is such a tall, out of place development really appropriate in this
medium-low density area? Couldn't the developer lower the height so that it
would be the same as Brighten Lane and build a true medium density project
with more affordable/handicap accessible units?

Sincerely,

Kristen Henson
501 S Reino PMB 357
Newbury Park, CA 91320

TO COUNCIL: 10/22/2019
AGENDA ITEM NO.: 9.A.
MEETING DATE: 10/22/2019
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Brighten Lane (across from proposed development) with reduced setbacks already towers over the street.
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BRIGHTEN LANE already appears incongruously tall in this medium and low density area. Envision a
development directly across the street 7-10 feet taller than this.
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City Council
MEMORANDUM

h d O ]( 2100 Thousand Oaks Boulevard * Thousand Oaks, CA 91362
I ousan dkKs$s Phone 805/449.2121 * Fax 805/449.2125 » www.toaks.org

TO: City Council
FROM: Bob Engler and Ed Jones, Councilmembers
DATE: October 22, 2019

SUBJECT: Update on League of California Cities Annual Conference,
October 16-18, 2019, Long Beach Convention Center

ECOMMENDATION:

Receive report.

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

No Additional Funding Requested. Cost for City Council attendance and
administrative tasks is included in the Adopted FY 2019-20 General Fund Budget.

BACKGROUND:

The League of California Cities (LCC) is an association of California city officials
who work together to enhance their knowledge and skills, exchange information,
and combine resources so that they may influence policy decisions that affect
cities.

Founded in 1898 on the principles of local control and interagency cooperation,
LCC has grown from a handful of public officials to include the voluntary
membership of 478 California cities. Today, LCC and its member cities are working
hard to strengthen the effectiveness of their advocacy efforts. LCC's mission
statement reflects this commitment to "restore and protect local control for cities
through education and advocacy to enhance the quality of life for all Californians."

DISCUSSION/ANALYSIS:

The 2019 LCC Annual Conference was held at the Long Beach Convention Center
from October 16-18, 2019. The annual conference provides training opportunities,
workshops, and networking for local elected officials and staff. A small delegation
from the City attended, including Councilmembers Bob Engler and Ed Jones; City
Manager Andrew Powers, Assistant City Manager Ingrid Hardy, Legislative Affairs
Manager Mina Layba and select members of the City’s Executive Team.

TO COUNCIL: 10/22/2019
AGENDA ITEM NO.: 12.A.
MEETING DATE: 10/22/2019
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League of California Cities- Annual Conference
October 22, 2019

Page 2

A.

Keynote Speakers:

Jan Arbuckle, LCC President, Councilmember, City of Grass Valley:
President Arbuckle welcomed delegates and announced the conference
had record-breaking attendance with more than 1,900 registered. She
introduced the creation of a new “rural cities” caucus. She also introduced
winners of the 2019 Helen Putnam Award and announced nominations for
the 2019 Board of Directors.

John Martin, CEO, SIR Institute of Tomorrow: The Future of Cities
speaker shared the key trends impacting cities and towns of all sizes
across the United States. Martin reviewed changing patterns in
demographic, as well as societal and cultural shifts prompting greater focus
on millennials. Millennials will comprise the largest workforce by 2025.
Cities and businesses should consider new ethos to engage this growing
population. ldeas such as creating opportunities for greater collaboration,
participating in social responsibility and adapting new technology will
shape the future for engaging millennials.

John Dunbar, League of Cities First Vice President, Councilmember,
City of Yountville assisted in the presentation of two award categories:
Cities of Workforce Health and Beacon Awards for excellence in
sustainability. The Legislator of the Year Award was presented to Senator
Anthony Portantino.

Joe Buscaino, Los Angeles City Councilmember, First Vice President
National League of Cities (NLC) Update: He shared his priorities as the
incoming President. He will focus on innovation, homelessness and
greater partnerships. He will create a municipal platform for the 2020
Presidential election. He introduced the NLC’s “Love My City” social media
campaign to promote local pride.

Innovation Panel: CEOs from Aclima (air pollution monitoring), DishJoy
(dishware service,) Promise (mobile application to pay citations/fees) and
Kids Teach Tech (robotics and coding taught by youth) shared their
innovation products to support greater efficiency, monitoring, sustainability
and education.

Eric Garcetti, Mayor of Los Angeles: Mayor Garcetti shared his efforts
to bridge the needs of mayors statewide by convening periodic meetings
to work on common goals such as traffic and homelessness. He
successfully obtained State funding for the top 13 largest cities for
homeless efforts.
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League of California Cities- Annual Conference
October 22, 2019
Page 3

Stephen Goldsmith, Professor of the Harvard School of Government:
Stephen discussed the use of data solutions for achieving local priorities.
He explained the importance of using data to enhance operational
efficiency and real-time responses. Data will allow city employees to make
a difference by pre-emptively responding, but also collaborating, to seek
the right solutions.

B. Conference Sessions Attended:

Carrot or Sticks? Housing and Land Use in Newsom’s Budget

The Secret to Effective Short-Term Rental Regulations

The ABCs of Safety, Communications and Large Events

Optimizing Government Outcomes by Leveraging Technology
Achieving the Accurate Count in 2020: Best Practices for Cities
Where Transportation Technology and Funding Meet the Road
Resiliency in the Midst of Tragedy and Devastation (this session was
presented by the City of Thousand Oaks and featured City Manager
Andrew Powers, Assistant City Manager Ingrid Hardy, Mayor Emeritus
Andrew Fox and Retired Ventura County Sheriff Geoff Dean)

Ballot Measure Training Academy

The Village Movement and Resilient, Age-Friendly Cities

Death, Taxes and Other Unavoidables: A Municipal Finance Update
The Hidden Costs of Tackling Homelessness

Let’s Talk Shop: How are You Managing Adult Use Cannabis?

C. State of the Organization

League Executive Director, Carolyn Coleman presented the annual year in
review: LCC monitored 2,100 bills and participated in 32 court briefs. Cities
scored victories in obtaining $2.5 billion in State funding, gaining “due process”
provisions for compliance with housing element and defeat of a bill that would
have tied transit funding to housing. The State also provided $300 million in
disaster readiness funding. LCC conducted a pension survey this year and
was able to stave an unlawful benefits bill. In public safety, LCC fought off a
bill that would have created requirements to establish a ratio of cannabis
businesses based on the number of alcohol licenses.

D. Channel Counties Division Meeting, Thursday, October 14
The Channel Counties Division held a brief afternoon meeting. New Division
Chair, David Pollock, from the City of Moorpark and First Vice President Steve

Martin, City of San Luis Obispo, were elected and sworn in. Public Affairs
Manager Dave Mullinax announced that the division will be appointing 14
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League of California Cities- Annual Conference
October 22, 2019
Page 4

representatives to serve on seven policy committees. Interested members are
asked to email their interest to Chair Pollock.

E. Election of Officers
2020 League of California Cities Board of Directors was installed:

e New Board President — John Dunbar, Mayor, City of Yountville

e First Vice President — Cheryl Viegas-Walker, Councilmember, City of El
Centro

e Second Vice President — Cindy Silva, Mayor, City of Walnut Creek

e Immediate Past President — Janet Arbuckle, Councilmember, City of
Grass Valley

F. General Assembly- Conference Resolutions

At the General Assembly meeting on the last day of the conference,
Councilmember Engler represented the City as the voting delegate.

The following resolution was not heard and will be referred to the Environmental
Quality Committee beginning in January 2020 for further study.

Resolution # 1- Amendment to Rule 20A
A Resolution of the League of California Cities Calling on The California
Public Utilities Commission to Amend Rule 20a To Add Projects In Very
High Fire Hazard Severity Zones To The List Of Eligibility Criteria And To
Increase Funding Allocations For Rule 20a Projects

The following resolution passed with discussion and amendment:
Resolution # 2- International Transboundary Pollution Flows
A Resolution Calling Upon the Federal and State Governments to Address

The Devastating Impacts Of International Transboundary Pollution Flows
Into The Southernmost Regions Of California And The Pacific Ocean.
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League of California Cities- Annual Conference
October 22, 2019
Page 5

COUNCIL GOAL COMPLIANCE:

Meets Council Goal A:

A. Provide municipal government leadership which is open and responsive to
residents, and is characterized by ethical behavior, stability, promoting
public trust, transparency, confidence in the future, and cooperative
interaction among civic leaders, residents, business representatives, and
staff, while recognizing and respecting legitimate differences of opinion on
critical issues facing the City.

PREPARED BY: Mina M. Layba, Legislative Affairs Manager

CMO: H:/Common:Council ltems/2019/102219/LCC Annual Conference Report
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