MINUTES







                     06/24/08

CITY COUNCIL





          REGULAR MEETING
BANNING, CALIFORNIA

A regular meeting of the Banning City Council and a joint meeting of the City Council, the Banning Utility Authority and the Community Redevelopment Agency and a Joint Meeting of the City Council and the Community Redevelopment Agency was called to order by Mayor Salas on June 24, 2008 at 6:30 p.m. at the Banning Civic Center Council Chambers, 99 E. Ramsey Street, Banning, California.

COUNCIL MEMBERS PRESENT:

Councilmember Botts







Councilmember Franklin







Councilmember Hanna







Councilmember Machisic







Mayor Salas

COUNCIL MEMBERS ABSENT:

None

OTHERS PRESENT:

Brian Nakamura, City Manager





Julie Hayward Biggs, City Attorney





Duane Burk, Public Works Director





Jim Earhart, Public Utility Director





Leonard Purvis, Police Chief





Matthew Bassi, Interim Community Development Dir.





Leonard Purvis, Police Chief





Ted Yarbrough, Fire Marshal/ Emergency Services Coordinator




Jeff Stowells, Battalion Chief





Tim Steenson, Chief Building Official





Marie A. Calderon, City Clerk

CLOSED SESSION

Mayor Salas invited the audience to join her in the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.  The invocation was given by Pastor Don Vollmer. 

PUBLIC COMMENTS/CORRESPONDENCE/PRESENTATIONS

ANNOUNCEMENTS/APPOINTMENTS

City Attorney Biggs reported that the City Council met in closed session pursuant to the provisions of Government Code Section 54956.9(a) with regard to the following matters of pending litigation: 1) Highland Springs Conference and Training Center v. City of Banning - (RIC 460950); 2) Center for Biological Diversity v. City of Banning – (RIC 460967); 3) Cherry Valley Pass Acres and Neighbors, and Cherry Valley Environmental Planning Group v. City of Banning – (RIC 461035); and 4) Banning Bench Community of Interest Association, Inc. v. City of Banning – (RIC 461069) and there was no reportable action taken.   The Agency Board also met with regard to real property negotiations regarding property located at 255 W. Ramsey Street to confer with its real property negotiator Bonnie Johnson on the price and terms of the acquisition of property located at that address and no reportable action was taken.  The Council met in closed session pursuant to Government Code Section 54957.6 to confer with its labor negotiators including Bonnie Johnson and John Ruiz regarding the CBAM (City of Banning Association of Managers) bargaining unit and there was no reportable action taken. 
Report by City Manager - There was none at this time. 

PUBLIC COMMENTS – On Items Not on the Agenda
John Austerman, 5542 Evelyn Dr., thanking Barbara Hanna and Bonnie Johnson for help on an issue.

Chris McCallum, 757 W. Westward addressed the Council regarding healing wounds and our communities working together and that he will be introducing a project in the coming months to help the economy in our area (see Exhibit A).
Charlene Sakurai, 43000 Dillon Road addressed the Council reporting on the success of the market night that was held on Friday. She also went over the themes for the next market night and also artist Sharon Mitchell will be featured at the Banning Center for the Arts on June 11th. 
Patty Hanley, Director of Banning Library reported on their summer programs for children and teens and the fundraising dinner to be held on Wednesday, June 25th at the Banning Cultural Alliance at 5:00 p.m.

Doug Monte reported on the “Ready to Ride Youth Safety Expo” to be held on June 28th from 10 a.m. to 2 p.m. at Repplier Park parking Lot.    He went over the events that will be happening that day.

CORRESPONDENCE:   None at this time. 
ANNOUNCEMENTS/COUNCIL REPORTS:        
Councilmember Botts – 

· In regards to RCTC (Riverside County Transportation Commission) he attended that meeting and they gave a power-point presentation on their Ten-Year vision in regards to transit “Charting a Course for the Future – Transit Vision” and he said that copies were available on the back table or from the City Clerk.

Mayor Pro Tem Franklin –

· Said in regards to transit in the Pass Area there is a group that meets the first Friday of every month at noon at Marla’s called Transportation NOW which is a sub-committee of RCTC and anyone can attend those meetings.

· She attended the Commission on Women event last week from 9 a.m. to 2 p.m. and they heard over 25 testimonies on issues affecting women. There were two testimonies from Banning one dealing with child care and one relating to rent in mobile home and manufactured home parks.

· She attending a retreat along with Councilmember Hanna for the members of the Community Action Partnership of Riverside County and one of the things they did was to see a demonstration of weatherization here in Banning.  People can call the 211 if they have questions about programs and how they can qualify.

Councilmember Machisic –

· He attended a meeting with Assemblymen Benoit, Jefferies, Garcia and Cook and the prime subject was the State budget and unfortunately he has some bad news.  They mentioned a lot of things but the basic argument today in Sacramento is additional taxes versus cuts in the budget. The other thing they mentioned was that a 2/3rds vote is required to pass the budget and it is not there. They indicated that one of the big issues of the Governor is to sell the State Lottery recouping approximately $15 billion dollars.  Assemblyman Garcia mentioned that the budget will probably not be passed until August or September at the best.  Assemblyman Jefferies said that they spend hours working on laws, appropriations and conference committees and if they make changes and it comes for a vote, they are not required to report those 72 hours in advance.  He said that it was mentioned that Sacramento has an institutional behavior in that the legislators get termed out but the staff stays for years and years and years. Also the State legislature is not sensitive to local government and the best way to overcome that is that you have to communicate with State officials.  Also our City Manager is in Sacramento testifying along with some others about the Indian Gaming Funding.

Mayor Salas – 

· Said recently there was a Battle of the Bands and congratulated staff on a job well done and it was asked if it could be continued as an annual event.  Also the mural painting out at the skate park went well.  She asked Duane or Heidi to come up and give a quick report on the Fourth of July.  At this time Heidi gave some information in regards to the activities. 

REPORTS OF OFFICERS

3.
Godbe Tramutola Transient Occupancy Tax Public Outreach and Education Update


(Staff Report – Bonnie Johnson, Finance Director)

Finance Director said that at the last Council Meeting the Council had discussed a possible public education campaign as it relates to a possible ballot measure.  She said that Bonnie Moss is in attendance to answer any questions that the Council may have.

Bonnie Moss, Chief Operating Officer at Tramutola addressed the Council stating she would be happy to answer any questions that the Council may have.    

The Council asked various questions in regards to complexity of putting this on the ballot for an election, education and outreach, timing and scheduling of election, engagement with voters, when it would be on the ballot, financial projections, TOT versus a sales tax measure, special election and mail ballot election, number of competing measures on a ballot, and advocacy of a measure. 

Councilmember Hanna said that it is unfortunately that we did not pursue this at an earlier point this year, a hotel bed tax.  At that time it was estimated that we might generate as much as a half a million dollars from this and it was probably overly optimistic given our present economic situation.  But even a quarter of a million would be valuable and it is worth something.   However she doesn’t see that going forward at this time with a TOT that might be on the ballot for 2010 makes much sense.  She would not like to see a TOT and a public safety tax, for example, on the ballot at the same time; it makes no sense to do that.  So she doesn’t see going forward with a TOT at this time at all.  She personally thinks that there is not enough information to determine whether we want to do a public safety tax or any other tax at this point.  

Mayor Salas said that right now we have a lot of hotels coming into Banning and we are getting a lot of spill over from Morongo and some of the neighboring communities and we want repeat customers and when they begin to see the prices going up they might not want to stay here.  She said she cannot support this.  No doubt we need more officers and she doesn’t know if this is the way this is going to help us get there.  In her opinion after looking at the budget $200,000 to $500,000 is not going to provide us with the numbers that we need to try to find to fund some of the programs that we need to continue long term.  She said she will not support this for the ballot or any time in the future.  

Mayor Salas opened the item for public comments.  There were none. 

Councilmember Franklin said that she would like to see the Council have further discussion at a later time regarding other issues for raising more significant funds such as a public safety tax since we have already gotten the direction from the public that has already been contracted that it is an issue to them so that may be the way to go to really bring in the kind of dollars we are going to need in that particular area since that is the biggest portion of our budget. 

Councilmember Machisic said that we spent a lot a time talking about increased revenue and we have gone through many of the same questions you are asking now and they have been discussed and re-discussed.  We decided that we didn’t want to tax individual residents and knew that the TOT tax would only come in with a half a million dollars maximum and we brought that choice down to a TOT essentially and we rejected sales tax for a number of reasons and here we are now going to explore the whole subject one more time.  He is concerned that we do the right thing but we need to come to a decision on what we are going to do because the time line mentioned was 15 months to 18 months in duration and what we say today will not come to fruition until a year and a half from now.  So he thinks we need to be definite in our decision once we make it and stick with it.  He said that he would not be in favor of going forward at this time.

Councilmember Botts said he could support moving forward tonight with a TOT but as we are talking here we need some additional discussion.  

There was some further Council discussion in regards to getting more information and explore other options or have a workshop on this. 

Finance Director said she would like clarification on exactly how we are going to go forward exploring and is that going to be just options that are brought forward by staff and will that be done with our consultant at this time.

Councilmember Hanna suggested that we don’t need the consultant until we have an idea of what direction we want to go in.  We need to have a strategy that is going to solve the problem.

Councilmember Botts said he would concur with Councilmember Hanna and we need to take a time out with our consultant.  We need to get our act together with direction from staff and then come back in 60 days and see where we are.

Mayor Salas said that when we say staff we mean the police department, the Chief and some of the lieutenants and fire to get their thoughts and needs and take a good look at it.  Her concern with a TOT per say is not that we are far below many other cities but if we are going to tax business to provide a service that is needed, it should be direct. The public should know where those dollars are going.  

Finance Director said if she understands correctly in approximately 60 days or so we will hold a workshop and further discuss this as a group and in the meantime staff will work together with the appropriate departments to strategize and come up with your revenue generating options and other options as well and bring that forward to a workshop.  

CONSENT ITEMS
Mayor Pro Tem Franklin pulled item 6 for discussion.
1.
Approval of Minutes – Special Meeting – 06/10/08
Recommendation:   That the City Council approve the minutes of the Special Meeting of June 10, 2008.

2.
Conflict of Interest Code Notification 

Recommendation:  That the City Council receive and place on file this notification that the 2008 Conflict of Interest Code will be brought forward to the City Council no later than October 1, 2008 for approval. 

3.
Accept the Right-of-Way Dedication for 887 W. Ramsey Street.

Recommendation:   Accept the Right-of-Way dedication for 887 W. Ramsey Street, as described in Exhibit “A” and Exhibit “B” and direct the City Clerk to accept and record said dedication. 

4.
Notice of Completion for Emergency Repairs Related to Water Damage at City 

Hall Performed by Whitmore Construction, Inc. 

Recommendation:  That the City Council accept the Emergency Repairs Related to Water Damage at City Hall as complete and direct the City Clerk to record the Notice of Completion.

5.
Amending the Existing Agreement for Consultant Services with PARSONS
Water & Infrastructure, Inc. to Provide Additional Work for the Design of the

Wastewater Treatment Plant Expansion.

Recommendation: That the City Council approves amending the existing Consultant Services Agreement for Design and Construction Management of the Wastewater Treatment Plant Expansion in the amount Not to Exceed of $91,367.00.

7.
Resolution No. 2008-76, Awarding the Construction Contract for Project No. 
2008-07, Cabinet and Countertop Replacement at the Banning Community Center to

Whitmore Construction, Inc., Banning, California.
Recommendation:   That the City Council adopt Resolution No. 2008-76, Awarding the Construction Contract for Project No. 2008-07, Cabinet and Countertop Replacement at the Banning Senior Center to Whitmore Construction, Inc. of Banning, California for an amount Not to Exceed $31,000.00, which includes an approximate 10% construction contingency.

8.
Resolution No. 2008-78, Amending the Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fee


(TUMF) Applicable to All Developments in the City of Banning. 
Recommendation:   That the City Council adopt Resolution No. 2008-78.

9.
Resolution No. 2008-81, Awarding the Construction Contract for Project No. 


2008-06, Replacement of Flooring at the Banning Community Center and Senior

            Center to KV’s Paint and Decorating Center, Inc. of Beaumont, California.
Recommendation:  That the City Council adopt Resolution No. 2008-81, Awarding the Construction Contract for Project No. 2008-06, Replacement of Flooring at the Banning Community Center and Senior Center to KV’s Paint and Decorating Center, Inc. of Beaumont, California for an amount Not to Exceed $36,000.00, which includes an approximate 10% contingency. 

10.
Resolution No. 2008-84, Approving the Execution and Submittal for the FY


07-08 California Transit Security Grant Program from the Governor’s Office of 


Homeland Security.
Recommendation:  That the City Council adopt Resolution No. 2008-84.

Motion Hanna/Machisic to approve Consent Items 1 through 5 and 7 through 9.  Mayor Salas opened the item for public comments.  There were none. Motion carried, all in favor. 
6.
Bus Shelter Update

Mayor Pro Tem Franklin wanted to know if staff could give more clarification as to what it means when it says in our report that the grant has passed the first round.  What does that mean for our City, what are we talking about in terms of completion of that and her understanding is that all that money is to go towards shelters.    

Finance Director said that the staff submits each year the Short Range Transit Plan to Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) and that is where we get the funding for 90% of our transit programs and some capital dollars.  In that request this year for the 08-09 funding there was a request that included $40,000 for bus shelter improvements.  The process goes on for a couple of months and then staff has to appear before the RCTC Board on two separate occasions.  Since the writing of this report staff actually received a letter from RCTC yesterday stating that our Short Range Transit Plan has been approved so all we need to do is to file our claim forms to access our funding so the $40,000 is in place.  

Councilmember Franklin said when this comes back to the Council for the next round to approve it could they find out specifically what the approximate cost is to actually put the shelters in the condition that they need to be to be useful and let us know how many we have, as well as, how many bus benches we still have need of in the city so that the Council knows what they are talking about in terms of moving forward on it.

Finance Director said that staff will bring that information forward. 

Councilmember Machisic said he is very concerned about the difference of the cost and the difference between this grant.  

Councilmember Botts said that at RCTC yesterday they did approve the money and there was $800,000 approved in capital expenditures for Banning Pass Transit and it wasn’t detailed obviously and do we ever get a breakdown of the money we get from RCTC for Pass Transit.

Finance Director said that the $800,000 that he was referring to was actually an application that staff submitted to RCTC.  So we developed the breakdown of the $800,000 and in this case it includes various improvements to some of our existing buses, the purchase of a couple of new buses, Dial-a-Ride vehicles and there are various things that go into that and she would be happy to get Council a full breakdown of what that was.

Motion Botts/Machisic that the City Council approve Consent Item No. 6 to receive and file this update regarding financing, repairs and improvements to City bus shelters in preparation for transfer to the Banning Chamber of Commerce.  Mayor Salas opened the item for public comments.  There were none. Motion carried, all in favor. 

PUBLIC HEARINGS
1.
Tentative Tract Map (TTM) 32370 Time Extension Located Generally in the

 
Northern portion of the city, 1500 feet north of Wilson Street, west of Mountain

 
Avenue. APN: 535-030-038 

(Staff Report – Matthew Bassi, Interim Community Development Director)

Mr. Bassi gave the staff report as contained in the agenda packet.  He said the applicant has in the last couple of years made significant progress on his project and there are some remaining items that need to be done like capping the street and installing street lights and perimeter block walls so the applicant needs the extra one year time frame in which to get that and the public improvements done in order to record the map.  Staff supports this one-year time extension to July 12, 2009.

Mayor Pro Tem Franklin asked if there were efforts being made to make sure that when the wind blows that the dirt isn’t moving and if there are no houses being built in the near future that efforts are being made to make sure that if it rains that mud doesn’t move.

Mr. Bassi said efforts are being made and there is a Stormwater Pollution and Prevention document on file that during the rainy seasons there is an erosion control time part of that where they will bag the lots to keep runoff from going down.  In addition in regards to the high wind time advisories that go out then we have an inspector that goes out and they will be required to water the dirt so it doesn’t blow off.  So those are conditions on the project. 

Mayor Salas opened the public hearing on this item for public comments.  Seeing no one come forward Mayor Salas closed the public hearing on this item. 
Motion Machisic/Franklin that the City Council adopt Resolution No. 2008-75, approving a one-year extension of time to July 12, 2009,  for Tentative Tract Map No. 32370.  Motion carried, all in favor. 

2.
Resolution No.  2008-77, Approving the Price Index (CPI) Increase for the Service

 
Charges for the Collection, Transportation and Disposal of Solid Waste.


(Staff Report Duane Burk, Public Works Director)
Mr. Burk said that staff is recommending that the Council adopt Resolution No. 2008-77 and gave the staff report as contained in the agenda packet.  If approved, the rate will be effective on July 1, 2008.  The current rate for refuse collection is $15.46 per month, per household and if approved, the rate will be $17.02 and the commercial rate has been adjusted accordingly, as shown in Exhibit A.  He said that it is a significant impact as it relates to the extraordinary fuel costs and the tipping fees at the landfill.  He said that Alex Bracovich with Waste Management is in attendance if there are any questions.

Mayor Pro Tem Franklin asked if the vehicles used to collect the refuse are CNG vehicles.

Alex Bracovich, Director of Government Affairs, Waste Management stated that the way they calculated their fuel increase this year was to use a blended rate because approximately 34% on average of your vehicles are CNG, 66% are diesel and that is an average over the course of the year. He said that back in 1999-2000 they invested in a CNG fueling station and currently 30% of their fleet is CNG.  They are still in the mode of conversion as their trucks age.  

Mayor Salas opened the public hearing on this item for public comments.  Seeing no one come forward Mayor Salas closed the public hearing on this item. 
Motion Botts/Machisic that the City Council adopt Resolution No. 2008-77, Approving the Consumer Price Index (CPI) Increase for the Service Charges for the Collection, Transportation and Disposal of Solid Waste, as set forth in the City of Banning’s Franchise Agreement with Waste Management of the Inland Empire.  Motion carried, all in favor. 

3.
Repeal of Resolutions 2006-128, 129 130 and Ordinance No. 1353. 



(Staff Report – Julie Hayward Biggs, City Attorney)

City Attorney stated that this matter came before the Council on June 10th for consideration and at that time there was a request to continue the matter to this evening in the hopes that there would be an opportunity for Sun Cal and the City and the other parties to get together and perhaps find a more positive way to resolve the matter.  The City did receive a couple of letters from Sun Cal with one on June 19, 2008 and one on June 26, 2008 asking for further extension.  The opposing Counsel in the matter did in fact stipulate to extend their time to respond to file motions for attorney’s fees to July 15, 2008 so that has been done.  There are four lawsuits involved in this and those are Highland Springs, Center for Biological Diversity, Cherry Valley Pass Acres and Neighbors, and the Banning Bench Community of Interest all versus the City of Banning and Sun Cal as a real party and interest.  She said that they were informed just before the meeting on June 10th that Sun Cal had in fact filed a Notice of Appeal with the court and that automatically stays the order and that gave us the ability to postpone a decision on the 10th to this evening.  Since that time however, in addition to correspondence from Sun Cal we have had no further exchange with the opposing Counsel but we have received notice that Sun Cal is in default on the appeal and has failed to pay the costs for production of the record and the court has notified them of that default.  Again, the question before the Council is whether to go forward and repeal the various approvals that were enacted by this Council or whether to let them stand or continue the matter.   First of all the letter received today from Sun Cal suggests that the City somehow violated the development agreement that applied to this project and there is a very clear threat that if you take the action there could be litigation filed against the City.  There is a provision in the development agreement that basically grants the City absolute discretion with regard to actions related to CEQA and to actions that it chooses to take and also waives Sun Cal’s ability to bring a lawsuit against the City on that basis. The cases that were determined were all CEQA cases and the order is in order under CEQA with a trial board stating that at least in the trial courts opinion in order to conform to CEQA these matters should be vacated. She said that they have included updated resolutions for the Council’s consideration and the City Clerk has those versions and they are merely corrections and additions of information based upon what has happened since the 10th of June and at this point it is the Council choice as to how to proceed.  

Mayor Salas opened the public hearing on this item.  

John Benfield, 10610 Gilman Street addressed the Council stating that he represents the Community of Interest and they strongly oppose that extension.  They think it is a ploy for Sun Cal to avoid paying their legal fees as long as possible.  They are in default on all their properties.

Rod Hanway, Vice President of Planning for Sun Cal addressed the Council stating that he is representing SCC/Black Bench, LLC.  He said that they have submitted and the City has acknowledged receipt of two letters from Sun Cal in the past week stating their position on various issues and he really doesn’t have anything to add to that.  They really address the issues that they are concerned with.  He said among the various misstatements and misinformation and lies that have been spread about this project and he heard one more tonight and that was the fees nothing being paid to the court and they have been paid and the appeal is moving forward. He said that he would reiterate their request that you meet and confer with them to address and resolve the issues on this case and they are available to a meet at the Council’s discretion at any time.

Pat O’Dell, 977 Gilman Street addressed the council stating that he has 160 acres adjacent to the Black Bench property.  This process has many, many years and this Council and other Councils have looked at it along with the Planning Commission and it has been a good process because a lot of people have been involved.  He knows that Sun Cal had spent a lot of time meeting with the local people and had come up with an agreement on one of the big problems which was a road that they were going to put a gate on that comes on to the Bluff Road and it seemed like they worked very had to get that agreement and then they decided to sue when the Council came up with the agreement.  It is strange to him that this is a City of Banning issue and he knows that anybody can oppose the City of Banning but all the plaintiffs are not in the city at all and he thinks that is a problem.  The other issue is that if you decide to go back on the agreements and tract maps that you have approved, to him that means that you are saying the four people that had these issues were correct and he thinks that is a huge problem because out of all the issues he thinks that the only one major issue that the judge really was upset about was the water issues.  There were a number of other issues that went through and were fine but he water issue needed to be addressed.  There is no issue about that but if you go ahead and get rid of your approval to him it seems that you are approving what the judge said and the process is not finished because appeals are still out.  He would think that this would make this City a City of absolutely no growth because anybody can use this judgment that hasn’t been fully appealed to stop any project in the city of Banning for water whether it is a house, whether it is 50 houses or whether it is a Walgreen’s or anything and to him that is the issue.  Not whether Sun Cal is going to build all these homes or not.  The issue is that you are absolutely tying the City of Banning to absolutely no growth and that is fine if that is what you want but in this same meeting you are talking about how to improve revenues.  By your decision tonight you are saying no growth and if that is want you want, that is fine.  If not, let it go through the process and let the appeals go through and see where it is at.  

Larry Walborn, 43455 Doe Circle addressed the Council stating that there have been a lot of statements made and in his case he would like some questions asked.  This lawsuit that went through for this Banning Bench property you had nine things that the judge said mistakes were made on and one of them was water.  That is the City of Banning’s mistake.  Where are you going to get the water?  Where are you going to have an access road?  We need the houses and we need the development but before you start opening it up you need to have what we call a “will serve”.  You can serve that amount of homes with that amount of water.  Secondly, you can’t just dump 1500 cars on a little trail that comes down off the Bench.  That would be 1500 cars morning and evening running up and down the hill.  Many people have been killed on that road already because of the winding roads.   He is not saying stop the Black Bench.  He is saying let’s figure out how we are going to give them water first, how we are going to get them in and out second so we don’t kill somebody coming down that winding road on the Bench.  Let’s figure out how we are going to do it and then we will worry about how we are going to get these people up and down.  

Mayor Salas closed the public hearing on this item. 

Mayor Pro Tem Franklin asked if legal counsel could address the questions that were raised regarding the issue of water and what was the legal opinion regarding the water issue.

City Attorney said that she doesn’t have that with her here and it is her understanding that there was a concern that there was not sufficient water certainly for the area.

Councilmember Machisic said that his process in regards to the Black Bench project has been challenged by four different groups none of which were in the city and this has serious consequences to the City.  We are talking about the potential of hundreds of thousands of dollars and we have met with our counsel a number of times and he thinks that it is important that the Council consider the legal advice that we have received on this matter. 

Councilmember Botts said that he appreciates the comments by a number of folks and he thinks that the Council clearly understands what the issues are and that they are working on.  If we were to rescind this tonight, this Council person does not consider that in any way a no growth position.  This is a complex issue and the City is trying to protect our taxpayers and we have another developer with 5000 homes processing through the City of Banning right now. He said that it does bother him a little bit that today we get a threatening letter on our desk that we are going to be sued by Sun Cal and we usually like to have, whether they are threatening or not, have our information in advance so that we can properly digest it and hopefully make the right decision. 

Motion Machisic/Hanna that the City Council adopt Resolution No. 2008-69, Setting Side and Vacating Adoption of Resolution No. 2006-128,Vacating Adoption of Resolution No. 2006-128 Certifying the Final Black Bench Environmental Impact Report (SCH No. 200411024), Adopting a Statement of Overriding Considerations and Mitigation Monitoring Program.  Motion carried, all in favor.

Motion Hanna/Machisic that the City Council adopt Resolution No. 2008-70, Setting Side and Vacating Adoption of Resolution No. 2006-129, Vacating Adoption of Resolution No. 2006-129 Approving General Plan Amendment #06-2502 to Modify Certain Changes to the General Plan Circulation Element in Connection with the Black Bench Project.  Motion carried, all in favor.

Motion Botts/Franklin that the City Council adopt Resolution No. 2008-71, Setting Side and Vacating Adoption of Resolution No. 2006-130, Approving Lot Split #04-4509/Tentative Tract Map 34001 Pertaining to the Property Generally Located North of Wilson Street, West of Bluff Street, Between Sunset Avenue and Highland Springs Avenue.  Motion carried, all in favor. 

Mayor Salas asked the City Clerk to read the title of Ordinance No. 1389.  City Clerk read: “An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Banning, California, Vacating and Repealing Ordinance No. 1353, Approving Specific Plan #04-209, to Establish the Development Standards and Guidelines to Allow the Development of Up to 1,500 Residential Units, A 13.1 Acre School Site, 81.2 Acres of Parks, and 869 Acres of Open Space on a 1,488 Acre Site Generally Located North of Wilson Street, West of Bluff   Street, Between Sunset Avenue and Highland Springs Avenue.”
Motion Hanna/Machisic to waive further reading of Ordinance No. 1389.  Motion carried, all in favor.

Motion Franklin/Hanna that Ordinance No. 1389 pass its first reading.  Motion carried, all in favor. 

Meeting recessed at 8:27 p.m. and reconvened at 8:42 pm. 

REPORTS OF OFFICERS

1.
Resolution No. 2008-55, Awarding the Construction Contract, Approving the

 
Professional Services Agreements for Construction Inspection Services and 


Miscellaneous Construction Services for Project No. 2006-07, Construction of New

 
Banning Police Station.


(Staff Report – Leonard Purvis, Chief of Police)
Chief Purvis addressed the Council stating that what he would be presenting is a two-prong approach to go over the current state of affairs of the three buildings that they are housed in.  He started with a power-point presentation showing a rendering of their proposed police station at 125 E. Ramsey.  Currently the police department is operating out of three separate locations.  The first one is PD Central at 321 W. Ramsey Street, Dispatch Center located at 3291 W. Wilson Street and also has evidence and other vehicle stored at the Banning Airport.  They currently run their patrol division out of 321 W. Ramsey Street and also their department administration, records bureau, detective bureau and evidence storage and currently this building is for sale.  He displayed pictures of the current building at 321 W. Ramsey Street and explained the various issues that they are having with regard to privacy when talking to suspects, victims, witnesses and other things such as personnel issues and private matters.   He also explained the issues of space in the detective bureau, interview room, evidence room, records and storage and the secured evidence room.   He also explained the issues of security in keeping people out from vandalizing any of the vehicles and the parking lot entrance has been a concern of his and his officers because they deal with some various dangerous criminals and suspects.  Employee parking is on the street and unfortunately that is a safety concern also.  The trailers currently house the briefing room and the men’s locker room. 

Chief Purvis said that the Dispatch Center is located at 3291 W. Wilson houses the communication center, ARCNET (narcotics task force), gang task force, evidence storage, general equipment and information services.  Currently in the bays where they used to park the fire engines they have bicycles stored and evidence.    He said that the California Peace Officers Standards and Training did an audit of their agency about a month and a half ago and they actually cited them for the way evidence is being stored.  He showed the interior dispatch area and IT computer room which is pretty crowded with boxes and equipment.   In the storage facility at the Banning Municipal Airport they have evidence stored there, the mobile command center is parked there, general equipment storage and their golf cart and vehicle parking is also located at this facility.  He said as you can see they are out of space at that facility also.  

Chief Purvis said in regards to accomplishments he is very proud of the work that has been accomplished since John Horton came aboard as Chief of Police and the work of their fine officers and sworn staff and non-sworn staff.  He said that they had an absolute crime reduction of 22.6% in Banning from 2005 to 2006 and they are number one in the Inland Empire.  They implemented a new Internal Affairs Process and officers have been held accountable and the culture of the department has definitely changed.  Public faith in the department has grown, the department image has improved and they definitely have more community involvement.  They were also able to bring a Narcotic Enforcement Team to Banning which used to be housed in San Jacinto and they have been the extra eyes and ears for Banning and the citizens of Banning.  They were also able to bring the Gang Task Force to Banning and were the first gang task force that was up and running and that was in December 2005 and it has been very successful.   They have applied for and received numerous federal, state and local grants.  They have implemented the successful Knock Out Gangs in school programs and recently completed their second year in 2008. They implemented the successful Gang Resistance Education and Training Program (G.R.E.A.T.) and that also completed its second year.  They re-established the Banning Police Activities League (BPAL) which had been dormant for six years.  The department also received an A+ rating in a statewide public records access of police agencies that they did.  The first time they did it they received an F- and about a year later they received the A+.  They had the 1st Annual Ready to Ride Youth Safety Expo last June, 2007 and the next one is June 28th.   They also developed a Five-Year Strategic Plan from 2006 to 2011 and they continually look upon that document to make sure they are on track.  They developed Hundred Neighborhoods Community Oriented Policing and Problem Solving Program, purchased a new Mobile Command Post with grant funds, formed their Emergency Tactical Unit and worked with the Finance Department to develop a Community Facility District (CFD) to fund police and fire services through future development.

Chief Purvis said in closing this new police station is definitely an investment in the future.  It will give them room to grow and they will all be under one roof.  They will definitely be more efficient.  Right now there is a disconnect unfortunately, and all they are not working at their full capacity and they feel that by being under one roof, having the space that they need they won’t have that disconnect any more and be able to work at their full potential.  They will definitely have better communication, better supervision and one of the things he is concerned about is that they need to attract and keep quality personnel.  They will also be working smarter by not having to work at three different areas and not utilizing their resources as they should be.  

Duane Burk, Public Works Director addressed the Council stating that part of the presentation and what they talked about with the ad hoc committee which consisted of in-house staff and Council Members was to talk about the extra operating costs of what they foresee in the future.  What the Council has before them and what staff wanted to talk about in this presentation was about the budget and future growth of this facility and that there are going to be some additional costs.  It is a 30,000 square foot building however, what is being show in this presentation is that the department is fragmented and they are all over the community as it relates to what they are doing.  So when you look at the utility costs they are currently paying $1,748 which is an average per month and it is anticipated that it is going to up by an additional $3,000 a month.  Gas is probably going to stay about the same, the phone about the same and all the utilities basically about the same.  Janitorial is going to go up by about $1,144, landscape is anticipated to increase by about a couple of hundred, and the projected increases are $4,412 per month.  He said with looking at estimates the facility will be built to a standard that is kind of state-of-the-art application such as automatic lights and the HVA system which will be extremely efficient.  In regards to landscaping they are looking at having waterless grass, etc.  These are just projected ideas so they are looking at around a $50,000 increase.  He went over the slides showing these figures.    Mr. Burk said that the recommendation is for Council to adopt Resolution No. 2005-55, Awarding the Construction Contract, approving the Professional Services Agreements for Construction Inspection Services and Miscellaneous Construction Services for Project No. 2006-07, Construction of the New Banning Police Station.  Mr. Burk said that the former Banning Police Station was built approximately 20 years ago and it was demolished to make room.  They also didn’t demolish it to make room but they really couldn’t build around the existing facility and house them there.  The idea was to move the Banning Chamber across the street and the police station was moved to 321 W. Ramsey and now it is getting more and more crowded as they continued to operate.  On December 15, 2004 the City Council approved a professional services agreement with Holt Architects to design a new police station and the design for the facility was to be completed in September 2006 and the project was advertised on October 2nd and the bid opening was December 19, 2006 and consequently the bids came in too high and this Council directed him to go back and fix the problem. What they did was to redesign the facility to accommodate the needs of the police station.  He said that the whole bottom floor of that building is not built for 2025; it is built for 50 years.    He said that the bids varied but the lowest responsible bidder if they put in all the contingencies would have been around $17 million which would have been $3 million more than what they needed.  By cutting the costs they have saved around $4 million.  In order to forward the project in February 2007 the City Council adopted Resolution 2007-20 amending the existing design and architectural services with Holt for a redesign.  The police station was completed and that portion was done, a contract with Cal K-12, a management firm to review the police station and plans and specifications were insured for constructability review and that was completed.  On May 13, 2008 the City Council awarded the contract to Cal K-12 for the construction management for those services to manage the project.  The project was advertised for bids on April 14, 2008 and April 21, 2008 and actually 23 bidders pulled plans and specifications.  They received on May 29, 2008 eleven bids.  The lowest bidder was Doug Walt Construction and within a few days he asked to rescind his bid and he cited a calculation error.  So tonight staff is asking to let him off the hook for that bid which moved the next contractor, Oakview Construction for $11,089,836.00 as the lowest responsible and lowest responsive bidder.  Cal K-12 reviewed the submitted bids and after reviewing Oakview Construction, Inc. package and references recommended to them the award for the construction contact.   Mr. Burk said that Edge Development, Inc. submitted a letter in protest which was submitted to all of the Council on the decision to award the construction contract to Oakview and said letter was evaluated by the City of Banning’s attorney who concluded that the items under protest are minor defects in Oakview’s bid package. Per the terms of the project specifications these minor defects can be disregarded by you all.  The Engineer’s estimate for the project was $9,500,000.00.  If approved as anticipated, the construction for Project 2006-07, Construction of the New Banning Police Station will be completed in early 2010.   

Mayor Salas asked who was the contractor with Oakview and are they here this evening?  Mr. Burk said John Field is in the audience and he actually flew from Wyoming where he was on vacation to be here.

Mayor Pro Tem Franklin said that she has had several calls from residents since this came up on the agenda the last time and she asked staff to state for the public where the funds are coming from and how this impacts us with using these funds for the police department.

Bonnie Johnson, Finance Director said the funds that were earmarked for this project came from a bond issue that was issued in 2005 and there were two series of bond issues and one was for water and one for wastewater.  Out of the wastewater bonds under the structure of the bonds the Banning Utility Authority was formed but out of the water side of these bonds, out of those proceeds $17 million dollars was allocated to the City in the form of a lease payment under the Banning Utility Authority structure and that $17 million dollars can be used for any capital project of public benefit and at the time the Council went through and prioritized the $17 million dollars and at that time the $14 million of the $17 million was earmarked for the police station project.  Since that time the water department has reassessed some of its capital needs and there is going to be challenged as we move forward to put in needed infrastructure in the time frame that the utility director feels that those infrastructures should be put in to facilitate future development.

Mayor Pro Tem Franklin asked how short we are in the water department as far as funding.   Finance Director said that she could take a guess because she doesn’t have the list of the projects in front of her but she believes it is in excess of $20 million dollars over the next 5 to 7 years that we are going to need that we currently don’t have in reserves and don’t have as part of the bond proceeds that the water department has to complete improvements that are needed to the system.

Mayor Pro Tem Franklin said she asked her to state that because she recalls very clearly when this came up to the Council regarding the water bonds and she wasn’t on the Council but she remembers that the question was asked several times of staff at that time if putting this money a side for the police department was going to adversely impact the water department and the answer was stated not once but at least twice, no.  That puts the Council in a position that is going to be a no win, win tonight because the Council moved forward based on the recommendations of staff and she knows that the person that made that statement is not here tonight.  She said that she doesn’t like to say anything about staff but that information has caused Council to move forward and now we are in a very tuff position tonight because we know we have water needs that you have told us we are short about $20 million but we are taking water money to build a police station and is she correct on that.   Finance Director said she was correct.

Mayor Salas said the water projections are not for current but for future growth.  It is dealing with current residents and would that be impacted or would it be for future growth that happens down the road as far as construction.  

Finance Director said she believes there are projects that are both for current needs and for future needs that are part of the long-range capital plan for the water department.  She doesn’t have a breakdown as far as dollar value assigned to projects and which ones related to current and which ones relate to future development. 

Mayor Pro Tem Franklin said that they know the building is for sale and it is her understanding that the current owner doesn’t want to extend the lease so what are the options for the police department if this building is sold.

Chief Purvis said their option is not to stay there. Their option is if they have to do what they need to do is to go to PD West and be even more cramped than they are.  They do not want to be in a position where the City is put over a barrel and made to buy a facility that is inadequate and that is not working for them currently.  It is $1.8 million that the City shouldn’t spend on a facility that hasn’t worked for them from the start.  So what they will do is to move to PD West and make it work however they need to make it work but they don’t feel the City should be put in a position where they feel they are put into a corner and they now need to buy a building that they are not going to be able to work in any way. 

Mayor Salas asked if that happens, how fast can we fast track and construct this building?

Chief Purvis said he was talking to Mr. Burk and his constructability team and they were thinking 15 to 16 months.  

Councilmember Hanna said that it is always possible that if it were sold and that is a big if, if it were sold they would be very happy to have us stay as long as possible.  It doesn’t mean that if it sells necessary, that we have to leave.

Mayor Salas opened the item for public comments.

Dustin Jones, Attorney representing Edge Development addressed the Council stating that Edge was a bidder on this project and they submitted a protest shortly after the bids were opened.  They are protesting the award of this contract to Oakview Constructors basically because Oakview’s bid is full of numerous deviations, errors and omissions from the bidding requirements.  They have been sending letters back and forth with the City’s outside Counsel McEwen on this and he has paid a lot of attention to this issue and he thanks him for that.  He said that he didn’t have time to go through every deviation and he believes that the Council did received copies of their bid protest.  He said that there are four main categories of deviations in Oakview’s bid.  The bid documents required them to attach addenda which they didn’t.  The bid documents required them to clearly name who their subcontractors were going to be and they listed some subcontractors as contractors.  They listed a majority of their subcontractors within material supplier worksheets and there was a material supplier within that listing.  Those are relatively minor and Mr. McEwen thinks that you could waive those if you wanted to but he is not going to argue that.  Some of the more serious stuff is that the bid documents required bidders to do one of two things indicate three projects of a similar nature that they have done to this project or indicate that they hadn’t done projects of a similar nature.   Oakview listed 16 projects and none of them were anywhere near of a similar nature to this project.  The bids for this project were around $11 million and the low bid was in the mid $10 million dollar range.  The largest project listed by Oakview was a $3.3 million dollar project.  The type of projects listed were school modernizations only and this project is from the ground up construction of a 33,000 square foot law enforcement facility.  Whether or not that could be waived is a legal dispute that could be settled and it is not going to get settled here.  The final category of deviation was in the bid breakdown.  The bid breakdown is basically a budget for the project where the bidder says here is a scope of work, the security system, and he is going to spend a certain amount of dollars on that and it is done for every single scope of work on a project.  Oakview rather than filling in every single line as the bid documents require decided to lump this together and they did this 23 times in the bid breakdown and he explained further what this meant.   The purpose of the breakdown during the bid is so that at bid time City staff and City Council can say is that a reasonable amount of money to spend on a certain item and that is a deviation that cannot be waived under California law.  He also referred to a specific case regarding this issue and he and Mr. McEwen have been going back and forth on that case for two weeks on the different interpretations of that case.  He thinks the City Council has the authority to waive it and they think under that case there is no authority.  The answer to that dispute is not going to be made here tonight; that can only be made by a judge.  What they can decide here tonight is whether or not they are going to need a judge.  He said he is not here as a representative of Edge Development saying, award us the contract.  What he is saying is that Edge Development wants you to reject all bids and you have three options basically:  1) award to Oakview and maybe see Edge in court next week, 2) award to Edge and maybe see Oakview in court next week, and 3) reject all bids and neither Edge or Oakview can challenge that decision.  That is entirely non-reviewable and a judge cannot tell you to award a project.  Other than avoiding the litigation, why do they want to reject all bids.  There are about 1.6 million reasons why they should reject all bids and rebid this project.  If you look on page 329 of the agenda packet, the City’s engineering estimate for this project was $9.5 million dollars and Oakview’s bid is bordering on $11.1 million.   The low bidder for the project was Doug Wall Construction and its bid was $10,480,000.00.  By either metric the engineering estimate or Doug Wall Construction’s low bid, the City’s leaving money on the table; money it doesn’t have.  So if you reject all bids tonight you have an A-1 construction manager that can turn around a project incredible fast.  They can rebid it and avoid this messy legal issue possibility and save money and hopefully get a contractor that fills out his bid and has the attention to detail that you want a contractor to have when he is building a 33,000 foot, ground up construction police station.

Mayor Salas asked if the full list of the subs has been submitted to this point now and also to our legal counsel what does this do in a delay frame.   She said that generally projects aren’t re-bid necessary to lower the price for the City and that is the reason there is a process.

City Attorney Biggs said that she would have Mr. McEwen address that because he has been living with this for the last couple of weeks also in these exchanges.

City Attorney McEwen addressed the Council stating that one of the biggest misconceptions is that Edge started this protest from the perspective of we are a higher bidder; award to us.  It has not gotten to reject all bids.  The concept to reject all bids what they would do if the City Council elected to go down that road, they would then reject all bids and then start the process all over.  They would have to have the whole bidding process start all over and it doesn’t necessarily mean that it would end up lower; it could end up higher.  They are bound to accept the lowest responsive responsible bidder and that is what staff’s recommendation is here tonight in terms of Oakview.  Now, Edge went through Oakview’s bid with a very fine tooth comb finding things in terms of for example, material supplier sheets.  All of the information is there identifying the subcontractors, the scope of work and all the necessary things.  Edge just used the wrong sheet. Is that a material defect; staff doesn’t believe so because they have the information that they need to evaluate the bid.  That is a similar issue with respect to all of the items that have been identified by Edge.  He said that both Cal K-12 and City staff and he have reviewed the issues after they were raised and there have been a series of two letters back and forth that address in detail each of the claimed deficiencies.  This City Council has in its discretion to treat those deviances as inconsequential and in terms of the review by staff, Cal K-12 and himself believe that they are. In terms of the specifics, he can get into them.  The other one that was mentioned by Mr. Jones was actually the failure to acknowledge the addenda.  Oakview along with every other contractor on this project received four addenda with an acknowledgement sheet.  They faxed it back immediately.  Our construction manager had it in their possession, the City had it in their possession prior to bid time so the complaint raised was actually that we didn’t resubmit it with the bid packet and the instructions were not real clear that you had to do that.  This gives you an idea of the level of detail that Edge has gone into to evaluate the Oakview bid proposal.  In terms of those, the items that they have identified, he is confident that this City Council has the ability to waive them as inconsequential.  With respect to the inconsistent subcontractor listings that was a situation where there was a bid opening on May 29th and that is where the bid was submitted along with a Bid Schedule One that itemized various categories of construction costs what the City originally had in its construction documents that this is what we want to know for purposes of your budget.  In Addendum No. 1 the City said that we would like some supplemental information and submit this Bid Schedule Two asking for a little bit more detail and breakout and that is the item that was submitted within 24-hours after the original bid opening.  That is the item that Edge is saying 23 of those was where its getting included in this other scope of work and for purposes of Cal K-12 and City staff it was sufficient.  The City was able to manage this contract and determine what needs to be done based on what was submitted by Oakview.  So from staff’s perspective it was okay.  In terms of the actual instructions to bidder every line was filled out and had information by reference and so it technically complied with the bid specifications.  The discretion rests with the City Council.  One of the complaints that Edge raised was that the process has be skewed and that the City Council is not exercising its discretion.  We are here today and you have the ability to decide whether to award to Oakview as the lowest responsible bidder, to reject Oakview basically disqualify them based on the argument that Mr. Jones raised that they don’t have enough similar projects.  He said that he has a different argument because that puts us in a position of saying choosing one subcontractor over another based on what we think is the most applicable experienced to our project and we can’t do that under the Public Contract Code.  We are left with the standard of the lowest responsive responsible bidder and that is what staff’s recommendation is that the award go through what they consider to be that entity Oakview Constructors.  

Councilmember Hanna said that she would like more information/detail about their past experience.  The impression was that they have only done remodeling and small construction projects.  This is a much larger project than they ever done before and different than anything.  Our construction management firm is Cal K-12 education background and now we have a company who apparently their background is mostly education.  Are they capable?  Is it really true that we cannot look at whether someone is capable of producing the end result or not or do we just have to take the lowest responsible bidder.  

Mr. McEwen said that there are a couple of things we can look at.  They do have a contractor’s license issued by the State.  They have secured bonding from surety that is willing to put essentially $11 million dollars of assets on the line.  They have also got 16 public projects, ten of which exceed a million dollars and some are $4.5 to $5 million dollars in terms of the size.  In terms of the responsiveness we would have to make a finding, hold a hearing and say that they are not a responsible bidder based on the information they have provided.  You can use the comparison of Edge in which they provided three projects one of which was a $10 million dollar school project, one fire station of about $4 million and one other that was not a sizeable project.  The real issue for us is does that demonstrate a familiarity with a public project, prevailing wages and do they have a proven track record.  The other problem we have in terms of addressing that specific issue is that outside of the project we had the opportunity to pre-qualify contractors and that is a whole different process where we go through and basically narrow it down to only a few contractors based on prior experience or based on certain qualifications that we set forth and we didn’t go down that road.  So, in effect we are tied to the local responsive responsible bidder.  

Mayor Pro Tem Franklin asked if he could explain why there is such a different between the engineer’s estimate for the project at $9.5 million but the lowest responsive bid is $11,089,000.00. 

Mr. McEwen said he can’t in terms of the specifics of this project.  He can say that it happens all the time in terms of the engineer’s estimate are sometimes earlier in the project and usually it is not prepared by a contactor but by the architect or the architect’s staff and they are sort of saying this is what they think it is going to cost.  And quite often it doesn’t match what the market depicts.  In terms of looking at the eleven responses that they go, if you set a side the Doug Wall, you have a pretty tight spread at the $11 million with three or four contractors and that is usually what he thinks the professional’s will do is look at that in terms of is there much room for the contractor’s to sharpen their pencil, are we right on in terms of budget, are the contractor’s close to each other in terms of the bid numbers that we are evaluating and in this he thinks the spread was pretty tight.  

Mayor Salas asked Mr. Burk if we did our due diligence in looking at all the subcontractors on the State website and federal just to make sure so we have record of that.  Mr. Burk said yes.  She also asked in his opinion did we work well enough with the architect and the engineer to make sure that there won’t be any change orders at the last minute when we approve the contact.  Mr. Burk said that they actually had a post-bid interview with Cal K-12 and the contractor of award.  He said that Oakview Constructors is not a change order artist.  As much as he can appreciate Edge’s attorney and his two weeks of working on this, he has been working on this for two and half years and we have paid a tremendous amount of detail to this.  This Council hired an A-1 construction management team and they reviewed this and said this bid was good.  They have gone through it with a fine tooth comb like they have with the bid and he thinks that they are bringing forward to the Council a really good project and they have met all the plans associated with this project to bring it to this point.  He really appreciates Edge’s position as it relates to this democracy of bringing the protest forward because that is what this is about.  It is nice that they brought this forward because it really gives you all a point to tell you how much of a fine toothed comb they brought this forward to.  

Mr. Burk said that between the $10,480,000.000 and the $11,089,000.00 he eluded you to say that if you reject all bids that the hands had already shown and your numbers are going to come into that.  He would caution that is not the case as it relates to concrete, steel and in fact, they had presentations from the architect before saying that we could look at construction costs increasing 5% per month and that is kind of what they found here.  This number is solid in these times.  

Mayor Salas asked for further comments from the public.

Bob Fisher, president of the Banning Police Officers Association addressed the Council stating that on behalf of the BPOA they would like to thank the Council for all their patience and all their support and concern with the project.  They would also like to thank the City Manager, Bonnie Johnson and Duane Burk and Chief Purvis for all of his help and support in moving this project forward.

Helen Barnes, 2102 W. Lincoln Street addressed the Council stating that she is impressed with the fact and disappointed that our guys are in three different facilities in town.  It is not acceptable in her opinion.  However, she doesn’t object to the money that is being spent on the police department and if anything, our communication center – dispatch center should be state-of-the-art because that is the hub of the safety of our officers.  However, her objection is to where the money is coming from and she thinks that is the bottom line.  This money is coming from future infrastructure improvements where it is needed for the benefit of our community.  She is a member of the Banning Economic Development Committee and as a member of that committee she received a copy of the Kossmont Report which the City paid a consultant to get an opinion of how we get new businesses to come to Banning and we all know that new business is new revenue for the City.  This report stated numerous times that in order to get new business to come to town we need to upgrade our infrastructure, as well as, build infrastructure where there is none.  This would provide incentive for new businesses to locate here.  Where else are we going to get the money besides the water funds she doesn’t know but she doesn’t think it ought to come from the utilities?  If we take the $12 million dollars from the water, who is to say next year or a year down the road we have to raise the water rates to our members of the community which they truly cannot afford.  She thinks that this City Council and our staff should be able to come up with a better alternative than to take the money from the water utility.  

Mike Nava, Patrol Sergeant with the Banning Police Department addressed the Council stating that this city hall currently sits on what was once the employee parking for the Banning Police Department and Murray Street when it ran all the way across on to Ramsey.  The old Banning Police Department where it sat was the old wood-framed Council Chambers and was used at the time as the Banning Police Department’s Detective Bureau because he came here in 1979.  He said that he worked out of that old detective bureau.  The Banning Police Department was across the street where the Sheriff’s Department SWAT Team is now and at that time they shared part of that with the Sheriff’s Department and they ran that jail facility.  He said he was here when city hall was located at Ramsey and Second Street and that building burned down and they moved down to the center next to Bank of America.  They built this city hall where we are now and that is called progress.  We knocked down the old structure for the detective bureau and they built what is now missing referred to as the old Banning Police Department.  We outgrew it and it was poorly constructed to begin with and it leaked from day one and the back door which was coded never worked.  Now they are in cramped quarters building that leaks, a back security door that falters periodically and we have to make sure and check that it is secured at times because people have walked in on them.   One evening they caught an individual that was in and around their vehicles and that is not a secure area and not a secure facility for the employees.  They are so cramped that they keep passing illnesses back and forth.  Ventilation is poor, air-conditioners don’t work half the time and there is not even a drinking fountain in there.  They are spread over three different locations and that is ridiculous.  He said show him a modern day police department that has spread themselves over three different locations; you are not going to find it.  It is pitiful and the sad part about it is that you have the power tonight to vote for progress.  A new police department is going to be progress for this city.  Tonight you can stop it or let it continue.  He said that he will not be here for that because he is retiring after 35 years with 29 and a half with the City of Banning.  He said that he has seen progress but not to vote for this new police department would be stopping that.  People in this city voted for you for the future hopefully and he knows that in their hearts and in their minds voting for this police department is the right thing to do but the question is are you strong enough to vote the right way.  

Chris McCallum addressed the Council stating that he thinks that it is important that when you talk infrastructure to a city he thinks the police department is part of that infrastructure.  We can talk about water and stuff but he would absolutely agree that you are in a tough position right now in that you have to make a big decision.  The police department is essential for us as business owners to have a place where they can do their job correctly.  We have entrusted them with our safety and protection and we have to give them the facilities to do their job.   He said that he can remember fourteen years ago talking about the high school being in front of the Council back then that they wouldn’t give him the time to talk about the infrastructure at the high school which to this day isn’t completed.  We want our kids to do whatever and the BPAL program is going on and he would much rather be talking to the Council about giving the BPAL program $14 million to do what Doug Monte is doing but the reality is that the police department has to do their job and they have to have the tools to do their job.  We also need water and that infrastructure is important and he doesn’t know if there is a balance point here but he knows one thing is that he doesn’t want to see in fourteen years that we are talking about the same issue about the police department because as a business owner he doesn’t know how he is going to attract and do business in an area where they can’t do their job.  The Council has a tough decision and he hopes they make the right one.

A new officer for the City of Banning addressed the Council stating that she came here about eight months ago and was very hopeful when she chose this City as her new employer.  She looked forward to this as an incentive when her Chief told her that down the road we are going to have a brand new facility to house our officers and she was very excited and looked forward to that in a City that appeared to take pride in its police department and how it functioned.  She said that she wasn’t going to make any comments but became frustrated.  She said for example; imagine if you had to hold meetings from three different locations; how efficient would that be.  How well could you work as a team?  She said for example on a daily basis such as simple calls, paperwork, management, communications she has to go from the police department downtown to the opposite end of the city and back again and maybe back again to handle a call.  To communicate with other members of her agency she has to drive across town.   Everyone is talking about impact on the community and how efficient is it going to be for them to protect and serve the people of the community the way that they are functioning now.  When she looked at moving to a city most people that she has spoken with look at their police department’s and how safe the community is, if they have children and families do they want to move into that city, what is the crime like, how is the police department, how does it function, and where is it located.  She said it was almost embarrassing when she describes where she works to fellow officers who work at other agencies and they are in disbelief that our police department is that separated from everybody else that they work with.  She feels that the community members that she comes in contact with most of them are concerned about the safety of their community and neighborhoods and would probably be appalled to know how separate we are and how inefficient our department is ran and how the potential for efficiency could be with this.  She knows that water is an issue and money is an issue and she understands that but ten years from now you want people and businesses to come into your community, you want families to come into your community but they won’t do it if they don’t feel safe here.  Increased moral, better communications and just feeling that she can do her job to the best of her ability which she doesn’t feel she can do now in a building she is housed in.  She hopes the Council takes a step back and really thinks about the impact that this could have on the community, the officers, her fellow coworkers and the future of the Banning Police Department as a whole and where we are trying to go ten years from now.

Fred Sakarui addressed the Council stating that he and Charlene do not have the history that Sgt. Nava has because they have only been here five years but during that five years he thinks that they have seen the growth of downtown Banning, the evening activities, the daytime activities gown in a parallel line with the growth of the police department.  And at this time we could get downtown Banning even growing steadier and safer with a new police station which will soon be surrounded by the County of Riverside’s legal department, a new courthouse hopefully, larger post office and with a new police station at its core he thinks it will make Banning a much better and safer city.

Mayor Salas said over the last eight to ten years she has had the pleasure of watching this police department grow in leaps and bounds in a short time and for government to move fast in eight years is amazing.  It has been instrumental to watch the visibility throughout the community groups and a new face has been put to that department through all the officers, men and women and it continues to grow in a positive way everyday.  It is amazing the ideas and some of the programs that are being put together that are different than any other city in this county and she would say also in the State.  She that our police department is infrastructure but in a different way; it is the backbone to our community and it is the very reason government was formed.  Safety is one of the primary reasons why we have tax dollars and where we should be spending them and so many times we end up putting them into so many other things we don’t have money for the basics and that is the key element to holding us together.  We need to plan ahead and they shouldn’t penalize our department.  When we say something we need to follow through with it.  When we give a promise and give our word we buckle down and find a way to do it and for years we have been saying we are going to do it now let’s just get it done and in her opinion that is what they need to do.  She thanked each and every one of the police officers for laying down their life for us every single day and everyday it gets harder.  People from Los Angeles are moving out by the droves, house prices are going down even more so it creates a lot more crime element to come into our communities but they know not to step a foot into Banning now.  There was a day when they didn’t act like that and thought they could just run amuck here but no longer do you see things happing on the east side of town and you can actually walk by any time of day and feel safe or drive through.  We are raising the bar across the board in the City not just in this area but in everything that we do and this will be just another example of how we can raise the bar and show all the other cities that Banning has come a long way and will continue to do so.  She is proud of our city and loves our officers and the community and how we work together.  This is just something tangible that will show them how serious we are.

Councilmember Machisic said that one of the comments that this gentleman made was that this is the company that has the low bid and it makes him feel that small companies can build big projects and the question is how you go from small to big unless you give them a chance.  The other thing that we have is a legal opinion that supports us awarding the contract to this particular company and he feels comfortable with the legal opinion that they have received.  Also, he thanked the two Council Members who served on the committee with Duane Burk and the Police Chief in going over these bids and he appreciates their support for the building itself.  Also, Mr. Burk mentioned the swimming pool bid and we went out two or three times on that and the engineer’s estimate was a couple of million dollars and when it came back three times in a row it was $4 million dollars and we only had one bidder.  He said that when they started this thing about four or five years ago forming the utility commission is that one of the things that we got money from electricity and water and wastewater and he said he was the person who posed the question to the staff that he didn’t want to spend one penny on anything else except water and wastewater and you tell me everything you want that you need for long-range growth for the next 5 to 15 years and he was given a list as was the rest of the Council of the projects and they said fund them and there was money left over and the Council had an extensive discussion about soccer fields, police buildings and a number of things and the decision was made that we were going to go with a police building.  We moved the Chamber of Commerce across the street and funded them.  We tore down the police building, we moved the police department to two locations, we put utilities underground under the police building for the future building and then about nine months ago someone comes to them when they were doing capital funds and all of a sudden they raised the issue that they need a certain amount of millions of dollars and we had gone down this road a long way and then all of a sudden somebody said I need $15 million dollars.  Unfortunately, money is scare and they had based their decision on what they thought at the time and proceeded for the best part of three years along this road and they only found out about this eight months ago.  He said that his expectations of a police department are very high and he expects them to do a good job and they have done a good job.  When you talk about wanting to do something downtown and why couldn’t we get people downtown Fred Sakuari hit it on the head because they feel safe and comfortable. We had trouble getting people downtown but at the last activities that we have had we have a large number of people coming downtown and he thinks that they are gaining some confidence about coming down and he thinks that is important.  The Council has also done other things such as facades, cooperatives and so on and he thinks that it is all kind of coming together. So a safe downtown is the result of the police department and all the men and women in it.  Don’t forget one of our main missions in this city is to provide a safe city. He said that he is supportive of putting up the police building. 

Councilmember Hanna said that Ms. Barnes said where are we going to get money for our water utility and that is an important question.  She knows that for our wastewater expansion we are looking for a low interest loan from the State of California which will help keep the cost and expense reduced to our residents and knows that they will make very effort to do the same with water to keep it low.  It is a reality that our rates will go up over time but everyone’s will.  This shouldn’t be shocking to anyone.  The Council will do everything they can as a Council to run this efficiently at the lowest cost possible given the standards we want.  But the police department is critical and she thinks the three of them that have been on the Council for the last four years would say with great pride that probably the biggest accomplishment that we have had is the improvement of the police department and we are very, very proud of them and that we can go forward and we can feel that our community has the highest regard for our police department.   We were talking earlier about increased sources of revenue and we actually did a bond a number of years ago for additional police services and it lost and it lost because our community did not have confidence in our police department and there were also a number of other reasons.  She thinks that our community does have confidence  She was asked why don’t they use this money for police officers or cars, etc. and she thinks it is useful to say that our money comes in different buckets and this is one that must be used for construction.  We can’t use it for anything else and she thinks the Council’s choice is to be to build a new police department.  It is very hard for City Council’s because there are so many different issues that come up that they are confronted with and they will always be criticized for any decision but the one thing they know going forward with this today they will have a visible result within 18 months that they can be proud of and the department will be proud of and that our community will be proud of and it will help in downtown revitalization as well.  

Councilmember Botts said for the listening audience it is important to know that Councilmember Machisic and Councilmember Hanna that a previous Council said lets do this and you can argue that you got the right answer or didn’t or whatever but we rely upon staff and you made a decision.  As staff knows the bids came in at $15 to $17 million and the previous city manager asked for some help and Councilmember Hanna and himself volunteered and they spent a lot of time as Councilmembers and he was new on the Council and she was here when they voted for it originally but the bottom line to that was that they looked back and said a previous Council said we need to build this and here are all the reasons.  He doesn’t think that there is any debate about the need for the facility.  But we and Council people can’t say let’s build it for $15 or $17 million dollars and Duane Burk knows that the catch phrase was that wasn’t even all in costs; that was construction.  They worked hard and agonized over it and said to staff and the previous Chief and the architects the Council said build it for $14 million dollars and they are not going to decide what is going into that building just go back and build it for $ 14 million.  And the architects and the previous Chief and existing Chief did that and cut a whole section out of it thousands and thousands of square feet they were able to cut out because in some estimations maybe we were building for the ultimate build out of the city but they did cut back on that and yet he doesn’t think anyone in this room would argue that we have a good size new police facility.  But a lot of effort went into all of this to say are we really getting our bang for the buck.  He said that he has agonized over this and has been a Council watcher for a number of years and with just eighteen months on the Council he believes that it doesn’t have to be win/lose tonight.  He thinks that they will find the money and they are already looking for the money to do the other projects the wastewater and the water.    He said that he is of the mind that he certainly supports this tonight to move forward but that it isn’t win/lose but that we will do it all and we must have the infrastructure but this is also an important infrastructure also.   He wanted the taxpayers to know that he thinks they can do both.

Mayor Pro Tem Franklin said that she has made comments and she has talked to other people about this and the one thing that struck her tonight was the comment about the department as a utility and she hadn’t thought of it as being part of our infrastructure.  She thanked the police department and all of the men and women that serve but she doesn’t think that what makes a department good is based on a building.  She thinks it depends on good strong leadership.  It depends on the dedication, the integrity of the officers that serve and she thinks that we already have that both in our men and women.  She doesn’t think that a building is really going to make a difference as to whether or not it is a good department because it is a good department and we don’t have a good building right now.  But when she looked at all the issues and has had several sleepless nights trying to decide the best thing do for our city because the bottom line is what do we do that is best for our city and she has looked at what has happened in the past and she knows that being in the audience today that the comments were made about where the money was going to go for the water department was a big disappointment to Council to find out that we don’t have the money that we need for the water department afterwards.  She doesn’t want to prolong her comments but she wanted to say that part of her decision tonight is looking at what is best for the whole city and part of it is going to be a protest in not getting the correct information from staff in the past.   She does support the police department and she is going to challenge staff next now to help us get the money that we need for water and also to public works not to need the contingency portion because that is almost a million dollars and that would help for the water department if we are able to hold our costs and be able to get what we need for both the department as well as the city.

Mayor Botts made a motion for approval.

City Attorney said that there were a couple of small changes to the resolution and these are for the record.    The changes in the resolution are: on the seventh whereas clause it should read:  “Whereas, Edge Development, Inc. submitted a letter dated June 23, 2008 in protest of the decision to award the construction contract to Oakview Construction, Inc. and said letter was evaluated by the City of Banning’s attorney who concluded and responded by letter dated June 24, 2008 prior to the public hearing that the items under protest were minor defects in Oakview Construction, Inc.’s bid package which, per the project specifications, can be disregarded by the City Council; and”...    With regard to the resolution sections we need to add a new Section I and renumber the following sections.  The new Section I should read:  “The City Council finds and determines that deviations in the Oakview Construction, Inc.’s bid as identified by Edge Development, Inc. in its bid protest to be immaterial and rejects the bid protest.”
Motion Botts/Machisic that the City Council adopt Resolution No. 2008-55 as amended by the City Attorney and I) Awarding the Construction Contract for Project No. 2006-07, Construction of the New Banning Police Station, to Oakview Construction, Inc. of Calimesa, California, in an amount “Not to Exceed” $11,089,836.00, and II) Approving the Professional Services Agreement for Construction Inspection Services with A&E Inspection Services of Beaumont, California, in an amount “Not to Exceed” $243,984.00, and III) Awarding Miscellaneous Construction Services, including soils and materials testing, to Landmark Geo-Engineers and Geologists, and surveying to HP Engineering, Inc.,  for a total amount “Not to Exceed” $168,000.00, and IV) Approving an approximate 8% construction contingency in an amount of $890,000.00 to be used in the event that additional work arises from unforeseen conditions, and V) Authorizing the appropriation of $12,391,820.00 from BUA funds to Account No. 470-2200-413-9010 and authorizing the Director of Finance to make the necessary budget adjustments related to these funds.  Motion carried, all in favor. 
Motion Botts/Hanna to continued the meeting past 10:00 p.m.   Motion carried, all in favor. 
There was some discussion regarding deferring some items and the agenda being too long and it is happening all the time. 
2.
Fire Hazard Severity Zone Determinations for the City of Banning. 
 (Ted Yarbrough, Fire Marshal/Emergency Services Coordinator)
Fire Marshal said that this item could be deferred to the City Council meeting of July 8, 2008. 

Mayor Salas recessed the regular City Council meeting and called to order a Joint Meeting of the City Council, Banning Utility Authority and the Community Redevelopment Agency.
A.
REPORTS OF OFFICERS
A-1.
Recommendation to Adopt Three Resolutions (1) Adopting the City’s Annual
Budgets for the Fiscal Period 2008-09, (2) Adopting the Fiscal Year 2008-09 Gann

Limit Calculation and (3) Adopting the Utility Authority’s Annual Budget for the

Fiscal Period 2008-09.

(Staff Report – Bonnie Johnson, Finance Director)
Finance Director gave her staff report as contained in the agenda packet.  She said that this was the same budget that was submitted to the Council during the June 11th workshop.  There have been no modifications made to the budget.   The resolution to be adopted incorporates the budget committee recommendations.

Mayor Pro Tem Franklin said that in looking at the documents in regards to Redevelopment Agency it includes the Art Alliance request for $171,000 and she would like to remove that part of it and have that go through the City Manager before we talk about approving that mainly because we did talk at the meeting we had in talking about the budget that we wanted every community organization that comes forward to the Council to submit some additional information and she doesn’t feel that the information they received the night of the presentation from the Art Alliance was sufficient in giving a full financial statement and a full business plan and to address those questions we said we were going to start asking.   

Councilmember Botts said it is his understanding that they have been meeting with the City Manager off and on for he doesn’t know how long and the City Manager suggested putting this in the budget in this fashion.  We have seen their financials.

Councilmember Hanna said that it still has to come back to the Council.  This is not approval of the program; it is just in the budget.  Mayor Pro Tem Franklin said that is what she wants to be sure of. 

Finance Director said that was correct.  She said what she has done with this was to include the appropriation into the budget and certainly the Council as the Redevelopment Board can request that the Alliance come back with further information and actually look at the programs that the Alliance plans to do and look at that in further detail.  This is an appropriation for one year 2008/09 and beyond that this budget does not cover that.  There is no information contained in here that ties you to anything that is multi-year or even single year at this point.  

Mayor Salas opened the item for public comments.

Charlene Sakurai addressed the Council stating that a question came up last time having to do with the gallery sale and if it goes through escrow and we subsequently lease it would the rent payments back to the City come out of that fund and the answer is no.  That has been adjusted and she thinks that Carol Newkirk turned that into Bonnie and what had initially been put in there as rent has been put into a youth program.  So the monies that they would pay in rent would come out of totally different funding.  She thinks that really needed to be cleared up and it was a valid question and it was rectified by the next morning.  She said that concern has been taken care of.

Councilmember Machisic said he brought up that point about an interest rate and someone was going to study it.  The interest rate in the proposed document is 7.5%.  

Councilmember Botts said that was a separate issue.  This was the operating funds as distinguished from purchase of the building. 

Finance Director said that these are the operating funds for the program.  Staff has already taken care of the interest rate issue that you brought up.  

Councilmember Machisic said that we have funded the program for the past two and half years and one of the things he spoke to them is that at some point in time they need to begin getting some private donations.  He thinks that in regards to the City he thinks it is appropriate that we provide them with the initial money and get them started but after a point of time he thinks that they need to start soliciting private funds of some kind.  

Charlene Sakurai said that his point is very well taken and at their past board meetings and executive committee meetings this is exactly what they have been talking about.  They have a sponsorship program in creation right now so that they can go after sponsors for their big events.   They are working with the University of Redlands with their School of Business and their students are coming in to help them with business plans and also to identify potential grant monies from foundations and corporations.  She thinks that will help them a lot. 

Karen Clavelot, President of the Alliance addressed the Council stating that when they started the Banning Cultural Alliance they had big plans and she thinks that they are fulfilling the plans and the things that you as a Council would like us to do for the City of Banning.  They are facilitating organizations working together which hasn’t happened for a long time, they are doing events downtown, they are bringing people downtown and she thinks that they are doing a very good job.  

Mayor Salas closed the item for public comments.

Councilmember Botts thanked the staff for their hard work on the budgeting process and he knows that the Council presses hard and he has pressed hard in saying that we need to reduce expenses and reduce costs and you have certainly frozen some positions and taken a look of what we can before we go to the people and ask them to tax themselves.  He thanked Councilmembers Hanna and Franklin for the extra time and effort in working on the budget. 

Motion Botts/Franklin to adopt 1)  Resolution No. 2008-82, Approving the Annual budget for the Fiscal Period July 1, 2008 to June 30, 2009; 2) adopt Resolution No. 2008-83,  Approving the Fiscal Year 2008-09 Gann Limit Calculation; and 3)  That the  Banning Utility Authority Board adopt Resolution No. 2008-03UA, Approving the Annual Budget for the Fiscal; and 4) that the Agency Board adopt CRA Resolution No. 2008-08, Authorizing the adoption of the Annual Budget for the Fiscal Year July 1, 2008 to June 30, 2009.  Motion carried, all in favor. 

Mayor Salas adjourned the Joint Meeting of the City Council, Banning Utility Authority and Community Redevelopment Agency.
Mayor Salas called to order the Joint Meeting of the City Council and the Community Redevelopment Agency.

CONSENT ITEMS    

1.
Approval of Minutes – Regular Meeting – 05/27/08                        
Recommendation:  That the minutes of the Regular Meeting of May 27, 2008 be approved. 

2.

City Council and Agency Board adopt the 2008-09 Cooperative and Repayment 

Agreement Between the City of Banning and  the Banning Redevelopment Agency for the Payment of Administrative Expenses. 

Recommendation:  That the City Council and the Community Redevelopment Agency adopt the 2008-2009 Cooperative and Repayment Agreement between the City of Banning and the Redevelopment Agency. 

3.
City Council adopt Resolution No. 2008-85 and Agency Board adopt CRA

 
Resolution No. 2008-10, Approving a Loan and Repayment Between the City

 
and the Redevelopment Agency to Facilitate the Funding of Redevelopment

            Capital Projects.
Recommendation:   That the City Council adopt Resolution No. 2008-85 and the Redevelopment Agency Board adopt CRA Resolution No. 2008-10, Approving a Loan and  Repayment Between the City and the Redevelopment Agency to Facilitate the Funding of Redevelopment Capital Projects.
4.    
City Council adopt Resolution No. 2008-80 and Agency Board adopt CRA

 
Resolution No. 2008-11, Awarding the Construction Contract for Project No. 


2008-05, Removal of an Underground Storage Tank and Appurtenances at 311 


E. Ramsey Street to West Tek, Inc. of Spring Valley, CA for an amount not to


Exceed $66,000.00, which includes an approximate 10% Construction


contingency. 
Recommendation:  That the City Council adopt Resolution No. 2008-80 and the Redevelopment Agency Board adopt CRA Resolution No. 2008-11, Awarding the Construction Contract for Project No. 2008-05, Removal of an Underground Storage Tank and Appurtenances at 311  E. Ramsey Street to  West Tek, Inc. of Spring Valley, CA for an amount Not to Exceed $66,000.00, which includes an approximate 10%  Construction contingency; and Authorizing the appropriation of $66,000.00 from 2007 Tax Allocation Bond Proceeds to Account No. 855-9500-490.90-01 and authorizing the Director of Finance to make the necessary budget adjustments related to these funds. 
Motion Hanna/Machisic to approve Consent Items 1 through 4.   Mayor Salas opened the item for public comments.  There were none.  Motion carried, all in favor. 
DIRECTOR’S REPORT
1.
Review and Approval of Fixed Based Operator Services
This item was deferred to the City Council meeting of July 8, 2008.

Councilman Machisic asked that the Morongo Tribe be informed any time this item is on the agenda so if they wish to send a representative they can do so. 

Mayor Salas adjourned the Joint Meeting of City Council and the Community Redevelopment Agency and reconvened the regular meeting of the City Council. 
ITEMS FOR FUTURE AGENDAS

New Items – 
Mayor Pro Tem Franklin said for a future meeting she would like to suggest that they have a workshop between now and July 15th for Council to meet with staff to finish our vision statement and time permitting, to talk about where we want to go with the RDA dollars because we started it and it was not finished.   Consensus on meeting (Saturday) August 2nd at 9 a.m. until finished. 

Finance Director said that there will be City Attorney interviews on July 18th starting at 4:00 p.m. (6 firms).  Councilmember Hanna asked who would develop the questions.  Finance Director said that staff would be happy to develop some questions and they can be circulated to Council and Council can add to them.

Mayor Salas would like the Council to attend a presentation at the Moonlight Amphitheater and wanted to invite the City Council, City Manager and leaders in the community to take a look at what Vista Moonlight Amphitheater has done with their park and maybe we could take a look for ours here.  They have theater productions in July and August. She also wanted to invite the Arts Group as well.   This would also probably have to be noticed as a road trip.   There was consensus to attend on August 8th.  

Mayor Salas said in regards to an ordinance regarding foreclosed housing and bank owned property she would like on pending item.   City Attorney said they have that prepared and would go to Planning. 

Mayor Salas would like some certificates to the participants who were 1st, 2nd and 3rd in the Battle of the Bands, also a proclamation for Bud Mathewson. 

Mayor Pro Tem Franklin would like to find out what is going on with the water master plan and is something being done to update it.   George Thacker asked if that was the Urban Water Master Plan and said that won’t be due until 2010.   

Councilmember Hanna said but we are saying that no new development can occur until that is in place so they think it needs to be done before 2010.  

Mayor Salas asked for a memo to the Council on this issue.

Councilmember Hanna said she would like to get an ordinance for smoke free parks.  That all city parks be smoke free for our children.  Many cities and the counties are doing it.  There was consensus on considering such an ordinance. 

Pending Items –

1.    Annual Review of General Plan (Hanna- 10/9/07) (Comm. Dev.) (ETA 7/22/08)

2.    Schedule Meeting with the Beaumont City Council (Salas– 11/27/07) (City Mgr.)
3.    Schedule Special Jt. Meeting the Banning Unified School District Board – 

       (Botts – 11/27/07) (City Mgr.)
4.    Schedule Special Jt. Meetings with the City’s Various Committees (Planning

       Commission, Economic Development Committee, and Parks & Recreation) –

        (Franklin – 11/27/07) 
5.     Review of Development Fees (Hanna – 12/11/07) (Johnson) (ETA 6/08)
FUTURE MEETINGS

1.
Joint Meeting of the City Council and the Morongo Band of Mission 


Indians to be held on June 30, 2008 at 5:30 p.m. 

ADJOURNMENT                    
By common consent the meeting adjourned at 10:42 p.m. 







____________________________








Marie A. Calderon, City Clerk

THE ACTION MINUTES ARE A SUMMARY OF ACTIONS TAKEN BY THE CITY COUNCIL.  A COPY OF THE MEETING IS AVAILABLE IN DVD FORMAT AND CAN BE REQUESTED IN WRITING TO THE CITY CLERK’S OFFICE. 

32
reg.mtg.-6/24/08

