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AGENDAS 

 

FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT BOARD 
SUCCESSOR AGENCY 

PUBLIC FINANCING AUTHORITY  
CITY COUNCIL  

. 

        

.  WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 07, 2016  . 
 
 

REGULAR MEETINGS 
          

1st and 3rd  Wednesdays  7:00 P.M. 
. 

   
 
 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
 

  CLOSED SESSION Tapia Conference Room .................  5:00 P.M. 
   Call to Order  
   Public Communications 

City Manager Announcements 
   Conduct of Closed Session 
    
 

 
 

 
 

  

   

 

  REGULAR MEETINGS Council Chambers ..........................  7:00 P.M. 
 

  
 

MEMBERS 
 

  MAYOR  L. Dennis Michael 
  MAYOR PRO TEM  Sam Spagnolo 
  COUNCIL MEMBERS William Alexander 
   Lynne B. Kennedy 
   Diane Williams 
 

 

  CITY MANAGER John R. Gillison  
  CITY ATTORNEY James L. Markman  
 CITY CLERK Janice C. Reynolds  
 CITY TREASURER James C. Frost



 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

TO ADDRESS THE FIRE BOARD, SUCCESSOR AGENCY, PUBLIC FINANCING AUTHORITY AND CITY COUNCIL  
 
The Fire Board, Successor Agency, Public Financing Authority and City Council encourage free expression of all points 
of view.  To allow all persons to speak, given the length of the Agenda, please keep your remarks brief. If others have 
already expressed your position, you may simply indicate that you agree with a previous speaker. If appropriate, a 
spokesperson may present the views of your entire group.  To encourage all views and promote courtesy to others, the 
audience should refrain from clapping, booing or shouts of approval or disagreement from the audience. 

 
The public may address the Fire Board, Successor Agency, Public Financing Authority and City Council by filling out a 
speaker card and submitting it to the City Clerk. The speaker cards are located on the wall at the back of the 
Chambers, at the front desk behind the staff table and at the City Clerk’s desk. Any handouts for the Fire Board, 
Successor Agency, Public Financing Authority or City Council should be given to the City Clerk for distribution.  
 
During “Public Communications,” your name will be called to speak on any item listed or not listed on the agenda in the 
order in which it was received. The “Public Communications” period will not exceed one hour prior to the 
commencement of the business portion of the agenda.  During this one hour period, all those who wish to speak on a 
topic contained in the business portion of the agenda will be given priority, and no further speaker cards for these 
business items (with the exception of public hearing items) will be accepted once the business portion of the agenda 
commences.  Any other “Public Communications” which have not concluded during this one-hour period may resume 
after the regular business portion of the agenda has been completed. Comments are to be limited to five minutes per 
individual or less, as deemed necessary by the Chair, depending upon the number of individuals desiring to speak.   
 
If you are present to speak on an “Advertised Public Hearing” or on an “Administrative Hearing” Item(s), your name will 
be called when that item is being discussed, in the order in which it was received. Comments are to be limited to five 
minutes per individual or less, as deemed necessary by the Chair, depending upon the number of individuals desiring 
to speak. 
 

AGENDA BACK-UP MATERIALS 
 

Staff reports and back-up materials for agenda items are available for review at the City Clerk's counter, the City’s 
Public Libraries and on the City’s website.  A complete copy of the agenda is also available at the desk located behind 
the staff table during the Council meeting. 

 
LIVE BROADCAST 

 

Fire Board, Successor Agency, Public Financing Authority and City Council meetings are broadcast live on Channel 3 
for those with cable television access.  Meetings are rebroadcast on the second and fourth Wednesdays of each 
month at 11:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m.  The Streaming Video on Demand is available on the City's website at 
www.cityofrc.us/cityhall/council/videos.asp.  

 
The Fire Board, Successor Agency, Public Financing Authority and City Council meet regularly on the first and third 

Wednesday of the month at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers located at 10500 Civic Center Drive. 
 

Members of the City Council also sit as the Fire Board, Successor Agency, Public Financing Authority and City Council. 
 

Copies of the agendas and minutes can be found @ www.cityofrc.us 
 
 

  
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Please silence all cellular phones while the meeting is in session.   
 

INFORMATION FOR THE PUBLIC 
 
 

    
 

 
           

            
              

               
   

     

If you need special assistance or accommodations to participate in this meeting, please 
contact the City Clerk's office at (909) 477-2700.  Notification of 48 hours prior to the 
meeting will enable the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility.       
Listening devices are available for the hearing impaired. 

http://www.cityofrc.us/cityhall/council/videos.asp
http://www.cityofrc.us/
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A1. Roll Call: Mayor Michael         

   Mayor Pro Tem Spagnolo 

       Council Members Alexander, Kennedy and Williams 

  
CLOSED SESSION CALLED TO ORDER AS THE CITY COUNCIL. 

 
  

B.   ANNOUNCEMENT OF CLOSED SESSION ITEM(S) 

 
 

C.   PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS ON CLOSED SESSION ITEM(S) 
 
 

D.   CITY MANAGER ANNOUNCEMENTS 
(NO DISCUSSION OR ACTION WILL OCCUR) 

 
 

E.   CONDUCT OF CLOSED SESSION – TAPIA CONFERENCE ROOM 
 
E1. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION PURSUANT TO 

GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 54956.9(A) – SOUTHWEST VOTERS REGISTRATION 
EDUCATION PROJECT AND LOUISA OLLAGUE V. CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA; 
CASE NO. CIVRS 1603632 – CITY 

 

F.   RECESS 
 
CLOSED SESSION TO RECESS TO THE REGULAR FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT, PUBLIC 
FINANCING AUTHORITY, SUCCESSOR AGENCY AND CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS AT 7:00 
P.M. IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS AT CITY HALL, LOCATED AT 10500 CIVIC CENTER 
DRIVE, RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CALIFORNIA. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A.  5:00 P.M. – CLOSED SESSION 
CALL TO ORDER – TAPIA CONFERENCE ROOM 
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G.  REGULAR MEETING 
CALL TO ORDER – 7:00 P.M. 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
 

THE REGULAR MEETINGS OF THE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT, PUBLIC FINANCING 
AUTHORITY, SUCCESSOR AGENCY AND CITY COUNCIL WILL BE CALLED TO ORDER.   IT 
IS THE INTENT TO CONCLUDE THE MEETINGS BY 10:00 P.M., UNLESS EXTENDED BY 
CONCURRENCE OF THE FIRE BOARD, AUTHORITY BOARD AND COUNCIL. 

 

G1. Pledge of Allegiance 
 

G2. Roll Call: Mayor Michael         
   Mayor Pro Tem Spagnolo 
       Council Members Alexander, Kennedy and Williams 
  

H.   ANNOUNCEMENTS/PRESENTATIONS 
 

H1. Administration of Oath of Office to newly appointed Rancho Cucamonga Community & Arts 
Foundation Board Member Fatima Corbett. 

 
H2. Presentation of Life Saving Citations for Bystander CPR. 
 
H3.    Announcement of September 11th Remembrance Ceremony. 

 

I.   PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS 

 
This is the time and place for the general public to address the Fire Protection District, 
Public Financing Authority Board, Successor Agency and City Council on any item listed or 
not listed on the agenda.  State law prohibits the Fire Protection District, Public Financing 
Authority Board, Successor Agency and City Council from addressing any issue not previously 
included on the Agenda.  The Fire Board, Public Financing Authority Board, Successor Agency and 
City Council may receive testimony and set the matter for a subsequent meeting.   
 
Comments are to be limited to five minutes per individual or less, as deemed necessary by 
the Mayor, depending upon the number of individuals desiring to speak.  All communications 
are to be addressed directly to the Fire Board, Authority Board, Successor Agency or City Council 
not to the members of the audience.  This is a professional business meeting and courtesy and 
decorum are expected.  Please refrain from any debate between audience and speaker, making 
loud noises, or engaging in any activity which might be disruptive to the decorum of the meeting.     
 
The public communications period will not exceed one hour prior to the commencement of 
the business portion of the agenda.  During this one hour period, all those who wish to speak on 
a topic contained in the business portion of the agenda will be given priority, and no further speaker 
cards for these business items (with the exception of public hearing items) will be accepted once 
the business portion of the agenda commences.  Any other public communications which have not 
concluded during this one hour period may resume after the regular business portion of the agenda 
has been completed. 
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CONSENT CALENDARS: 
The following Consent Calendar items are expected to be routine and non-controversial.  They 
will be acted upon by the Fire Board/Successor Agency/Authority Board/Council at one time 
without discussion.  Any item may be removed by a Fire Board/Successor Agency/Authority 
Board/Council Member for discussion. 

 
 

J.  CONSENT CALENDAR – FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 
 

J1. Consideration to approve Minutes of: August 17, 2016 (Regular Meeting) 
                                                                                             
J2. Consideration to approve Check Register dated August 10, 2016 through August 29, 2016 

for the total of $245,586.55. 
 
J3.  Consideration for approval of the purchase of one (1) Captain Specialist/Investigator All 

Purpose Vehicle and Equipment, as budgeted for the Fire Protection District, from Frontier 
Ford of Santa Clara in the amount of $146,976.66 in accordance with RFB #16/17-100 from 
Account No. 3288501-5604 (Capital Outlay-Vehicles). 

 
J4. Consideration to approve Amendment No. 005 (Contract 12-071) with ASSI  through June 30, 

2017 with no price increase, in an amount not to exceed $100,000 ($25,000 Fire, $75,000 City 
facilities) annually for the maintenance and repair of access controls and related security 
services to include card key replacements, card reader replacements and repairs, camera 
system trouble shooting and replacement, recording system maintenance, building monitoring 
and software upgrades for the existing City facilities and the additional scope of work to include 
the second floor of Paul A. Biane Library; to be funded from various General Fund, Library, 
and Fire District accounts as approved in the FY 2016-2017 budget and to approve an 
appropriation in an amount not to exceed $27,000 into Account 1329601-5650/1867329-0 
from the Library Capital Fund Balance. 

 
J5.  Consideration of approval of administrative amendments to adopted Fire District’s General Fund 

Final Fiscal Year 2016/17 appropriations. 
 

K.  CONSENT CALENDAR – SUCCESSOR AGENCY 
 
K1.  Consideration to approve Minutes of:      August 17, 2016 (Regular Meeting) 

   

L.  CONSENT CALENDAR – PUBLIC FINANCING AUTHORITY 
 
L1. Consideration to approve Minutes of:     August 17, 2016 (Regular Meeting) 
 

M.  CONSENT CALENDAR – CITY COUNCIL 
 

M1. Consideration to approve Minutes of: August 17, 2016 (Regular Meeting) 
                                                                           August 23, 2016 (Special Joint Meeting) 
 

   M2. Consideration to approve Check Register and payroll dated August 10, 2016 through August 
29, 2016 for the total of $9,064,088.76. 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
--- 
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M3.  Consideration to approve a Resolution authorizing the bi-annual destruction of obsolete City 
records  

 
RESOLUTION NO. 16-136 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CALIFORNIA, AUTHORIZING THE DESTRUCTION OF OBSOLETE CITY RECORDS 
WHICH ARE NO LONGER REQUIRED AS SET FORTH IN CALIFORNIA GOVERNMENT 
CODE SECTION 34090 AND OTHER APPLICABLE LEGAL REFERENCES 

 
M4. Consideration to approve Amendment No. 005 (Contract 12-071) with ASSI  through June 

30, 2017 with no price increase, in an amount not to exceed $100,000 ($25,000 Fire, $75,000 
City facilities) annually for the maintenance and repair of access controls and related security 
services to include card key replacements, card reader replacements and repairs, camera 
system trouble shooting and replacement, recording system maintenance, building 
monitoring and software upgrades for the existing City facilities and the additional scope of 
work to include the second floor of Paul A. Biane Library; to be funded from various General 
Fund, Library, and Fire District accounts as approved in the FY 2016-2017 budget and to 
approve an appropriation in an amount not to exceed $27,000 to account 1329601-
5650/1867329-0 from the Library Capital Fund Balance. 

 
M5.  Consideration to release Maintenance Guarantee Bond No. 190031607/106076082 in the 

amount of $182,606.19, for the Arrow Route Electric Distribution Line Extension Project, 
Contract No. 14-103. 

 
M6. Consideration to release Maintenance Guarantee Bond No. 024059522-M in the amount of 

$37,662.50, for the FY 2014/2015 Local Street Pavement Rehabilitation – Slurry of Various 
Streets project, Contract No. 15-056. 

 
M7. Consideration of approval of Amendment No. 02 renewing the Professional Services 

Agreements for J&S Striping Company, Inc. (CO#15-060) for street striping and pavement 
marking maintenance, in the amount not to exceed $150,000.00. To be funded from Account 
No. 11773035300 (Contract Services FY 2016-17). 

 
M8. Consideration of approval of Amendment No. 08 renewing the Professional Services 

Agreements for All City Management Services, Inc. (CO#13-150) for Professional Crossing 
Guard Services, in an amount not to exceed $435,000.00 to be funded from Account No. 
10187015300 (Contract Services FY 2016-17). 

 
M9. Consideration of approval of a request to summarily vacate a portion of Base Line Road, east 

of Amethyst Street adjacent to 7289 Amethyst Avenue (Street Vacation No. V-232). 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 16-137 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CALIFORNIA, SUMMARILY ORDERING THE VACATION OF A PORTION OF BASE LINE 
ROAD, EAST OF AMETHYST STREET ADJACENT TO 7289 AMETHYST AVENUE 
(STREET VACATION NO. V-232) 
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M10. Consideration of approval of Map, Improvement Agreement, Improvement Securities, 

Monumentation Cash Deposit and ordering the annexation to Landscape Maintenance 
District No. 9 and Street Light Maintenance District Nos. 1 and 8 for Tract 18966, located at 
the southwest corner of Base Line Road and Shelby Place, submitted by Marc Homes, LLC, 
a California Limited Liability Company. 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 16-138 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO   CUCAMONGA, 
CALIFORNIA, APPROVING THE FINAL MAP, IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT, 
IMPROVEMENT SECURITIES AND MONUMENTATION CASH DEPOSIT FOR TRACT 
18966 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 16-139 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CALIFORNIA, ORDERING THE ANNEXATION OF CERTAIN TERRITORY TO 
LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 9 (LOWER ETIWANDA) FOR TRACT 18966 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 16-140 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CALIFORNIA, ORDERING THE ANNEXATION OF CERTAIN TERRITORY TO STREET 
LIGHT MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 1 (ARTERIAL STREETS) FOR TRACT 18966  
 

RESOLUTION NO. 16-141 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CALIFORNIA, ORDERING THE ANNEXATION OF CERTAIN TERRITORY TO STREET 
LIGHT MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 8 (SOUTH ETIWANDA) FOR TRACT 18966  

 
M11. Consideration of approval of a reduction in the Faithful Performance Bond for Tract 18122 

Frontage Public Improvements and release of previously submitted Faithful Performance 
Bond accepted by the City Council on April 16, 2014, located at the east side of East Avenue, 
north of the Foothill Freeway (SR-210), submitted by KB Home Coastal, Inc. 

 
   RESOLUTION NO. 16-142 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CALIFORNIA, APPROVING THE REDUCTION IN FAITHFUL PERFORMANCE BOND FOR 
TRACT 18122 FRONTAGE PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS AND RELEASING PREVIOUSLY 
SUBMITTED FAITHFUL PERFORMANCE BOND ACCEPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL ON 
APRIL 16, 2014 

 
M12. Consideration of a Resolution adopting the Measure "I" Five-Year Capital Improvement Plan 

covering Fiscal Years 2016/2021. 
 

   RESOLUTION NO. 16-143 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING THE MEASURE “I” FIVE-YEAR CAPITAL 
IMPROVEMENT PLAN COVERING FISCAL YEARS 2016/2021 FOR THE EXPENDITURE 
OF MEASURE "I" FUNDS 
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M13. Consideration of a Resolution of the City Council of the City of Rancho Cucamonga, 

California, adopting the Measure “I” Five Year Capital Project Needs Analysis for Fiscal 
Years 2017/2018 through 2021/2022. 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 16-144 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING THE MEASURE “I” FIVE YEAR CAPITAL PROJECT NEEDS 
ANALYSIS FOR FISCAL YEARS 2017/2018 THROUGH 2021/2022 

 
M14. Consideration of approval of Map, Improvement Agreement, Improvement Securities, 

Monumentation Cash Deposit and ordering the annexation to Landscape Maintenance 
District No. 8 and Street Light Maintenance District Nos. 1 and 8 for Tract Map 19968, located 
at the southeast corner of East Avenue and Fisher Avenue, submitted by RC19968, LLC, a 
Delaware Limited Liability Company. 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 16-145 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CALIFORNIA, APPROVING  FINAL MAP, IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT, IMPROVEMENT 
SECURITIES AND MONUMENTATION CASH DEPOSIT FOR TRACT 19968 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 16-146 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CALIFORNIA, ORDERING THE ANNEXATION OF CERTAIN TERRITORY TO 
LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 8 (SOUTH ETIWANDA) FOR TRACT 19968 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 16-147 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CALIFORNIA, ORDERING THE ANNEXATION OF CERTAIN TERRITORY TO STREET 
LIGHT MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 1 (ARTERIAL STREETS) FOR TRACT 19968 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 16-148 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CALIFORNIA, ORDERING THE ANNEXATION OF CERTAIN TERRITORY TO STREET 
LIGHT MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 8 (SOUTH ETIWANDA) FOR TRACT 19968 

 
M15.  Consideration of approval  to accept Improvements, release the Faithful Performance Bond, 

accept a Maintenance Bond and file a Notice of Completion for improvements for DRC2014-
00127, located at the southwest corner of Buffalo Avenue and Mission Park Drive, submitted 
by CSF, Inc. 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 16-149 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CALIFORNIA, ACCEPTING THE PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS FOR DRC2014-00127 AND 
AUTHORIZING THE FILING OF A NOTICE OF COMPLETION FOR THE WORK 
 

M16.  Consideration to approve Memorandum of Understanding regarding Improvements to Wilson 
Avenue between the City and Cucamonga Valley Water District (CVWD), located east of 
Etiwanda Avenue. 
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M17. Consideration to approve Cooperative Agreement for the CVWD Automated Meter 

Infrastructure (AMI) Project between the City and the Cucamonga Valley Water District 
(CWVD). 

 
M18. Consideration of approval of administrative amendments to Adopted Fiscal Year 2016/17 

appropriations. 
 
 

N.  ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING ITEM 
 
Speaker cards may be submitted for all those who wish to speak on the following topic.  The 
following item have no legal publication or posting requirements.  Comments are to be 
limited to five minutes per individual or less, as deemed necessary by the Mayor, depending 
upon the number of individuals wishing to speak. All communications are to be addressed 
directly to the City Council, not to members of the audience. 
 
N1. Consideration of First Reading and Introduction of an Ordinance of the City of Rancho 

Cucamonga amending Chapters 13.08 and 13.09 of the Rancho Cucamonga Municipal Code 
to reduce Drainage Impact Fees for certain second dwelling units and additions on existing 
residential properties. 

 
ORDINANCE NO. 893 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CALIFORNIA, AMENDING CHAPTERS 13.08 AND 13.09 OF THE RANCHO CUCAMONGA 
MUNICIPAL CODE TO REDUCE DRAINAGE IMPACT FEES FOR CERTAIN SECOND 
DWELLINGS AND ADDITIONS ON EXISTING RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES 

 
 

O.   ADVERTISED PUBLIC HEARINGS - CITY COUNCIL 
 

The following items have been advertised and/or posted as public hearings as required by 
law.  The Mayor will open the meeting to receive public testimony. 
 
O1. DEVELOPMENT CODE AMENDMENT DRC2016-00563 - CITY OF RANCHO 

CUCAMONGA - A supplement to Development Code Update DRC2010-00571 amending 
Title 17 (Development Code) of the Rancho Cucamonga Municipal Code to revise 
development standards for the Mixed Use (MU) District by removing maximum Floor Area 
Ratio (FAR) requirements.  The City Council adopted a Negative Declaration of 
environmental impacts for this project on October 21, 2015.   The California Environmental 
Quality Act provides that no further environmental review or Negative Declaration is required 
for subsequent projects or minor revisions to projects within the scope of a previous Negative 
Declaration.   

 
ORDINANCE NO. 894 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CALIFORNIA, APPROVING DEVELOPMENT CODE AMENDMENT DRC2016-00563, A 
SUPPLEMENT TO DEVELOPMENT CODE UPDATE DRC2010-00571 AMENDING TITLE 
17 (DEVELOPMENT CODE) OF THE RANCHO CUCAMONGA MUNICIPAL CODE TO 
REVISE DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR THE MIXED USE (MU) DISTRICT BY 
REMOVING MAXIMUM FLOOR AREA RATIO (FAR) REQUIREMENTS 
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P.   COUNCIL BUSINESS 
 
The following items have been requested by the City Council for discussion.   
  
P1.   Presentation regarding the Adult Use of Marijuana Act (Proposition 64) on the statewide 

November 2016 ballot and City Council consideration of a position regarding the initiative. 
 
P2.  INTER-AGENCY UPDATES (Update by the City Council to the community on the 

meetings that were attended.) 
 
P3.  COUNCIL ANNOUNCEMENTS (Comments to be limited to three minutes per Council 

Member.) 
 

Q.   IDENTIFICATION OF ITEMS FOR NEXT MEETING 
 
 
 

R.   ADJOURNMENT 
  

CERTIFICATION 
I, Linda A. Troyan, MMC, City Clerk Services Director of the City of Rancho Cucamonga, or 
my designee, hereby certify under penalty of perjury that a true, accurate copy of the 
foregoing agenda was posted on September 1, 2016 seventy-two (72) hours prior to the 
meeting per Government Code 54954.2 at 10500 Civic Center Drive, Rancho Cucamonga, 
California, and on the City’s website.  
 
 

 
_______________________________ 

                                                                                                       Linda A. Troyan, MMC 
                                                                                             City Clerk Services Director 
                                                                                             City of Rancho Cucamonga 
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August 17, 2016 
 

CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA 
 

CLOSED SESSION, FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT, SUCCESSOR AGENCY,  
PUBLIC FINANCING AUTHORITY AND CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETINGS MINUTES 

 

A.  5:00 P.M. – CLOSED SESSION 
CALL TO ORDER – TAPIA CONFERENCE ROOM 

 
The City of Rancho Cucamonga City Council held a closed session on Wednesday, August 17, 2016 in the Tapia 
Conference Room at the Civic Center, 10500 Civic Center Drive, Rancho Cucamonga, California. Mayor L. Dennis 
Michael called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m. 
 
Present were Council Members: Bill Alexander, Lynne Kennedy, Diane Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Sam Spagnolo 
and Mayor L. Dennis Michael. 
 
Also present were: John Gillison, City Manager; James L. Markman, City Attorney; Linda Daniels, Assistant City 
Manager; and Lori Sassoon, Deputy City Manager/Administrative Services. 

 

B.   ANNOUNCEMENT OF CLOSED SESSION ITEM(S) 

 

C.   PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS ON CLOSED SESSION ITEM(S) 
 

No public communications were made. 
 

D.   CITY MANAGER ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 

No discussion or actions were taken. 
 

E.   CONDUCT OF CLOSED SESSION – TAPIA CONFERENCE ROOM 

 
E1. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION PURSUANT TO GOVERNMENT 

CODE SECTION 54956.9(A) – SOUTHWEST VOTERS REGISTRATION EDUCATION PROJECT 
AND LOUISA OLLAGUE V. CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA; CASE NO. CIVRS 1603632 – CITY 

 

F.   RECESS 
 
The closed session recessed at 5:55 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



G.  REGULAR MEETING – 7:00 P.M. 
CALL TO ORDER – COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

 
The regular meetings of the Rancho Cucamonga Fire Protection District, Successor Agency, Public Financing 
Authority, and the City of Rancho Cucamonga City Council on August 17, 2016 in the Council Chambers at City 
Hall, located at 10500 Civic Center Drive, Rancho Cucamonga, California. Mayor L. Dennis Michael called the 
meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 
 
Present were Council Members: Bill Alexander, Lynne Kennedy, Diane Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Sam Spagnolo 
and Mayor L. Dennis Michael. 
 
Also present were: John Gillison, City Manager; Linda Daniels, Assistant City Manager; James L. Markman, City 
Attorney; Linda A. Troyan, City Clerk Services Director and Shirr’l Griffin, Office Specialist II. 

 
Assistant City Manager Linda Daniels led the Pledge of Allegiance.  
 

H.   ANNOUNCEMENTS/PRESENTATIONS 

 
 

H1.    Proclamation designating Rancho Cucamonga as a Purple Heart City. 
 

Len Tavernetti, Chapter 2929 Service Officer, received a proclamation designating Rancho Cucamonga as a 
Purple Heart City. 
 

H2. Proclamation recognizing the Rancho Cucamonga Building & Safety Services Department for receiving 
a top 10% ranking in the State by the Insurance Services Office for the Department’s effectiveness in 
the administration of permit and inspection processes.  

 
Trang Huynh, Building and Safety Services Director, along with Mike Frasure, Building Inspector Supervisor, 
John Thompson, Plans Examiner II, Kevin Rugg, Building Inspector, and Ricardo Jacquez, Public Tech I, 
received a proclamation recognizing the Building and Safety Services Department for receiving a top 10% 
ranking in the State by the Insurance Services Office. 
 

H3. Presentation of Proclamation and City Tile to Retiring Assistant City Manager Linda Daniels. 
 

Mayor Michael and members of the City Council presented a proclamation and a City Tile to Retiring Assistant 
City Manager Daniels recognizing her 33 years of faithful and dedicated service to the City of Rancho 
Cucamonga. 
 
Assistant City Manager Daniels thanked and acknowledged the City Council, staff and her family for their 
support. 
 

H4.  Presentations of Proclamations to Retiring Assistant City Manager Linda Daniels from Legislators. 
 
Linda Daniels, Assistant City Manager, received recognition for her outstanding service to the City of Rancho 
Cucamonga.  The following Local and State Representative Offices recognized Mrs. Daniels and presented her 
with proclamations: Omar Pamplona from the Office of Congressman Pete Aguilar; Bobi Johnson from the Office 
of Congressman Chris Holden; Melissa Boyd from the Office Congressman Mike Morrell; David Asbra from the 
Office of Congressman Marc Steinorth; Janice Rutherford from the County of San Bernardino – 2nd District 
Supervisor; and Andrea Erickson, President/CEO for OPARC.  
 
 
 
 



I.   PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS 

 
I1.  Clarence Olson announced his candidacy for Member of the City Council and displayed 12 

recommendations on the overhead projector. 

I2. Richard Morris announced an event sponsored by the Rising Stars Foundation, titled “An Evening of the 
Horse”, to be held on August 27, 2016 at Heritage Park. 

I3. Warren Branch spoke about his visit to a local church. 

I4. Janet Walton offered a prayer. 

I5. Jim Frost displayed pictures of areas prone to fire outbreak and questioned the safety of fire personnel. 

 

CONSENT CALENDARS  
 

J.  CONSENT CALENDAR – FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 
 
J1. Consideration to approve Minutes of: July 20, 2016 (Regular Meeting) 
                                                                           August 03, 2016 (Regular Meeting) 
                  
J2. Consideration to approve Check Register dated July 27, 2016 through August 9, 2016 and Electronic 

Debit Register for the month of July 2016 for the total of $2,012,932.34. 
 
J3.  Consideration to receive and file current Investment Schedule as of July 31, 2016. 
 
J4.  Consideration to approve the single source purchase of twenty (20) sets of replacement firefighting 

turnout gear from Municipal Emergency Services, Inc., for $53,897.40, from Account Number 3288501-
5207 (Operations and Maintenance/Capital Supplies). 

 
J5. Consideration to approve Amendment 007 to contract CO 93-006 with Mariposa Landscapes; deleting 

routine maintenance at LMD-1 parks from the scope of work and including a 2.4% rate increase 
effective July 1, 2016 through June 30, 2017; for the maintenance of City parks, Archibald Library and 
City and Fire District landscape sites in an amount not to exceed $675,800 for City facilities and 
$89,150 for Fire District facilities; to be funded from various General, Special, and Fire Fund accounts 
as approved in the adopted budget for FY 2016-2017. 

 
J6. Consideration to accept the Remediation and Demolition Services for the Properties at 8812 and 8870 

San Bernardino Road Project, Contract No. FD16-003 as complete, release the Bonds, accept a 
Maintenance Bond, authorize the Fire Chief to file a Notice of Completion and approve the final contract 
amount of $99,830.00. 

 
RESOLUTION NO. FD 16-027 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE RANCHO CUCAMONGA FIRE 
PROTECTION DISTRICT, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, ACCEPTING THE 
REMEDIATION AND DEMOLITION SERVICES FOR THE PROPERTIES AT 8812 AND 8870 SAN 
BERNARDINO ROAD PROJECT, CONTRACT NO. FD16-003, AND AUTHORIZING THE FILING OF 
A NOTICE OF COMPLETION FOR THE WORK 

 
J7.   Approval to proceed with the biennial review of the Conflict of Interest Code for the Fire Protection 

District and City Council. 
 

MOTION: Moved by Vice-President Spagnolo, seconded by Board Member Alexander, to approve Consent 
Calendar Items J1. through J7. Motion carried unanimously, 5-0. 



 

K.  CONSENT CALENDAR – SUCCESSOR AGENCY 

 
K1.  Consideration to approve Minutes of:      July 20, 2016 (Regular Meeting) 

 
MOTION: Moved by Agency Member Williams, seconded by Agency Member Kennedy, to approve Consent 
Calendar Item K1. Motion carried unanimously, 5-0. 
 

L.  CONSENT CALENDAR – PUBLIC FINANCING AUTHORITY 
 
L1. Consideration to approve Minutes of:     July 20, 2016 (Regular Meeting) 
 

MOTION: Moved by Authority Member Alexander, seconded by Authority Member Kennedy, to approve Consent 
Calendar Item L1. Motion carried unanimously, 5-0. 
 

M.  CONSENT CALENDAR – CITY COUNCIL 

 
M1. Consideration to approve Minutes of: July 20, 2016 (Regular Meeting) 
                                                                           August 03, 2016 (Regular Meeting) 
 
M2. Consideration to approve Check Register and payroll dated July 27, 2016 through August 9, 2016 and 

Electronic Debit Register for the month of July 2016 for the total of $8,543,713.39. 
 

M3.  Consideration to receive and file current Investment Schedule as of July 31, 2016. 
 
M4.  Consideration to cancel the Regular Meetings of the Fire Protection District, Successor Agency, Public 

Financing Authority and City Council on October 5, 2016 and schedule Special Meetings on October 3, 
2016. 

 
M5. Consideration to award and authorize the execution of a contract in the amount of $505,200 for the 

“Civic Center – Patio Replacement Project” to Letner Roofing Company of Orange; to authorize the 
expenditure of a 15% contingency in the amount of $75,780; and to authorize an appropriation of 
$580,980 from the Capital Reserve Fund balance. 

 
M6.  Consideration to authorize the purchase of one (1) new thermoplastic truck from Wondries Fleet Group, 

of Alhambra, CA, in accordance with Request for Bids (“RFB”) #15/16-022 in the amount of 
$168,124.38; to authorize the purchase of two (2) new thermoplastic applicators from Statewide Traffic 
Safety & Signs, Inc., of Nipomo, California in accordance with Request for Quotes (“RFQ”) #118990 in 
the amount of $34,493.04; and to authorize the appropriation of $202,617.42 from the 
Equipment/Vehicle Replacement Fund balance. 

 
M7. Consideration to approve Amendment 007 to contract CO 93-006 with Mariposa Landscapes; deleting 

routine maintenance at LMD-1 parks from the scope of work and including a 2.4% rate increase 
effective July 1, 2016 through June 30, 2017; for the maintenance of City parks, Archibald Library and 
City and Fire District landscape sites in an amount not to exceed $675,800 for City facilities and 
$89,150 for Fire District facilities; to be funded from various General, Special, and Fire Fund accounts 
as approved in the adopted budget for FY 2016-2017. 

 
M8. Consideration of approval of release of real property Improvement Contract and Lien Agreement for 

CUP 94-07, Document No. 19970234423, located at the southeast corner of East and Fisher 
(previously Highland) Avenues, submitted by St. Clare of Assisi Episcopal Church. 

 
 
 



RESOLUTION NO. 16-131 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CALIFORNIA, 
RELEASING OF REAL PROPERTY IMPROVEMENT CONTRACT AND LIEN AGREEMENT FOR 
CUP 94-07, DOCUMENT NO. 19970234423, LOCATED AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF EAST 
AND FISHER (PREVIOUSLY HIGHLAND) AVENUES, SUBMITTED BY ST. CLARE OF ASSISI 
EPISCOPAL CHURCH 

 
M9. Consideration of approval of Improvement Agreement, Improvement Securities and Monumentation 

Cash Deposit for Tract 16578, located west of East Avenue, south of Victoria Street, submitted by 
Owen Ct Estates, LLC and release of previously submitted Improvement Agreement, Improvement 
Securities and Monumentation Cash Deposit accepted by the City Council on August 20, 2014.  

 
RESOLUTION NO. 16-132 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CALIFORNIA, 
APPROVING  IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT, IMPROVEMENT SECURITIES AND 
MONUMENTATION CASH DEPOSIT FOR TRACT 16578  AND RELEASING THE IMPROVEMENT, 
IMPROVEMENT SECURITIES AND MONUMENTATION CASH DEPOSIT PREVIOUSLY 
ACCEPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL ON AUGUST 20, 2014 
 

M10.   Consideration of approval to proceed with the biennial review of the Conflict of Interest Code for the 
Fire Protection District and City Council. 

 
M11.  Consideration to approve an award to Charter Communications, Inc. dba Spectrum Business 

Enterprise Solutions of St. Louis, MO, for the provision of Internet and Telephone Services in the 
amount of $310,294 from Account No. 1001217-5400 (Telephone Utilities). 

 
M12. Consideration to approve the revised single source quote received form Shor-line and approve an 

additional $63,640.30 from Account 1025001-5650/1920025-0 (Capital Reserve) for the purchase of 
new kennels for the Animal Care and Adoption Center. 

 
M13.  Consideration to reject all bids for the “Animal Care and Adoption Center Makeover Project” as non-

responsive to the needs of the City; and consideration to approve the revised plans and specifications 
for the “Animal Care and Adoption Center Makeover Project” and authorize the City Clerk to advertise 
the “Notice Inviting Bids” to be funded from Account 1025001-5650/1920025-0 (Capital Reserve). 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 16-135 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA APPROVING 
THE REVISED PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE ANIMAL CARE AND ADOPTION CENTER 
MAKEOVER PROJECT IN SAID CITY AND AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO 
ADVERTISE TO RECEIVE BIDS 
 

M14. Consideration to approve and allocate $10,000 awarded by Kaiser Foundation Hospital, Southern 
California Region, into Healthy RC Revenue Account No. 1218000-4905 and appropriate $10,000 into 
Account No. 1218107-5200/0-3716 for costs associated with the Bring Health Home program. 

 
ITEM REMOVED FROM THE CONSENT CALENDAR 
M15.  Consideration to approve Grant Agreements for Pacific Electric Trail Safety Enhancement and Green 

Bike Zones Project ($631,152) and Southwest Cucamonga Class 1 Bicycle Lanes Project ($730,491) 
with the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) administered by the Mobile Source 
Air Pollution Reduction Review Committee (MSRC); to approve allocation of $680,821 in MSRC funds 
to Revenue Account No. 1105000-4740 (Grant Income); to approve appropriation of $1,361,643 into 
Account No. 1105208-5650/1900105-0 which includes a 50% match for the grant funds from AB2766 
Fund 105 Fund Balance. 

 
MOTION: Moved by Council Member Williams, seconded by Council Member Kennedy, to approve Consent 
Calendar Items M1 through M15, except Item M15, which was pulled for discussion by Mayor Michael. Motion 
carried unanimously, 5-0. 
 
 



ITEM REMOVED FROM THE CONSENT CALENDAR 
M15.  Consideration to approve Grant Agreements for Pacific Electric Trail Safety Enhancement and Green 

Bike Zones Project ($631,152) and Southwest Cucamonga Class 1 Bicycle Lanes Project ($730,491) 
with the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) administered by the Mobile Source 
Air Pollution Reduction Review Committee (MSRC); to approve allocation of $680,821 in MSRC funds 
to Revenue Account No. 1105000-4740 (Grant Income); to approve appropriation of $1,361,643 into 
Account No. 1105208-5650/1900105-0 which includes a 50% match for the grant funds from AB2766 
Fund 105 Fund Balance. 

Mayor Michael requested staff highlight some of the main areas of improvement in regards to this project. 

Michael Parmer, Management Aide, outlined grant funding for the Pacific Electric Trail Safety Enhancement and 
Green Bike Zones Project and the Southwest Cucamonga Class 1 Bicycle Lanes Project and key areas of 
improvement for infrastructure and bicycle safety. 

On behalf of the City Council, Mayor Michael complimented staff on securing grant funds for this project. 

MOTION: Moved by Mayor Pro Tem Spagnolo, seconded by Council Member Williams, to approve Consent 
Calendar Item M15. Motion carried unanimously, 5-0. 

N. CONSENT ORDINANCES

N1. Second Reading and Adoption of Ordinance No. 892, amending Chapter 10.68 in its entirety of the 
Rancho Cucamonga Municipal Code regarding use of roller skates and similar devices at skate 
facilities. 

ORDINANCE NO. 892 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CALIFORNIA, 
AMENDING CHAPTER 10.68 IN ITS ENTIRETY OF THE RANCHO CUCAMONGA MUNICIPAL 
CODE REGARDING ROLLER SKATES AND SIMILAR DEVICES 

Linda Troyan, City Clerk Services Director, read the title of Ordinance No. 892. 

MOTION: Moved by Council Member Williams, seconded by Council Member Kennedy, to waive full reading, and 
adopt Ordinance No. 892. Motion carried unanimously, 5-0. 

O. ADVERTISED PUBLIC HEARINGS - CITY COUNCIL

O1. TIME EXTENSION DRC2016-00602 – RANCH HAVEN, LLC AND GOLDEN MEADOWLAND, LLC - 
A request for a time extension of an existing Development Agreement (DRC2002-00156) regarding an 
approved project of 358 single-family lots on approximately 150.79 acres of land within the Etiwanda 
North Specific Plan, located south of the Southern California Edison corridor between Etiwanda 
Avenue and East Avenue - APN: 1087-081-19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24. Related Files: Annexation DRC2002-
00865, Tentative Tract SUBTT16072, Development Agreement Amendment DRC2013-00883.  Staff 
has found the project to be within the scope of the project covered by a prior Environmental Impact 
Report (SCH#2002091053) certified by the City of Rancho Cucamonga in July 2004, and it does not 
raise or create new environmental impacts not already considered in that Environmental Impact Report. 



 
RESOLUTION NO. 16-133 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CALIFORNIA, APPROVING A REQUEST TO EXTEND THE DURATION OF AN EXISTING 
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT FOR DRC2002-00156, AN AGREEMENT FOR AN APPROVED 
PROJECT OF 358 SINGLE FAMILY LOTS ON APPROXIMATELY 150.79 ACRES OF LAND 
WITHIN THE ETIWANDA NORTH SPECIFIC PLAN, LOCATED SOUTH OF THE SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA EDISON CORRIDOR BETWEEN ETIWANDA AVENUE AND EAST AVENUE; AND 
MAKING FINDINGS IN SUPPORT THEREOF - APN: 1087-081-19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24 

 
John Gillison, City Manager, gave a brief introduction to the Resolution and introduced Dominick Perez, Associate 
Planner, who gave the Staff Report.  
 
Mayor Michael opened the Public Hearing. 

 
There were no public communications. 
 
Mayor Michael closed the Public Hearing. 
 
MOTION:  Moved by Mayor Pro Tem Spagnolo, seconded by Council Member Williams, to adopt Resolution No. 
16-133. Motion carried unanimously, 5-0. 
 

O2.   Consideration to approve Resolution No 16-134 approving the issuance of bonds by the California 
Municipal Finance Authority (CMFA) for the benefit of Villa Pacifica II located at 7418 and 7422 
Archibald Avenue. 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 16-134 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA APPROVING 
THE ISSUANCE OF THE CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL FINANCE AUTHORITY MULTIFAMILY 
HOUSING REVENUE BONDS IN AN AGGREGATE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED 
$13,000,000 FOR THE PURPOSE OF FINANCING OR REFINANCING THE ACQUISITION, 
CONSTRUCTION, IMPROVEMENT AND EQUIPPING OF VILLA PACIFICA II APARTMENTS AND 
CERTAIN OTHER MATTERS RELATING THERETO   

 
John Gillison, City Manager, gave a brief introduction to the Resolution and introduced Fabian Villenas, Principal 
Management Analyst, who gave the Staff Report.  

 
Mayor Michael opened the Public Hearing. 

 
There were no public communications. 
 
Mayor Michael closed the Public Hearing. 
 
MOTION:  Moved by Mayor Pro Tem Spagnolo, seconded by Council Member Alexander, to adopt Resolution 
No. 16-134. Motion carried unanimously, 5-0. 
 

P.  CITY MANAGER’S STAFF REPORTS  
CITY COUNCIL/FIRE DISTRICT 

 

 
P1. Update on the City’s Special Needs Program. 
 

John Gillison, City Manager, introduced Daniel Schneider, Community Services Superintendent and Katy Cox, 
Community Services Coordinator, who provided an update on the City’s Special Needs Program and answered 
questions from the City Council. 

 
Council received and filed report. 



 
 
P2.      Consideration to approve four unforeseeable emergency repairs: two at Red Hill Park which include 

one mainline water repair ($330) and one requested cleanup of the pedestrian area that connects 
Vineyard Avenue with the south end of Red Hill Park ($2,200) to be funded from 1847303-5200 ($140) 
and 1847303-5300 ($2,390); and two mainline water repairs at East ($250) and West Beryl ($1,280) 
Parks; to be funded from 1141303-5300 ($1,530). 

 
John Gillison, City Manager, introduced Bill Wittkopf, Public Works Services Director, who provided a Staff 
Report. 

 
MOTION:  Moved by Council Member Williams, seconded by Council Member Kennedy, to approve staff’s 
recommendation on Item P2. Motion carried unanimously, 5-0. 
 

Q.  COUNCIL BUSINESS 
 
Items Q1. and Q2. were considered simultaneously. 
 
Q1.  INTER-AGENCY UPDATES (Update by the City Council to the community on the meetings that 

were attended.) 
 

Council Member Williams reported that she attended a LAFCO Commission hearing earlier that day but the 
Commission decided to continue the hearing due to a local fire incident.  
 

Q2.   COUNCIL ANNOUNCEMENTS (Comments to be limited to three minutes per Council Member.) 
 

Mayor Pro Tem Spagnolo reported that he was able to represent the City at the Cambridge College Graduation 
ceremony at Central Park and at the “9th Annual Back to School Jam” event hosted by the Hands of Grace 
Community Church. A short video was displayed on the “9th Annual Back to School Jam” event.  
 

R.   IDENTIFICATION OF ITEMS FOR NEXT MEETING 
 

There were none. 
  

S.   ADJOURNMENT 
 

Mayor Michael adjourned the meeting at 8:48 p.m. 
 
 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
 
 
__________________________________ 

       Linda A. Troyan, MMC 
City Clerk Services Director 
 
 

Approved:  *    *    *    *    *: 



August 23, 2016 
 

CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA 
 

SPECIAL JOINT CITY COUNCIL MEETING WITH THE  
LIBRARY BOARD OF TRUSTEES AND LIBRARY FOUNDATION BOARD  

 

A. 5:00 P.M. – CALL TO ORDER 
CULTURAL CENTER, CELEBRATION HALL 

 
A special meeting of the Rancho Cucamonga City Council, Library Board of Trustees and Library Foundation 
Board was held on Tuesday, August 23, 2016, in Celebration Hall at the Victoria Gardens Cultural Center office, 
located at 12505 Cultural Center Drive, California. Mayor L. Dennis Michael called the meeting to order at 5:00 
p.m.  
 
Present were Council Members:  Mayor L. Dennis Michael, Mayor Pro Tem Sam Spagnolo, Council Members Bill 
Alexander, Lynne Kennedy, and Diane Williams.  
 
Present were Library Board of Trustees: President Christine DeVries, President Pro Tem Luella G. Hairston, 
Trustees Robert Coberly and Sarah Tompkins. Absent were: Library Board Trustee Janet Temkin 
 
Present were Library Foundation Board: President Kristine Scott, Vice President David Gonzalez, Library 
Foundation Secretary Tina Gilfry, Board Members Teresa Akahoshi, Rebecca Davies, Pam Easter, Ruth Leal, 
Leslie May, Heide Soehnel and Kathy Sommer. 
 
Also present were: John Gillison, City Manager; Linda A. Troyan, City Clerk Services Director; Michelle Perea, 
Library Services Director; Brian Sternberg, Assistant Library Director; and Wess Garcia, Programming Librarian. 
 
Library Board Trustee Robert Coberly led the Pledge of Allegiance, and Linda A. Troyan, City Clerk Services 
Director took roll call announcing a quorum present. 

 

B.   PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS 

 
B1. Madison DeVries expressed excitement with the plans for the library and is interested in volunterring 

at the library in the future. 
 
B2. Kennedy DeVries expressed excitement with the plans for the library and is interested in volunterring 

at the library in the future. 
 

C.   ITEMS OF DISCUSSION: 

 
C1. Update on Rancho Cucamonga Public Library Services and Programs. 

 
Michelle Perea, Library Services Director, provided a PowerPoint presentation with an update on services 
provided by the Library. 

 
C2. Presentation on Current Progress of the Phase I Second Floor Project at Paul A. Biane Library at 

Victoria Gardens. 
 

Brian Sternberg, Assistant Library Director, provided an update on the construction and layout of the Phase I 
Second Floor Project. 

 
 
 
 



 
C3.     Presentation on Phase II Future Development of the Second Floor Project at Paul A. Biane Library at 

Victoria Gardens. 
 
Wess Garcia, Programming Coordinator, outlined programs and services planned for Phase II of the Second Floor 
Project. 

 
Michelle Perea, Library Services Director, explained the vision for Phase II which includes hands on educational 
exhibits and addressed the fund raising campaign. 
 
Kristine Scott, Library Foundation President and David Gonzalez, Library Foundation Vice President, provided an 
overview of the fundraising campaign. 
 
Library Services Director Perea addressed project costs and the City’s Naming of Parks and Facilities Policy. 
 
Library Foundation President Scott and Library Foundation Vice President Gonzalez spoke on the Library 
Foundation’s campaign timeline and commitment from the Library Board of Trustees, volunteers and staff. 
 
 

D.   ADJOURNMENT 
 
The meeting adjourned at 6:28 p.m.  

  
 
 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
 
__________________________________ 

       Linda A. Troyan, MMC 
City Clerk Services Director 
 
 
 
 

Approved:  *    *    *    *    *:  *   *   *   *   *        
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STAFF REPORT 
ENGINEERING SERVICES D EPARTMENT 

Date: 

To: 

From: 

By: 

September 7, 2016 

Mayor and Members of the City Council 
John R. Gillison, City Manager 

Jason C. Welday, Director of Engineering Services/City Engineer ~ 

Jerry A. Dyer, Principal Civil Engineer (},s1[) 

RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA 

Subject: CONSIDERATION OF A RESOLUTI~ OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING THE MEASURE "I" FIVE-YEAR 
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN COVERING FISCAL YEARS 2016/2021. 

RECOMMENDATION 

It is recommended that the City Council adopt the attached resolution approving the Local 
Measure "I" Five-Year Capital Improvement Plan covering fiscal years 2016/2021 as requested 
by SAN BAG to provide a public record of the intended use of Local Measure "I" Funds and adopt 
the attached Measure "I" Capital Improvement Plan Capital Expenditure Strategy. 

BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS 

Measure "I", the county-wide transportation sales tax program, requires that each local jurisdiction 
receiving revenues annually adopt a Five-Year Capital Improvement Plan which outlines the 
specific projects upon which those funds shall be expended. 

Staff has prepared the attached Five-Year Capital Improvement Plan schedule to be adopted by 
City Council and kept on file with the San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) for 
informational purposes. The Five-Year list has been over-programmed to allow for spillage and 
to ensure that the adopted plan contains ample projects for Measure "I" expenditures. If changes 
are necessary (additions or deletions), the plan may be altered at each annual adoption or 
intermittently with City Council approval. It should be noted that the attached resolution includes 
a recital acknowledging the General Fund Maintenance of Effort level approved by both the City 
Council and the SANBAG Board in February and March 2016 respectively. This recital has been 
added to comply with SANBAG Policy No. 40003 as amended on May 6, 2015. 

In addition to the required resolution, SANBAG has advised the City to adopt the attached 
Measure "I" Improvement Plan Capital Expenditure Strategy as part of the annual adoption period. 
This strategy is a narrative policy statement estimating the types of projects Local Measure "I" 
Funds are to be used for and the percentage of funds allocated for each type of project. 

JCW/JAD:ls 

Attachment: Resolution 
Measure I Local Street Capital Improvement Plan 
Expenditure Strategy 
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RESOLUTION NO. 16-143 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING THE 
MEASURE "I" FIVE-YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
COVERING FISCAL YEARS 2016/2021 FOR THE EXPENDITURE 
OF MEASURE "I" FUNDS 

WHEREAS, San Bernardino County voters approved passage of Measure "I" in 
November 2004, authorizing the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority to impose a 
one-half of one percent retail transactions and use tax applicable in the incorporated and 
unincorporated territory of the County of San Bernardino; and 

WHEREAS, revenue from the tax can only be used for transportation improvement and 
traffic management programs authorized in the Expenditure Plans set forth in Ordinance No. 
04-1 of the Authority; and 

WHEREAS, the Strategic Plan requires each local jurisdiction applying for revenue from 
the Local Streets Program to annually adopt and update a Five-Year Capital Improvement Plan; 
and 

WHEREAS, California Public Utilities Code 190300 and Ordinance No. 04-1 require each 
local jurisdiction to maintain General Fund expenditures for transportation-related construction 
and maintenance activities at the required Maintenance of Effort base year level in each fiscal 
year of the adopted Five-Year Capital Improvement Plan, for which the City of Rancho 
Cucamonga is $2,225,757. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Rancho 
Cucamonga, State of California, that the Measure "I" Five-Year Capital Improvement Plan 
attached to this resolution as Attachment A is hereby adopted. 

RESOLUTION NO. 16-143- Page 1 of 1 
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Please do not change, alter or modify this template. Use plus signs along left side of worksheet to add rows rather than manually Inserting rows to ensure formulas are carried through. 

MEASURE I LOCAL STREET PASS-THROUGH FUNDS FIVE YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 

PLAN PERIOD: FY2016/2017 to FY2020/2021 I 
AGENCY NAME: Rancho Cucamonga FY2016/2017 

CARRYOVER BALANCE: I MEASURE I ESTIMATE: $2,941,494.63 

EsUmated Tatel 
Nexus Project? FY2016/2017 

Named Proiects: 
Project Cost N>lc DIF Carryover Current 

Share(%) Share(%) Funds EsUmate 
9th St from Grove to Hellman - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
Base Line Rd from Milliken to West of Day Creek Blvd - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
Carnelian St from Lemon to Wilson - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
Church St from Pe1111er to Hellman - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
Cucamonga Storm Drain from east of Hellman to Ameth)'.St to 19th St - SD and Rehabilitation $ 
Foothill Blvd from Haven to Milliken - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
Haven Ave from Foothill to Base Line - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
Hellman Ave from San Bernardino Rd to Base Line - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
Hermosa Ave from Arrow to Foolhlll - Pavement Rehabilttation $ 
Hillside Rd from Archibald to Canlstel - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
Rochester Ave from Base Line to Ban)'.an - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
Rochester Ave from Foothill lo Base Line - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
~an St from Haven to Rochester - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
Etiwanda Ave from Foothill to Base Line - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
Foothill Blvd from Milliken to 1-15 - Pavement Rehabilitation s 
Milliken Ave from Route 210 to Ban)'.an - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
Rochester Ave from 6th St to Arrow Route - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
Ban)'.an St from Rochester to Etiwanda - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
Foothill Blvd from 1-15 Freeway to East - Pavement Rehabllttetion $ 
Haven Ave from Base Line to Rte 210 - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
Carnelian St from Foothill to Base Line - Pavement Rehabilttation $ 
Etiwanda Ave from Rte 210 to Wilson - Pavement Rehabilitation $ 
Haven from Rte 210 to Wilson - Pavement Rehabilitation s 

---
-

-
-

- ----
--

--
- -

Project Count 23 I Named Projeaa Tolel. $ 

I Total ce~ver + Estimate: S 
I C%l Named Prolecta: (-

Categorical Projects Total*: 
ADA Corrective Measures - Ci!Y Wide 
Concrete Contract Services - Maintenance Ci!Y Wide -
Pavement Management - Evaluate Pavement Condition Ci!Y Wide -
Sianal Contract Services - Maintenance Citv Wide -
~ing Contract Services - Malntenance Ci!): Wide 

- ---
I Cataoorical PltlMldJI Total. 

I 1%1 Cataaoriall <>miects /cannot exceed 50%1· 
(") = Carryover funds may not be used on Catergorica/ Projects. 

In Accordance with Measu!'tl I Streteqlc Plan Polley 40003/40012/40011: 
1 If Measure I allocated to project is~ $100,000, then hst lndr.1idually in Named Projects section 
2 There is a 50% !mtt on total categorical projects 
3 There is a 150% constrelnt on total planned expenditures to Measure I estimated revenue 

s 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

300,000.00 
930,000.00 
468,000.00 
200 000.00 

3,900,000.00 
900,000.00 ---1--
900,000.00 ---
357,000.00 
285000.00 
850,000.00 ---
850,000.00 ---· 
810 000.00 
450,000.00 --
500,000.00 

1200000.00 
450,000.00 
650,000.00 
450,000.00 
825,000.00 
850,000.00 

1,000,000.00 ,- --
600,000.00 -----
900,000.00 -----

- --

--

--
------

-----
--

-----
-----

18 42& 000.00 s 
14 895000 

600,000.00 -
500,000.00 
225,000.00 

3,588,050.00 
750,000.00 

-
--

& 843 050.0D 

4 Expenditures of Measure I Local Street funds must be detailed In the Fr.,e Year Capital Improvement Plan and adopted by resolution of the governing body 
5 Revised Capital Improvement Plans are due to SANBAG by the end of the fiscal year along with the resolution 

RESOLUTION NUMBER: 16-143 

RESOLUTION APPROVAL DATE: 917/2016 

CONTACT PERSON & TITLE: Jenv A. Over PrindD!II Civil Enalneer 
CONTACT PHONE: 9091477-2740, ext 4037 
CONTACT EMAIL: ·"'"".Overmcinmfrc.us 

ReV!sed July 1, 2016 

$ 300 000.00 
$ 900,000.00 
$ 468,000.00 
$ 200,000.00 
$ 400,000.00 
$ 50,000.00 
s 50,000.00 
$ 357,000.00 
$ 35,000.00 
$ 850 000.00 
s 50,000.00 
$ 610,000.00 

-- --

--
--
--

- $ 4 270,000.00 
$4,270,000.00 

145% 

s 200 000.00 
s 100,000.00 

> s 25,000.00 
s 768,050.00 

,, 
$ 150,000.00 

--. ' 

s 1 243,050.00 

42% 

FY2017/2018 FY2018/2019 

$3,029,739.47 $3,128,206.00 

FY2017/2018 FY201B/2019 

Carryover Current Carryover Current 
Funds EsUmate Funds EsUmate 

----s 850,000.00 
s 850,000.00 

s 250,000.00 

s 800,000.00 

s 450,000.00 
$ 500,000.00 
$ 1,200,000.00 
$ 450,000.00 
$ 650,000.00 

--

-- ----

----

$ - s 2,750 000.00 $ - $ 3,250,000.00 $ 
$2,750,000.00 $3,250,000.00 

91% 104% 

$ 100,000.00 s 100 000.00 

' s 100,000.00 ., s 100 000.00 
$ 125,000.00 .. s 25,000.00 , 

I $ 700 000.00 - $ 700,000.00 • 
$ 150,000.00 • $ 150,000.00 I 

1. ~· . )~ .. 
'. 

s 1,175 000.00 s 1 075,000.00 

39% 34% 

FY2019/2020 FY2020/2021 
Total Available 

(Cenyover plus 
estimate\ 

$3,237,693.21 $3,367,200.94 $15,704,334.25 

FY2019/2020 FY2020/2021 Total Locel Street 
Measure I 

Carryover Current Carryover Current 
Programmed 

Funds Estimate Funds EsUmate 

$ 450,000.00 
$ 825,000.00 
s 850,000.00 

s 1,000,000.00 
s 600,000.00 
s 900,000.00 

--1--

----
-

-

----

- $ 2,125,000.00 $ - $ 2,500,000.00 
$2,125,000.00 $2,500,000.00 

88% 

$ 

" ' $ 
$ ... 
$ 

... - . $ 

' , . 
.. 

$ 

74% 

100,000.00 s 100,000.00 
100 000.00 '•) '..i3i, 1$ 100,000.0~ 

25 000.00 -ur:. ••. ' $ 25 000.00 
700 000.00 ~, . .,.,.·, :• $ 700 000.00 
150,000.00 •''-:! ,_.it $ 1@..Q00.00 

--'l<,.' 
.. 

_.. ' 
11·~'.lltt... • 

1,075 000.00 ~"-~-. ·- s 1,015,000.00 I 
33% 

. -~ 

32%1 

Total Programmed $ 
Total Carryover Programmed $ 
Total Estimated Programmed· $ 

Check· $ 
150% of Estimated Measure I plus carryover. $ 

Does programing amount exceed 150% limit 

~ 000.00 
$900000.00 
$488000.00 
~200,000.00 
MII0000.00 
$900000.00 
$900000.00 
$357000.00 
$285000.00 
$850000.00 
S850000.00 
$810000.00 
$450000.00 
$500000.00 

$1 200 000.00 
$450000.00 
$850000.00 
$450000.00 
S825000.00 
SB50 000.00 

S1 000 000.00 

-· 000.00 
S900 000.,Qg_ 

$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
so.oo 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
S0.00 

$14,895,000.00 

$14 895 000.00 

$600000.00 
$500000.00 
$225000.00 

$3 568 050.00 
$750000.00 

$0.00 
$0.00 
S0.00 

$5,643,050..,:QQ 

20,538,050.00 

20,538,050.00 
20,538,050.00 
23,556,501.38 

No 
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CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA 

MEASURE I CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 

EXPENDITURE STRATEGY 
Fiscal Year 2016/2017 -Fiscal Year 2020/2021 

Each jurisdiction shall adopt a Measure I Capital Improvement Plan Expenditure Strategy 
as part of the annual Capital Improvement Plan adoption. The Expenditure Strategy is 
not intended to be a narrative description of the projects listed in the Capital 
Improvement Plan. Instead, the Expenditure Strategy should provide the policy 
approach adopted by the Council for the expenditure of Measure I funds. The 
jurisdictional Expenditure Strategy provides an opportunity to document circumstances 
or analyses which are not otherwise apparent when reviewing the Measure I Capital 
Improvement Plan. 

You must include the strategy as part of the annual Capital Improvement Plan 
adopted by your governing body. 

The Measure "I" Capital Improvement Plan Expenditure Strategy for the 
expenditure of Measure I funds will use the City's General Plan Circulation 
Element as a basis. It is anticipated that the funds will be allocated in the 
following manner: 

Percent 

73 

21 

5 

1 

Type of Improvement 

Maintenance, Rehabilitation and Repair of Existing Roadways 

Traffic Signal Improvements, Pavement Striping and Maintenance 

Concrete Services (ADA, Repair and Sidewalks) 

Pavement Management 

2016/2021 MICIP-Strategy Sample 
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Date: April 7, 2016 

To: John R. Gillison, City Manager 

From: Marijuana Study Team 

Subject: STUDY OF CITIES IN COLORADO: CONSIDERATION OF THE EFFECTS OF 
RECREATIONAL MARIJUANA LEGALIZATION IN CALIFORNIA 

 

BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS:  

At the present time, all recreational marijuana uses in California including personal growth, 
cultivation, possession, transportation, storage, sales and consumption are illegal. In 1996, 
California became the first state to legalize marijuana for medical use with the passage of 
Proposition 215, which exempts patients and caregivers who possess or cultivate marijuana for 
medical treatment from criminal laws. The passage of Proposition 215 was considered a critical 
turning point in the campaign to legalize marijuana.  

There have been several prior attempts to legalize recreational marijuana in California through 
the ballot initiative process. The most recent attempt was Proposition 19, which was placed before 
California voters in November 2010 and was rejected by a narrow margin of 53.5% to 46.5%. 
Since then, states such as Colorado, Washington, Alaska and Oregon and the District of 
Columbia have legalized marijuana for recreational use and a number of states have 
decriminalized the possession of small amounts of marijuana. One of the early leaders, often held 
up as a model, is the State of Colorado.  Colorado Amendment 64 was approved by voters on 
November 6, 2012 and allows adults 21 or older in the state of Colorado to grow up to six 
marijuana plants for personal use, legally possess up to one ounce of marijuana while traveling, 
and give as a gift up to one ounce of marijuana to other citizens 21 years of age or older. The 
amendment also created a dual state and local licensing process which allows local governments 
to regulate or prohibit commercial marijuana uses including cultivation facilities, product 
manufacturing facilities, testing facilities and retail stores. 

There are several initiatives proposed for the November 2016 ballot in California that attempt to 
legalize recreational marijuana in the state of California. The “Control, Regulate and Tax Adult 
Use of Marijuana Act,” also known as the Parker Initiative, is the clear leader and will receive the 
required signatures by July 2016 to qualify for the November 2016 election. The Parker Initiative 
has framework and regulations which are similar to Colorado Amendment 64 and proposes to 
legalize recreational marijuana including retail stores, cultivation facilities, product manufacturing 
facilities and testing facilities.  Personal use and possession (up to 28.5 grams) would also be 
legal and each single private residence would be allowed to plant, cultivate, harvest, dry or 
process up to six living plants at any one time. Under the Parker Initiative, local municipalities 
could regulate or prohibit commercial marijuana uses including cultivation facilities, product 
manufacturing facilities, testing facilities and retail stores but couldn’t ban personal indoor grows.  

There is growing concern and speculation that California could experience similar impacts as the 
State of Colorado if the Parker Initiative is approved.  Because Amendment 64 has been in effect 
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in Colorado for over two years, the City of Rancho Cucamonga formed a cross departmental team 
with staff from law enforcement, planning, administration and finance to study the community 
impacts of marijuana legalization in the state of Colorado. During the week of February 1, 2016, 
staff held meetings with several municipalities in the Denver area that had wide ranging policies 
on marijuana use ranging from completely prohibition of all marijuana uses to permissively 
allowing various forms of medical and recreational marijuana uses. The jurisdictions were 
purposefully selected to provide a broader perspective on both the positive and negative impacts 
of Amendment 64 on communities throughout Colorado.  The focus of this document is to report 
on the impacts of marijuana legalization in state of Colorado in the areas of public safety, finance, 
planning, energy and natural resources, and social and public health.   

IMPACTS OF MARIJUANA LEGALIZATION 
 
Planning: In 2014, Colorado’s Amendment 64 ballot measure passed leaving local municipalities 
with the decision to either ban all recreational marijuana land uses including sales, commercial 
cultivation, manufacturing, and testing, allow certain recreational marijuana land uses, or allow all 
recreational marijuana land uses.  
 
Initial Land Use Decision:  The approach that cities took to make this decision varied widely based 
on the political climate within each municipality. Some municipalities we met with stated that city 
officials already knew what the people within their jurisdiction would want for their community and 
had made the decision to permit recreational marijuana land uses based on this understanding.  
Other municipalities stated that their elected officials and community members wanted nothing to 
do with the revenue that recreational marijuana would generate since they considered it “drug 
money” and decided to ban all recreational marijuana land uses without further consideration. 
One municipality held a local election to let the community decide on whether or not they should 
permit recreational marijuana uses, and the community voted to ban all land uses. Another 
municipality held a large and extensive series of community meetings and gathered input from 
many groups including businesses, residents and high school aged youth, and decided to ban all 
recreational marijuana land use after hearing the concerns and opinions of these groups. Several 
of the municipalities we interviewed stated that many of their citizens voted for the legalization of 
recreational marijuana when it was on the state ballot, but did not want or intend that those same 
land uses be placed in their immediate neighborhood. 
 
In speaking with each municipality on how they came to their decision to ban or permit recreational 
marijuana land uses, we discovered that there are a wide variety of political climates and 
viewpoints in Colorado, which is not unlike California. Although the process for arriving at their 
decisions varied, once the municipalities made their decision on whether or not to permit 
recreational marijuana dispensaries and/or commercial cultivation, the next step for each of them 
was similar – create an ordinance to either ban or allow recreational marijuana land uses. The 
staff we spoke with expressed that there was a learning curve and a number of unexpected 
impacts surfaced that are difficult to control through ordinances. Some staff we spoke with 
highlighted particular ordinances that had to be revised and now played major roles in allowing 
building inspectors and law enforcement to shut down unpermitted cultivation warehouses or 
unpermitted cultivation occurring in homes. Ordinances have also played a major role in limiting 
the amount of retail dispensaries and cultivation warehouses that are permitted within a given 
area. Staff and law enforcement officers stated that particular sections of ordinances are now 
playing vital roles in determining how recreational marijuana land uses are being reviewed, 
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regulated, inspected and potentially closed down. During one of our meetings with a municipality, 
our city staff was given the following piece of advice – implement stricter regulations on 
recreational marijuana land uses from the start because you can always loosen ordinances later, 
but it is more difficult to tighten regulations once they are already in place.  
 
It should be noted that the decisions discussed here regarding allowing or not allowing are strictly 
around the land use issue. All residents in every city must be allowed to cultivate and 
consume marijuana on an individual basis. That in and of itself is creating complexities for law 
enforcement as well as neighborhood nuisance issues, discussed further in later sections of this 
report.   
 
Regulation of New Businesses:  Planning staff has seen an increase in demand for particular 
types of businesses as well as new auxiliary uses created as a result of the legalization of 
recreational marijuana. Cities in Colorado that have chosen to prohibited recreational marijuana 
are also seeing auxiliary uses surface as well. Armored car businesses are in high demand due 
to the need to transport the cash that the dispensaries are collecting.  Security system and alarm 
businesses are also in demand and have considerable business due to the need to protect the 
dispensaries from robberies and theft. Marijuana tourism, including things like “bud tasting” is 
thriving.  Bud tasting is similar to wine tasting in that a shuttle or limousine drives a tourist to a 
handful of dispensaries where they can sample the different types of marijuana. Planners have 
had to develop regulations that encompassed “marijuana kitchens” where edibles are made, labs 
where marijuana products are tested, and hemp manufacturers in their list of allowed or prohibited 
uses.  
 
Warehouse Space:  There has been an impact on warehouse and manufacturing tenant spaces. 
Cultivation of marijuana in Colorado is very financially lucrative and available warehouse space 
has become a rarity. Non-marijuana cultivation businesses are finding themselves unable to 
locate vacant warehouse space to rent at any reasonable price. When warehouse space does 
become available, many non-marijuana cultivation businesses cannot afford to rent the available 
space since rental costs have tripled. Some municipalities in Colorado have created specific 
ordinances to limit the amount of retail dispensaries and cultivation warehouses and to ensure 
distance between these like uses.  
 
Secondary Impacts:  Planning Department staff from the various municipalities stated that the 
odor from recreational marijuana was creating a big land use impact. Marijuana has a strong 
distinct odor even as a plant or before it is smoked. Neighboring tenants of both retail marijuana 
dispensaries and cultivation warehouses have felt the impacts of the odor entering their tenant 
spaces. One city cited a situation where a clothing retail shop was forced to move locations after 
their merchandise began to smell like the marijuana product sold in the recreational marijuana 
dispensary that had just moved into the tenant space next door. City staff stated that the odor of 
marijuana in plant form can travel hundreds of feet beyond the cultivation warehouse. Some cities 
have begun to regulate the odor by requiring business to have filters however, it has been difficult 
to control this land use impact due to the fact that the marijuana dispensaries and cultivation 
warehouses are so prevalent. Another challenge has been controlling recreational marijuana odor 
within residential tracts. While residents can permit or prohibit their guests from smoking 
marijuana inside their own residence, the more typical problems arise because someone else in 
a nearby residence is legally smoking marijuana but the odor is traveling into a neighbor’s window.  
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There is little local law enforcement can do in this situation. Odor can also be generated just by 
growing plants within a residential home and this odor can also travel to neighboring residences.  
 
Public Safety: Impacts on law enforcement have been significant. Some challenges were 
expected such as an increase in marijuana in schools and recreational marijuana being sold to 
minors, but unexpected impacts in the law enforcement field have also occurred. The interviewed 
law enforcement officers stated that their investigation case load had quadrupled and a 
significant portion of their time was now being spent inspecting home grows and bringing 
residents into compliance, often using a cross departmental approach which included building 
inspectors as well as fire prevention specialists.  This increased workload for marijuana violations 
(three to four times the amount) has left the investigations into other forms of narcotics trafficking 
largely unattended.  One jurisdiction reported heroin use and overdose has quadrupled.  Of note, 
none of the jurisdictions visited have increased their narcotics investigators staffing levels, for 
reasons that are unclear to our team.    
 
The recreational marijuana advocates in Colorado had claimed the new amendment would reduce 
“home grows” and black market marijuana, but the opposite has occurred.  The state’s 
allowable quantities for home grows are frequently subverted and/or residents are ignorant of the 
limits.  Vast quantities of plants are regularly found in home grows and some jurisdictions reported 
out of state investors making home purchases for the sole purpose of large home grow operations.  
The seizure of plants has proven daunting for the law enforcement agencies.  The collection of 
samples and seizure of the plants has been argued in Court, with frequent judicial findings in the 
defendant’s favor and the courts ordering the municipalities to reimburse the defendant for the 
value of the seized plants.  The evidence storage for some municipalities has proven costly in 
order to create drying and storage areas for thousands of plants and the growing equipment.  The 
increased exposures of law enforcement officers to the dangerous indoor grow environments 
generates additional expense for personal protective equipment.   
 
Officers stated that the “black market” is thriving and marijuana grown in Colorado is being 
exported to surrounding states and even out of the country. It remains beneficial for criminals to 
start illegal cultivation uses and retail dispensaries since permit fees and taxes can be avoided. 
Individuals are moving to Colorado from out of state, growing recreational marijuana, and sending 
it back to their home states where it is worth more than double its market value. Meanwhile, no 
decline in other drug use or drug related crime has been observed.  Another unexpected 
consequence is that narcotics detection K9 dogs are now largely irrelevant because they are 
trained to alert on multiple drugs including the now legal marijuana but do not differentiate 
between legal and illegal drugs in their alerts.  New dogs will need to be trained that do not alert 
on marijuana, thus creating a large expense.  
 
Another unexpected challenge is preventing robberies and thefts. Law enforcement officers are 
working with new marijuana dispensary and cultivation business owners to create security plans 
and review CPTED (Crime Prevention through Environmental Design) plans. These business 
owners are required to place their money and marijuana products within safes every night. 
Security cameras are required for these types of business locations. These businesses generate 
a significant amount of cash which cannot be stored within a bank due to banks being federally 
backed (marijuana remains illegal on a federal level). Business owners are forced to move large 
amounts of cash to different locations and often use armored trucks to deliver it to its destination. 
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Any time there is the storage of large sums of cash there is an increase in accompanying criminal 
activity.   
 
Law enforcement officers on patrol are seeing new challenges and impacts to the public’s well-
being. Multiple law enforcement officers stated that they believed there was an increase in 
recreational marijuana related traffic collisions, however statistics are not typically tracked at the 
local level. One of the challenges of collecting statistics is that many of the drivers which are 
involved with these traffic collisions are also under the influence of alcohol. When this situation 
occurs, it is easier and less expensive to test for the alcohol and pursue that conviction. There is 
a field test for alcohol blood level content and usually law enforcement headquarters also are 
equipped with a more accurate alcohol blood level content test as well, but both only require a 
suspect to breathe into a machine. There is not a field test for marijuana blood level content and 
the test that does exist is expensive and requires blood from the suspect usually drawn by a 
person from the medical field. Patrol officers can use field sobriety tests (observing the pulse, 
pupil dilation, etc.) to determine if someone is under the influence however, not all patrol officers 
are experts in this area and this method may not be convincing in a court of law. The Courts have 
established a 5-nanogram quantity of marijuana (THC) is the bloodstream as the legal limit, similar 
to our .08%BAC, however, there are no medical-legal standards which definitely prove the 5 nng 
level constitutes impairment.  As a result, prosecutors have shown great reluctance to prosecute 
for impairment in these circumstances.  One jurisdiction we spoke to have seen a 50% increase 
in fatal traffic collisions, but cannot connect them definitively to marijuana intoxication due to a 
lack of testing. The lack of testing and court prosecutions creates a challenge in the field and 
Colorado law enforcement officers stated that very few individuals have been prosecuted for 
driving under the influence of a drug (DUID) even though they are frequently seeing this criminal 
activity on the streets. While visiting a dispensary, Rancho Cucamonga staff was standing to the 
rear of the business near the parking lot and we witnessed a group of approximately six individuals 
walk out of the dispensary with their merchandise, smoke marijuana in their vehicle for 
approximately 10 minutes and then proceed to drive away.  
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Law enforcement officers are also seeing other types of calls for service related to recreational 
marijuana but again, these statistics are not being collected and it is not “popular” in Colorado to 
shine a light on the real public safety impacts. Many municipalities are not or cannot track these 
calls.  The State Chiefs of Police created a statistic mechanism that was so controversial, no one 
could agree on implementation and it has not been launched.  Many municipalities do not want to 
publicize recreational marijuana related cases because they don’t want to be the “stand out” 
problem city. If they don’t publicize the incidents, the negative reputation is thwarted. 
 
Some law enforcement officers within municipalities, which have banned all recreational 
marijuana land uses, stated that they continue to have crime and negative impacts from 
surrounding municipalities that do allow recreational marijuana but there are significant benefits 
to banning recreational marijuana all together. Benefits include being able to clearly define what 
is and is not legal which makes shutting down unpermitted marijuana cultivation businesses 
easier.  Law enforcement officers in jurisdictions where recreational marijuana is not allowed 
stated that they felt as if they have more of an ability to improve the quality of life for residents. 
When a resident or citizen complains of odor from an unpermitted cultivation businesses, law 
enforcement officers stated that they feel like they can “fix” the problem instead of telling the 
reporting party that they just had to live with it.  
 
Impacts on Fire Safety have also been significant. Staff interviewed one Assistant Fire Chief within 
a city which allowed all forms of commercial cultivation and retail sales. Although that particular 
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city is collecting millions of dollars in annual revenue from marijuana sales, no additional staff has 
been hired to help with enforcement related to marijuana uses. After allowing recreational 
marijuana, this city began having Fire Department staff conduct routine fire prevention inspections 
of marijuana cultivation locations similar to any other business inspections however, unlike other 
types of businesses, unique problems arose. Fire Department staff conducting these routine 
inspections were the same first responders who were responding to routine calls for fire and EMS 
service. When arriving to a call of service after inspecting a cultivation business, the citizen who 
had called for help didn’t trust the Fire Department staff and would not accept care since the first 
responders smelled like marijuana. To solve this problem, individuals from the Fire Department 
were assigned to inspect cultivation business as there only task however, these are not new staff 
members but rather staff pulled from other assignments and reassigned to fire prevention 
inspections for cultivation businesses. The Assistant Fire Chief stated that this has caused 
resources to be spread thin within their department.   
 
The Assistant Fire Chief also stated that allowing marijuana cultivation often creates situations 
where electrical wiring and other structural dangers exist compromising the safety of cultivation 
business employees as well as firefighters. Although marijuana cultivation is allowed in his 
jurisdiction, unpermitted “grows” are still occurring and are often creating life safety threats. The 
Assistant Fire Chief mentioned that a number of dangerous fires had resulted from faulty wiring 
and non-permitted interior structural work, and first responders had been seriously injured and 
consequently medically retired after one particular recent warehouse fire.  
 
Finance: If passed and enacted, beginning on January 1, 2018, the initiative in California would 
impose taxes on recreational marijuana or marijuana products based on gross receipts from retail 
sales. Colorado municipalities expressed the financial benefits of the sales tax revenue in those 
cities where retail sales were permitted. One municipality had seen two million dollars in tax 
revenue in just one year. Colorado staff spoke of city projects (parks, community centers, etc.)  
under way or in the planning stages which would be funded with this money; however, 
municipalities had not foreseen the estimated amount of staff time that would be required to 
create, regulate and enforce ordinances and new laws that came along with the legalization of 
recreational marijuana. Some municipalities were working with existing staffing while others were 
hoping to hire more people, especially law enforcement. A drain on staff time and staff resources 
was expressed in every municipality interviewed. In summary, while the marijuana industry may 
result in additional gross revenues to local agencies, it is unclear if any net benefit exists when 
the additional direct and indirect impacts to law enforcement, fire, code enforcement, and 
neighborhood quality of life are considered.  
 
Energy and Natural Resources: Marijuana cultivation requires a large amount of energy and 
water use. One municipality stated that Xcel Energy, Colorado’s energy company, “could hardly 
keep up” since a significant percentage of the area’s energy is being used for lighting and climate 
control within marijuana cultivation businesses. In recent news articles, Xcel Energy has stated 
that upgrades to transformers and power lines have had to be performed in order to accommodate 
the warehouses cultivating marijuana.  In California, where SCE and PG&E often struggle to 
upgrade their aging infrastructure to keep pace with new businesses, solar panel installations and 
electric vehicles, it is hard to imagine how they would keep up with a booming marijuana 
cultivation industry, or the cost impacts we all might be forced to bear.  
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The average marijuana plant needs about 6 gallons of water every day even when grown inside. 
There are many cultivation warehouses in Colorado and many of the warehouses grow hundreds 
of plants and some even grow thousands of plants. The result is thousands of gallons of water 
being used daily for a single cultivation warehouse. California is already in a drought and does 
not have the water supply that exists in Colorado. If recreational marijuana is legalized in 
California, the demand for water to grow these plants would create a significant impact on 
California’s overall water supply. The California Department of Fish and Wildlife has stated that 
the illegal cultivation of marijuana in northern California is already depleting water resources and 
using hundreds of thousands of gallons of water per day. "If this activity continues on the trajectory 
it's on, we're looking at potentially streams going dry, streams that harbor endangered fish species 
like salmon, steelhead," said Scott Bauer of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife.  
 
Social and Public Health: Tetrahydrocannabinol (THC) is the psychoactive chemical in 
marijuana that provides a “high” when it is smoked or ingested. Decades ago the level of THC 
was below 10%. Now the average plant, according to law enforcement in Colorado, is often 30%. 
Although there is a theoretical system to track marijuana from seed to sale, the system is 
fundamentally an honor system with no real regulatory enforcement. Colorado law enforcement 
stated that “black market marijuana” was making it to marijuana dispensaries to be legally sold 
within Colorado as well as outside of the state. When grown improperly, marijuana can also be 
contaminated with bacteria and chemicals. 
 
One Assistant Fire Chief stated that people, mostly tourists, were calling “911” after becoming 
heavily intoxicated and scared. Many of those patients complained of a racing heart rate and 
anxiety which are common symptoms of marijuana toxicity. In 2014 a 19 year old man passed 
away from his injuries after jumping from the fourth floor of a hotel in Denver. The coroner had 
deemed marijuana intoxication as being a significant factor in his death. Many of the toxicity issues 
are from “edibles” which contain THC but appear in the form of cookies, brownies, candy bars, 
and even beverages. The Colorado municipal staff that were interviewed were forthcoming about 
the significant problems surrounding edibles and the solutions that had been created to reduce 
the health impacts on the community. One dose of an edible is often one bite of a cookie or one 
square of a candy bar however, many people buying edibles believe that one complete cookie or 
one whole candy bar is one dose so they inadvertently overdoes.  Another challenge is that since 
these edibles look like normal candy, there has been an increase in accidental ingestion, 
especially in children. While visiting several dispensaries, Rancho Cucamonga staff observed a 
wide variety of marijuana edibles and some personal products designed to be topical and reduce 
pain. They looked and smelled like candy. The marijuana odor was not detected and if placed 
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next to normal candy and 
cookies, a person would not be 
able to tell which contained THC.  
Hospitals in the area have 
reported a significant increase in 
marijuana related ER visits and 
Colorado has recently developed 
regulations for the labeling of 
these products in order to 
educate recreational marijuana 
uses and provide THC content 
information.  
 
Many individuals using 
recreational marijuana are often 
attempting to reduce anxiety, pain 
or other medical ailments. In 
Colorado, Rancho Cucamonga 
staff was introduced to a term 
called cannabidiol or CBD. CBD 
is a compound in cannabis that is 

not a psychoactive like THC so users do not obtain a “high” when consuming or ingesting CBD. 
Recreational marijuana plant breeds tend to be lower in CBD levels but scientist are attempting 
to perform studies and create plant breeds which have high levels of CBD with almost no THC. 
This could create the medicinal benefit without the mind altering affects. Scientific testing is under 
way but for now, in Colorado, CBD is still is classified as a drug.   
 
Many argue that marijuana use has been in use in our society for decades and there is no proof 
of long term affects. Others argue that the long term effects cannot be known since people have 
only recently started to consume and ingest large amounts of marijuana at high levels of THC. 
Regardless of the ongoing science, most people can agree that we do not want our youth using 
marijuana recreationally. An article titled “The Legalization of Marijuana in Colorado: The Impact,” 
found that in the two year average (2013/2014) since Colorado legalized recreational marijuana, 
youth (ages 12 to 17) past month marijuana use increased 20 percent compared to the two year 
average prior to legalization (2011/2012). This article is attached and shows that recreational 
marijuana use is not only increasing in children but also in young adults. The long term health 
impacts of consuming recreational marijuana may not be seen for decades to come. 
 

Figure 1 THC-infused candy available for sale at an Aurora, CO 
dispensary. 
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Licensing Process 
Staff also gathered information regarding the licensing processes and procedures in those 
communities that had legalized recreational marijuana. Colorado requires a dual license (state 
and local) for each business to operate; however, all city personnel noted that the burden for 
license granting and enforcement in reality rests with the cities. Cities first issue the local license, 
and then the state’s process is a simple review of the local license; it is in essence a rubber stamp 
of what the city decides. Similarly, license enforcement really falls to local agencies. According to 
the HIDTA task force personnel, the state’s Bureau of Marijuana Enforcement has approximately 
30 field officers to inspect nearly 3,000 dispensaries and cultivation facilities statewide, which is 
too few personnel to adequately administer the program. 
 
The state’s much touted and replicated “track and trace” program was also panned by law 
enforcement. This program claims to track marijuana “from seed to sale” so that sources are 
confirmed to be legal, and any contamination or other problems with a batch of marijuana can be 
traced back to the original plants. However, HIDTA officers shared the actual process at the 
cultivation facilities is an honor system that remains completely unenforced by the State’s Bureau. 
Plants are tagged, but there is no state-sanctioned or inspected mechanism by which that tag 
follows buds through the drying, bagging, and distribution process; each cultivator creates its own 
tags and system through the supply chain. As a result, there is great incentive for illegal marijuana 
to enter the supply chainfrom Central America, where it can be grown more cheaply, and then be 
resold at Colorado premium prices.  
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Other impacts: 
As the marijuana industry has grown, it has become well-financed and therefore more politically 
influential. As one law enforcement group reported to us, the state’s Capitol literally smells of pot 
during the legislative session as the industry lobbies for its causes. The results of this lobbying 
has been a succession of initiatives and state laws that have steadily liberalized the use and 
cultivation of marijuana since 2000.  
 
CONCLUSIONS AND OBSERVATIONS:  
 

• Conversations with personnel in various cities were interesting in that executive staff 
generally reported fewer negative impacts of legalizing recreational marijuana. Line 
staff, whether law enforcement, planning, building, or code enforcement, generally 
reported more negative impacts on public safety, workload, quality of life in 
neighborhoods, and societal impacts.  This disconnect is fueled by the universal lack of 
data at the city level regarding marijuana-related calls for service, nuisance complaints, 
DUI’s, and other matters. 

• Legalization has not reduced drug trafficking or drug-related crime; data from the area’s 
major drug task force shows the opposite. 

• All cities were experiencing impacts even if they had created ordinances to ban recreational 
marijuana dispensaries in their specific cities. Cities are seeing a negative impact on their 
staffing and financial resources. The impacts of recreational marijuana do not stay within 
the boundaries of the cities that have legalized its sale.  

• Walking the streets of Denver, where all forms of recreational marijuana are allowed, the 
odor of marijuana is prevalent. Chatting with locals, it was expressed to us that recreational 
marijuana has permeated their state. The culture and environment has been permanently 
changed. The law of unintended consequences has taken over. 

 
In conclusion, based on our hours of interviews with city staffs and our on-the-ground 
observations over our week in Colorado, our team left concerned regarding the future of marijuana 
legalization in California and its unanticipated consequences. We recommend that local, regional, 
and state leaders become more educated about the actual Colorado experience and its real 
impacts, both intended and unintended, so that this information can be shared with the voters of 
California as they consider the Parker Initiative in November 2016. 
 
 
Attachments: 
 
The Legalization of Marijuana in Colorado: The Impact (2015). Author: Rocky Mountain High 
Intensity Drug Trafficking Area. (Graphics in this memo are from this report.) 
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 Introduction 

• This report on marijuana use in Colorado is an update of the publication The 

Legalization of Marijuana in Colorado:  The Impact Volume 3. 

 

• This report is a summary of some of the data from the National Survey on Drug 

Use and Health (NSDUH), an annual survey sponsored by the Substance Abuse 

and Mental Health Services Administration (SAMHSA). 

 

• The NSDUH data reported by SAMHSA is an average of two consecutive years. 

 

• Colorado legalized recreational marijuana in 2013 and retail marijuana 

businesses began operation in 2014. 

 

• The findings are between the two-year average of full legalization (2013/2014) 

compared to the two-year average just prior to legalization (2011/2012). 

  

P185



Youth Findings 

Past Month (Current) Marijuana Use for Colorado Youth Ages 12 to 17 Years Old: 

• In the two year average (2013/2014) since Colorado legalized recreational 

marijuana, youth past month marijuana use increased 20 percent compared to 

the two year average prior to legalization (2011/2012).  

o Nationally youth past month marijuana use declined 4 percent during the 

same time. 

• The latest 2013/2014 results show Colorado youth ranked #1 in the nation for past 

month marijuana use, up from #4 in 2011/2012. 

• Colorado youth past month marijuana use for 2013/2014 was 74 percent higher 

than the national average compared to 39 percent higher in 2011/2012. 

 

Youth Data 

 

SOURCE: SAMHSA.gov, National Survey on Drug Use and Health 2013 and 2014 
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SOURCE: SAMHSA.gov, National Survey on Drug Use and Health 2013 and 2014
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SOURCE: SAMHSA.gov, National Survey on Drug Use and Health 2013 and 2014 

 
 

States for Past Month Marijuana Use 
Youth Ages 12 to 17 Years Old, 2013/2014 

Top 10 
(Medical/Recreational States) 

Bottom 10 
(Non-Medical or Recreational States) 

National Rate = 7.22% 
1. Colorado – 12.56% 41.  Mississippi – 5.60% 
2. Vermont – 11.40% 42.  West Virginia – 5.60% 
3. Rhode Island – 10.69% 43.  North Dakota – 5.60% 
4. Oregon – 10.19% 44.  Louisiana – 5.55% 
5. Washington – 10.06% 45.  Nebraska – 5.54% 
6. Maine – 9.90% 46.  Oklahoma – 5.52% 
7. New Hampshire – 9.83% 47.  Utah – 5.42% 
8. Alaska – 9.19% 48.  South Dakota – 5.32% 
9. Massachusetts – 8.88% 49.  Iowa – 5.17% 
10. California – 8.74% 50.  Alabama – 4.98% 

 
SOURCE: SAMHSA.gov, National Survey on Drug Use and Health 2013 and 2014 
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College Age Findings 

Past Month (Current) Marijuana Use for Colorado College Age Adults Ages 18 to 25 
Years Old: 

• In the two year average (2013/2014) since Colorado legalized recreational 

marijuana, college age past month marijuana use increased 17 percent compared 

to the two year average prior to legalization (2011/2012). 

o Nationally college age past month marijuana use increased 2 percent 

during the same time. 

• The latest 2013/2014 results show Colorado college age adults ranked #1 in the 

nation for past month marijuana use, up from #3 in 2011/2012. 

• Colorado college age past month marijuana use for 2013/2014 was 62 percent 

higher than the national average compared to 42 percent higher in 2011/2012. 

College Age Data 

 

SOURCE: SAMHSA.gov, National Survey on Drug Use and Health 2013 and 2014
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SOURCE: SAMHSA.gov, National Survey on Drug Use and Health 2013 and 2014
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SOURCE: SAMHSA.gov, National Survey on Drug Use and Health 2013 and 2014 

 

States for Past Month Marijuana Use 
College Age Adults 18 to 25 Years Old, 2013/2014 

Top 10 
(Medical/Recreational States) 

Bottom 10 
(Non-Medical or Recreational States) 

National Rate = 19.32% 
1. Colorado – 31.24% 41.  Oklahoma – 15.76% 
2. Vermont – 30.60% 42.  Kansas – 15.11% 
3. New Hampshire – 30.09% 43.  Texas – 15.06% 
4. Rhode Island – 28.90% 44.  Alabama – 15.04% 
5. Massachusetts – 28.74% 45.  Tennessee – 14.72% 
6. Maine – 28.38% 46.  Idaho – 14.28% 
7. Oregon – 24.85% 47.  North Dakota – 14.05% 
8. Washington – 24.47% 48.  Iowa – 14.01% 
9. Maryland – 23.42% 49.  South Dakota – 13.02% 
10. Michigan – 23.17% 50.  Utah – 11.55% 

 
SOURCE: SAMHSA.gov, National Survey on Drug Use and Health 2013 and 2014 
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Adult Findings 

Past Month (Current) Marijuana Use for Colorado Adults Ages 26+ Years Old: 
• In the two year average (2013/2014) since Colorado legalized recreational 

marijuana, adult past month marijuana use increased 63 percent compared to 

the two year average prior to legalization (2011/2012). 

o Nationally adult past month marijuana use increased 21 percent during 

the same time.  

• The latest 2013/2014 results show Colorado adults ranked #1 in the nation for 

past month marijuana use, up from #7 in 2011/2012. 

• Colorado adult past month marijuana use for 2013/2014 was 104 percent higher 

than the national average compared to 51 percent higher in 2011/2012. 

Adult Data 

 

SOURCE: SAMHSA.gov, National Survey on Drug Use and Health 2013 and 2014
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SOURCE: SAMHSA.gov, National Survey on Drug Use and Health 2013 and 2014
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SOURCE: SAMHSA.gov, National Survey on Drug Use and Health 2013 and 2014 

 

States for Past Month Marijuana Use 
Adults Ages 26+ Years Old, 2013/2014 
Top 10 

(Medical/Recreational States) 
Bottom 10 

(Non-Medical or Recreational States) 
National Rate = 6.11% 

1. Colorado – 12.45% 41.  Louisiana – 4.42% 
2. Washington – 11.21% 42.  Utah – 4.25% 
3. Maine – 10.77% 43.  Texas – 4.21% 
4. Oregon – 10.68% 44.  Alabama – 4.03% 
5. Alaska – 10.42% 45.  Tennessee – 4.01% 
6. Vermont – 10.42% 46.  Nebraska – 3.97% 
7. Rhode Island – 9.92% 47.  North Dakota – 3.95% 
8. Massachusetts – 9.08% 48.  Mississippi – 3.95% 
9. New Hampshire – 8.78% 49.  Iowa – 3.40% 
10. Montana – 8.49% 50.  South Dakota – 3.30% 

 
SOURCE: SAMHSA.gov, National Survey on Drug Use and Health 2013 and 2014
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